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PER CURIAM: 

  David Darrell David appeals the district court’s 

judgment entered pursuant to David’s guilty plea to failure to 

register as a sex offender, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2250 

(2006), by failing to register in North Carolina as a sex 

offender.  David reserved the right to appeal the district 

court’s denial of his motion to dismiss the indictment against 

him, and raises various arguments on appeal supporting his 

contention that denial of the motion was erroneous.  We have 

reviewed the record and find no reversible error in light of our 

recent dispositive decision in United States v. Gould, 568 F.3d 

459 (4th Cir. 2009), which is neither factually nor legally 

distinguishable from the present case.  Accordingly, we affirm 

the district court’s judgment.  We dispense with oral argument 

because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented 

in the materials before the court and argument would not aid the 

decisional process.  

          AFFIRMED 

 
 


