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PER CURIAM:*

James Beckway appeals from his sentence imposed following a

guilty plea to possession of approximately 102 pounds of marijuana

with intent to distribute.  He argues that the district court erred

in assessing a two-level increase under U.S.S.G. § 2D1.1(b)(1) for

possession of a dangerous weapon because the increase was based on

conduct that was separate, distinct, and unrelated to his offense

of conviction.
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"The district court's decision to apply § 2D1.1(b)(1) is a

factual determination reviewable for clear error."1  Similarly, we

review for clear error a district court's factual determination of

a defendant's relevant conduct for sentencing purposes.2

Beckway has made an insufficient showing that his November

2000 possession of marijuana, drug paraphernalia, and firearms fell

outside the same course of conduct as his offense of conviction,

and so we conclude that the district court did not clearly err in

considering this to be relevant conduct for sentencing purposes

under U.S.S.G. 1B1.3(a)(2).  Further, with regard to U.S.S.G. §

2D1.1(b)(1), "[t]his court has held that this adjustment is not

limited to those scenarios in which the defendant possesses a

dangerous weapon during the offense of conviction; the adjustment

is also to be made when the defendant possesses a dangerous weapon

during the course of related relevant conduct."3  The district

court did not clearly err in applying the sentencing increase based

on Beckway's relevant conduct because the government sufficiently

demonstrated, by a preponderance of the evidence, that Beckway

possessed firearms found in the same location where the marijuana
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and drug paraphernalia were stored.4  Moreover, Beckway has failed

to establish that it was clearly improbable that the firearms were

connected with the relevant conduct.5

AFFIRMED.


