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Tracy Kenyon Sexton appeals the 105-nonth sentence i nposed
followng his plea of guilty to a charge of felon in possession
of a firearm Sexton challenges an increase to his offense |evel
pursuant to U.S.S.G 8§ 2K2.1(b)(5). He argues that nere
possession of the firearmduring another felony offense does not
justify the increase. He contends that the Governnent did not

prove that the firearmwas used in connection with the comm ssion

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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of the unauthorized use of a notor vehicle (“UUW’) offense, in
furtherance of the UUW offense, or in obtaining the vehicle.
The determ nation of the connection between a firearm and

another offense is a factual finding. United States v. Mtchell,

166 F. 3d 748, 754 n.24 (5th Gr. 1999). W review factual

findings for clear error. United States v. Arnstead, 114 F.3d

504, 507 (5th Cir. 1997).

Section 8§ 2K2.1(b)(5), U S S. G, authorizes a four-I|eve
increase “[i]f the defendant used or possessed any firearm or
anmunition in connection with another felony offense.” A “close
relati onship between the firearmand the other felony offense”
need not be shown; the showing required is only that the
“firearns were possessed and coul d have been used to facilitate”
the other felony offense. Arnstead, 114 F.3d at 511, 512.

The presentence report provided that while he was invol ved
in the UUW offense, a police officer saw Sexton pick up a bl ack
revolver. The district court did not clearly err in applying the
US S G 8 2K2.1(b)(5) increase to Sexton's offense | evel because
the firearmwas “readily avail able” to Sexton and “coul d have

been used to facilitate” his UUW offense. See Arnstead, 114

F.3d at 512. The district court properly relied on the
information in the presentence report, which Sexton did not rebut

sufficiently. See Mtchell, 166 F.3d at 754. Accordingly, the

judgnment of the district court is AFFI RVED



