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PER CURI AM *

Jacque Deshawn King, Sr. appeals the sentence inposed
followng his guilty-plea conviction for possession of a firearm
by a convicted felon in violation of 18 U. S.C. 8§ 922(g)(1) and
924(a)(2). He argues that the district court erred in inposing
a federal sentence to run consecutively to a not-yet-inposed
state sentence. W have held that such a sentence is proper
under 18 U.S.C. § 3584(a) and U.S.S.G 8§ 5Gl1.3, (p.s.). United

States v. Brown, 920 F.2d 1212, 1217 (5th Gr. 1991). Therefore,

King’s argunent is forecl osed by Brown.

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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King argues that the sentence inposed by the district court
was unreasonable. The sentence inposed by the district court is
accorded “great deference” because it was the Quidelines sentence

i nposed pursuant to U S.S.G 8§ 5GL.1(a). See United States v.

Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 519 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 126 S. C. 43

(2005). King does not argue that the district court m sapplied
the Guidelines or mscal cul ated the applicable Guideline range.
King’ s argunent that the consecutive sentence could result in a
sentencing disparity is based on specul ation as Ki ng has not

shown that his sentence was nore severe than simlarly-situated

def endant s nati onw de. See United States v. Duhon, 440 F.3d 711

721 (5th Cr. 2006), petition for cert. filed, (U S. My 18,

2006) (No. 05-11144). King has not shown that the sentence
i nposed by the district court was unreasonable. See Mres,
402 F. 3d at 519.

AFFI RVED.



