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PER CURI AM

Larry Randall Bullock appeals from a district court order
denying his Fed. R Crim P. 35(b) nmotion for reduction of his
sentence. W dism ss the appeal

It is uncontested that Bullock's initial sentence was within
t he range set by the federal sentencing guidelines. The order deny-

ing Bullock's Rule 35 notion is not appeal able. See United States

v. Pridgen, 64 F.3d 147, 149-50 (4th Cr. 1995). Because the dis-

trict court's decision on the Rule 35 notion is not appeal abl e,
Bul | ock' s argunment regarding the district court's discrepancy
between its oral pronouncenent to grant the notion but reserving
for later decision the anmpbunt of departure and the witten order
denying the notion is not subject to review by this court.

We dismss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presentedinthe materials before the court and argunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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