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PER CURI AM

Clinton Caver, 111, appeals his 190-nonth sentence,
pursuant to his qguilty plea to possession of a firearm as a
convicted felon, in violation of 18 U S.C. 88 922(g)(1), 924(e)
(2000) . Caver’s counsel has filed an appeal under Anders v.
California, 386 U S. 738 (1967), raising two sentencing issues.
This Court reviews a sentencing court’s factual findings for clear
error and its related | egal conclusions, including the application

of the Sentencing Guidelines, de novo. United States v. Daughtrey,

874 F.2d 213, 217 (4th Cr. 1989).

First, Caver asserts his prior convictions for felony
breaking and entering, and felony larceny after breaking and
entering, are crines agai nst property, and do not qualify as crines
of violence and cannot serve as a predicate for sentencing as an
armed career crimnal under 18 U S. C 8§ 924(e) (2000). Caver’s
claimis neritless. Caver’s prior offenses qualified him for

sentencing under 18 U.S.C. § 924(e). U.S. Sentencing Guidelines

Manual § 4Bl1.4(a) (2002); 18 U.S.C. 8§ 924(e) (2000); Taylor v.

United States, 495 U S. 575 (1990); United States v. Bowden, 975

F.2d 1080, 1083 (4th Gr. 1992).

Second, Caver asserts the district court should have
directed that his federal sentence for the instant offense run
concurrent to his state sentence for breaking and entering, and

| arceny of a residence fromwhich he stole the firearns he pl eaded



guilty to possessing in the instant offense. Caver’s claimis
nmeritless. Caver’s crimnal history increased his offense |eve
for the instant offense, but the offense conduct of his prior state
conviction was not calculated as relevant conduct towards his
i nstant offense, and accordingly, he cannot prevail on this claim
USSG § 5GL. 3 (2002).

Accordingly, we affirm Caver’s conviction and sentence.
I n accordance with Anders, we have reviewed the entire record in
this case and find no other neritorious issues for appeal. This
court requires that counsel informhis client, in witing, of his
right to petition the Suprene Court of the United States for
further review If the client requests that a petition be filed,
but counsel believes that such a petition would be frivol ous, then
counsel nmay nove in this court for leave to wthdraw from
representation. Counsel’s notion nust state that a copy thereof
was served on the client.

We dispense with oral argunment because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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