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PER CURIAM:

Andres Chacon pled guilty to conspiracy to possess with
intent to distribute and distribute 5 kilograms or more of
cocaine and 500 grams or more of methamphetamine, in violation
of 21 U.S.C. 8§ 846 (2012). The district court calculated

Chacon’s Guidelines range under the U.S. Sentencing Guidelines

Manual (2013) at 70 to 87 months” imprisonment and sentenced
Chacon to 60 months” imprisonment. On appeal, Chacon’s counsel

has filed a brief pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738

(1967), stating that there are no meritorious issues for appeal,
but raising as an issue for review whether the district court
erred in failing to afford Chacon sentencing credit for 208 days
he served on a discharged term of incarceration. The Government
declined to file a brief. Chacon was informed of his right to
file a pro se supplemental brief, but he has not done so.
We affirm.

Under 18 U.S.C. 8 3585(b) (2012), a criminal defendant
“shall be given credit toward the service of a term of
imprisonment for any time he has spent i1n official detention
prior to the date the sentence commences.” Section 3585(b),
however, does not permit a district court to award credit at

sentencing. United States v. Wilson, 503 U.S. 329, 333 (1992).

Rather, only the Attorney General, acting through the Bureau of

Prisons, may compute sentencing credit. Id. at 333-37.
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Therefore, as counsel correctly concedes, the district court was
without authority to award Chacon sentencing credit for the 208
days he served on the discharged term.

Additionally, i1n accordance with Anders, we have reviewed
the record in this case and have found no meritorious issues for
appeal . We therefore affirm the district court’s judgment.
This court requires that counsel inform Chacon, in writing, of
the right to petition the Supreme Court of the United States for
further review. IT Chacon requests that a petition be fTiled,
but counsel believes that such a petition would be frivolous,
then counsel may move in this court for leave to withdraw from
representation. Counsel’s motion must state that a copy thereof
was served on Chacon.

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal
contentions are adequately presented iIn the materials before

this court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



