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PER CURIAM:*

Dionicio Gonzalez appeals his sentence for possession to

distribute marijuana.  Gonzalez argues that the district court

plainly erred in calculating his criminal history and that the

court mistakenly believed that it lacked the authority to depart

downward.  Gonzalez also contends that his attorney was

ineffective for failing to request to review the presentence

report with Gonzalez, failing to object that some prior
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convictions were “double-counted” for purposes of determining his

criminal history category, and failing to move for a downward

departure.  We have reviewed the record and the briefs of the

parties and find no error, plain or otherwise, in the district

court’s determination of Gonzalez’s criminal history category. 

See United States v. Box, 50 F.3d 345, 359 (5th Cir.), cert.

denied, 116 S. Ct. 309 (1995).  The record does not suggest that

the district court believed that it lacked the authority to

depart downward.  United States v. Burleson, 22 F.3d 93, 95 (5th

Cir.), cert. denied, 115 S. Ct. 283 (1994).  Gonzalez’s

statements to the district court refute his claim that he was

denied an opportunity to review the presentence report. 

Blackledge v. Allison, 431 U.S. 63, 74 (1977).  Gonzalez has

failed to establish that counsel was ineffective for failing to

object to the calculation of his criminal history or move for a

downward departure.  See Box, 50 F.3d at 359; Burleson, 22 F.3d

at 95; Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. at 687.     

AFFIRMED.


