IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-40207
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus

CLI VE ANTHONY BROVW,
al so known as David Anthony Little,

Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:97-CR-134-1
© August 23, 2001
Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and POLI TZ and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Clive Anthony Brown appeals his sentence followng a guilty
plea for illegal reentry into the United States foll ow ng
deportation. He argues that the presentencing report (PSR)
incorrectly calculated his crimnal history score and that the
district court erred when it relied on the PSR s reconmended
sentenci ng range. Specifically, he argues that the PSR should
have treated two separate weapons offenses as rel ated of fenses

when cal culating his crimnal history score because the two

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 fenses were part of the sane sentencing proceeding. The issue
was not raised at sentencing; therefore, it is reviewed for plain
error. United States v. Dabeit, 231 F.3d 979, 983 (5th Cr.
2000), cert. denied, 121 S. C. 1214 (2001); United States v.

Cal verley, 37 F.3d 160, 162-64 (5th Cr. 1994)(en banc).

There was not enough information in the record to support a
finding that the two weapons offenses were related. See United
States v. Huskey, 137 F.3d 283, 288 (5th Gr. 1988). The
of fenses occurred on April 7, 1986, and Septenber 10, 1987. As
reported in the PSR, they were factually unrelated to one anot her
and were charged in separate indictnents. Mreover, there is no
i ndi cation that they were consolidated under the sane docket

nunmber. Accordingly, Brown’s sentence is AFFI RVED



