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PER CURI AM

Henry Hugh Robi nson, Jr., seeks to appeal the district court’s
order granting in part and denying in part his notion filed under
28 U . S.C. A 8§ 2255 (West 1994 & Supp. 1998). The district court
found that, follow ng Robinson’s guilty plea to conspiracy to pos-
sess Wthintent to distribute crack cocaine and a related firearns
of fense, he was not apprised of his right to appeal his sentence,
as required by Fed. R Crim P. 32(c)(5). Accordingly, the court
vacat ed Robi nson’s prior judgnment and conm t nment order and entered
it anew, allow ng Robinson the opportunity to appeal his crimnal
convi ction and sentence. The court found the remaining clains to be
wi thout nmerit and granted the Governnent’s sunmmary j udgnent notion
as to those clains.

Since Robinson has noted a tinely appeal from his crimna
conviction, we are now wi thout jurisdiction to reviewthe district

court’s disposition of his 8§ 2255 notion. See Bowen v. Johnston,

306 U.S. 19, 26-27 (1939). Accordingly, we deny a certificate of
appeal ability and dism ss the appeal. Further, we deny Robi nson’s
noti on seeking appointnent of counsel. W dispense with oral
argunment 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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