IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 95-60348
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
TOMW HARRI S,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 1:94CR106-S
March 1, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, JONES, and EMLIO M GARZA, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Tonmmy Harris appeals his sentence, arguing that it was
"excessive, unfair, and plainly unreasonable" for the district
court to depart upwardly fromthe recomended gui deline range
based on his prior crimnal record, when that crimnal record was
used to 1) determine the crine itself, possession of a firearm by
a convicted felon, 2) establish his base offense | evel under

US S G 8 2K2.1(a), and 3) calculate his crimnal history

category under 8 4A1.1. Harris's argunent is unavailing. The

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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Sentencing Guidelines permt consideration of Harris's prior
felony convictions in calculating both his offense |evel and

crimnal history category. See United States v. Hawkins, 69 F.3d

11, 13-15 (5th Cr. 1995), petition for cert. filed, (U S Jan

30, 1996) (No. 95-7703). The district court's decision to inpose
a sentence in excess of the recomended gui deline range was
warranted based on Harris's egregious crimnal history. See

United States v. Laury, 985 F.2d 1293, 1310-11 (5th Gr. 1993).

AFFI RVED.



