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Before POLITZ, WIENER, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM:*

Marcus Antony Dawson, a/k/a Marcus Anthony Dawson, appeals a guilty-

plea conviction for possession of an unregistered firearm in violation of 26 U.S.C. §

5861(d).
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Advancing sentencing issues, Dawson contends that the trial court erred in

denying a three-level downward adjustment for acceptance of responsibility and in

giving him a two-level upward adjustment.  This court is precluded from reviewing

these issues as Dawson expressly waived them in his written guilty plea.1  We

therefore DISMISS the appeal as to those claims.

Dawson also maintains that the district court abused its discretion in imposing

a three-month upward departure from the sentencing guideline range.  We review an

upward departure for abuse of discretion. 2 There is no abuse of discretion if the

judge provides acceptable reasons for departure and the degree of departure is

reasonable.3 

In Dawson’s case, the trial court articulated that any one of six factors

justified upward departure.   From the facts to which Dawson agreed in the factual

basis, a three-month departure is not unreasonable.4  Accordingly, the judgment of

the district court as to this claim is AFFIRMED.

DISMISSED IN PART; AFFIRMED IN PART.


