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PER CURI AM *

In appealing his sentence for bank robbery, George Robi nson
contends that the district court erred by failing to treat his two
prior federal convictions and sentences as “rel ated cases” under
US S G 8 4A1.2 and, therefore, erred by sentencing him as a
career offender under U S.S.G § 4B1.1.

A defendant is a career offender if, inter alia, “the

def endant has at l|least two prior felony convictions of either a

Pursuant to 5TH QR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



crime of violence or a controlled substance offense”. U S. S.G 8§
4Bl. 1. “Prior sentences inposed in unrelated cases are to be
counted separately. Prior sentences inposed in related cases are
to be treated as one sentence for purposes of [assigning crimnal
hi story points]”. US S G 8§ 4Al1.2(a)(2). The concl usion that
prior convictions are unrelated is reviewed de novo. United States
v. Huskey, 137 F.3d 283, 285 (5th Cir. 1998).

Robi nson has three relevant prior felony convictions: (1) a
Texas conviction for aggravated robbery with a deadly weapon; (2)
a federal conviction for robbery of a federally insured savi ngs and
| oan associ ation; and (3) a federal conviction for bank robbery.
Robi nson does not contend that the state conviction for aggravated
robbery with a deadl y weapon and t he federal conviction for robbery
of a federally insured savings and | oan association are related.
Accordi ngly, those convictions are counted separately. U S. S.G 8§
4A1. 2(a)(2). Because Robi nson has two prior felony convictions
under U S.S.G 8 4Bl1.1, the district court did not err by

sentencing himas a career offender. See Huskey, 137 F.3d at 285.

AFFI RVED



