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PER CURI AM

Appel  ant seeks to appeal the district court’s order denying
relief on his notion filed under 28 U S.C A 8§ 2255 (West 1994 &
Supp. 1998). Appellant’s conviction becane final on Septenber 11,
1995. On April 24, 1997, Appellant filed a 8§ 2255 notion. The
district court denied relief because Appellant filed his notion
outside the one-year |imtation period inposed by 8§ 2255. Pursuant

to our recent decisionin Brown v. Angel one, F. 3d , Nos. 96-

7173, 96-7208, 1998 W. = (4th Cr. July 14, 1998), Appell ant
had until April 23, 1997, in which to file a tinmely notion.
Accordi ngly, because Appellant filed his 8 2255 notion after Apri

23, 1997, we deny a certificate of appealability and dism ss the

appeal. United States v. Mirph, Nos. CR-94-36-BR;, CA-97-80-7-BR

(EED.N.C. Cct. 3, 1997). W dispense wth oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

process.
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