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PER CURI AM *

Franci sco Puga appeal s his sentence following his guilty plea
to conspiring and aiding and abetting the conspiracy to commt
interstate theft by carrier and breaking the seal of carrier. The
Gover nnent argues that Puga waived his right to appeal his sentence

on the ground rai sed. Because neither party submtted a transcript

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the Court has determined that this
opi ni on should not be published and is not precedent except under the linmted
circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



of the guilty plea hearing, this court wll not address the
question of waiver and will address the nerits. See United States
v. Portillo, 18 F.3d 290, 293 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, U S
, 115 S. Ct. 244, 130 L. Ed. 2d. 166 (1994).

Puga argues that the district court erred in finding that his
prior state convictions were “unrelated” and that they therefore
counted separately under 8§ 4Al.2 of the Sentencing CGuidelines in
determning his crimnal history score. Puga' s argunent is w thout
merit, for he has only denonstrated that the convictions resulted
in concurrent sentences. He has failed to provide any proof that
the cases were consolidated, as he argues. See United States v.
Fitzhugh, 984 F. 2d 143, 147 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 510 U S. 895,
114 S. Ct. 259, 126 L. Ed. 2d 211 (1993) (stating that fact that
prior convictions resulted in concurrent sentences i s not enough by
itself to establish that cases are “related” for purposes of
US S G 8§ 4A1.2); United States v. Castro-Perpia, 932 F.2d 364,
366 (5th Gr. 1991) (sane).

For the foregoing reasons, we AFFIRM Puga’' s sentence.



