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PER CURI AM *

Al ton Kee appeals the sentence following his guilty-plea
conviction for possession with intent to distribute cocai ne base.
Kee contends that the district court erred in calculating his
crimnal history score because it awarded hi mone point under
US S G 8 4A1.1(c) for a juvenile disposition. He argues that
under the M ssissippi Youth Court Act, a juvenile disposition is

not an adjudication of guilt and thus he had no prior qualifying

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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sentence under the sentencing guidelines. He also contends that
no constitutional adjudication of guilt could be nade in the
yout h court proceedi ngs because these proceedi ngs do not provide
certain federal constitutional protections.

We have previously held that the district courts may include
juvenil e records when calculating a defendant’s crimnal history

score under the sentencing guidelines. See United States V.

Hol l and, 26 F.3d 26 (5th Gr. 1994) (considering juvenile

di sposition under Texas law). The M ssissippi Youth Court’s
order of adjudication was based on proof beyond a reasonabl e
doubt. See Mss. CopE ANN. § 43-21-561(1) (1997). The PSR

i ndi cates that Kee was represented by counsel in the matter, and
he has not argued that this disposition was invalid, nor has he
met his burden to show that the disposition violated his

constitutional rights. See United States v. Osborne, 68 F.3d 94,

100 (5th Cr. 1995); United States v. Canales, 960 F.2d 1311

1315 (5th Gr. 1992). Therefore, the district court did not err
in awardi ng Kee one crimnal history point for this juvenile
di sposition. See U S.S.G 8§ 4Al1.2(d)(2)(B)

AFFI RVED.



