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Before HALL, MJURNAGHAN, and WLKINS, Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Ber nar do Segundo Cal | ej a, Appellant Pro Se. Thomas Jack Bondur ant,
Jr., Assistant United States Attorney, Roanoke, Virginia, for
Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Bernardo Calleja appeals from the district court's order
denying his notion to correct an illegal sentence pursuant to
former Fed. R Cim P. 35(a). Calleja clained that his sentence
was illegally inposed and t hat given the adm nistrative forfeiture
proceedings instituted against him his conviction violated the
Doubl e Jeopardy C ause of the Fifth Arendnent. W have revi ewed t he
record and the district court's opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of appealability and
di sm ss the appeal on the reasoning of the district court. United

States v. Calleja, Nos. CR-86-28-R, CA-95-998-R (WD. Va., My 28,

1996). We note that in the interim the Suprene Court decided
United States v. Ursery, UusS __, 64 US LW 4565 (US

June 24, 1996) (Nos. 95-345, 95-346), which conclusively decides
Calleja' s double jeopardy claim W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented
in the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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