Filed: Decenber 17, 1998

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 98-7075
(CR-94-212, CA-97- 687-6)

United States of Anerica,
Plaintiff - Appellee,

ver sus

Orienthia Jerome McDowel |,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

ORDER

The court anmends its opinion filed Decenber 3, 1998, as
fol |l ows:

On the cover sheet, section 3 -- the district court inforna-
tionis corrected to read “Appeal fromthe United States District

Court for the Mddle District of North Carolina, at Wnston-Sal em

N. Carlton Tilley, Jr., District Judge. (CR-94-212, CA-97-687-6)."
On page 2, line 8 of the opinion -- the line is corrected to

begin MD.N. C
For the Court - By Direction

/s/ Patricia S. Connor
Clerk




UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 98-7075

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Plaintiff - Appellee,

ver sus

ORI ENTH A JEROVE MCDOWELL,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Mddle Dis-
trict of North Carolina, at Wnston-Salem N. Carlton Tilley, Jr.,
District Judge. (CR-94-212, CA-97-687-6)

Submitted: Novenmber 19, 1998 Deci ded: Decenber 3, 1998

Bef ore HAM LTON and WLLIAMS, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Orienthia Jerome McDowel |, Appellant Pro Se. David Bernard Snmith,
G eensboro, North Carolina, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Orienthia Jeronme McDowel | seeks to appeal the district ourt’s
order denying his notion filed under 28 U S.C. A 8§ 2255 (West 1994
& Supp. 1998). W have reviewed the record and the district court’s
opi nion accepting the reconmmendati on of the magi strate judge and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of ap-
peal ability and di sm ss the appeal on the reasoning of the district

court. United States v. MDowell, Nos. CR-94-212; CA-97-687-6

(MD.N.C My 29, 1998). W dispense wth oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

process.

DI SM SSED



