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PER CURI AM

Ira Lee Dickerson seeks to appeal the district court’s order
dismssing as untinely his notion filed under 28 U S.C A § 2255
(West Supp. 2000). We have reviewed the record and the district
court’s opinion and find no reversible error. Wth respect to
Di ckerson’s new y-presented claimon appeal that he was sentenced

in violation of Apprendi v. New Jersey, 530 U S. 466 (2000), we

recently held in United States v. Sanders, F. 3d , 2001 W

369719 (4th Cr. Apr. 13, 2001) (No. 00-6281), that the new rule
announced in Apprendi is not retroactively applicable to cases on
collateral review Accordingly, we grant Dickerson’s notion to
amend his brief, but deny a certificate of appealability and dis-
m ss the appeal on the reasoning of the district court. United

States v. Dickerson, Nos. CR-91-36; CA-97-2809-4-12 (D.S.C. filed

Sept. 27, 2000; entered Sept. 28, 2000). W further deny Dicker-
son’s notion for the appoi ntnment of counsel. W dispense with oral
argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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