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Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opi nion.

Bekir Wural, Appellant Pro Se. Epin Hu Christensen, Speci al
Assistant United States Attorney, Alexandria, Virginia, for

Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Bekir Vural appeals fromthe district court’s order granting
his notion to reduce his sentence based on a retroactive anmendnent
to the Sentencing Guidelines, see 18 U S.C A 8 3582(c)(2) (West
2000), on the basis that the district court inproperly sentenced
him to the high end of the adjusted guideline range. However ,
proceedi ngs under 8 3582 constitute extensions of the original

crimnal proceeding, see United States v. Alvarez, 210 F.3d 309,

310 (5th Cir. 2000), and the statute governing appeals from such
proceedi ngs “does not provide for appellate review of a sentencing
court’s discretionin setting a sentence anywhere within a properly

cal cul ated sentencing range,” United States v. Porter, 909 F.2d

789, 794-95 (4th Gr. 1990) (discussing 18 U S.C. § 3742 (1994)).
Accordi ngly, because Vural’s sole claimon appeal is unreviewable,
we deny Vural’s notion for appoi ntnment of counsel and dismss this
appeal . W dispense with oral argunment because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid in the decisional process.
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