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PER CURI AM

Bobby G llian pleaded guilty to possession with the
intent to distribute cocaine, inviolation of 21 U.S.C. 8§ 841(a)(1)
(2000), and to being a felon in possession of a firearm in
violation of 18 U S.C. 88 922(g)(1) and 924(a)(2) (2000). The
district court sentenced Gllian to 188 nonths’ inprisonnent, to be
foll owed by a three-year term of supervised rel ease.

Gllian’s counsel has filed a brief pursuant to Anders v.
California, 386 US. 738 (1967), stating that there are no
nmeritorious grounds for appeal, but raising two potential issues:
(1) whether the district court clearly erred in awarding Gllian
one crimnal history point for a 1990 conviction and (2) whether
the district court erred in enhancing Gllian’ s sentence pursuant

to US. Sentencing Guidelines Mnual § 2D1.1(b)(1) (2002) for

possessing a firearm during the comm ssion of the drug offense.
Al t hough advi sed of his right to do so, Gllian has not filed a pro
se suppl enental brief.

W have reviewed the record and conclude that the
district court did not clearly err in awarding one crimnal history
point for GIllian’s 1990 conviction. USSG § 4Al.2(e)(2) instructs
that all sentences inposed within ten years of the commencenent of
the instant offense are to be counted in a defendant’s crimna
hi story. As counsel concedes, the Commentary to this section

states that rel evant conduct is to be included in the determn nati on



of the “commencenent of the offense.” USSG 4A1.2, Cm. n.8
Because G llian admtted to selling drugs beginning in 1999, if not
earlier, the district court did not clearly err in counting the
1990 offense in Gllian’s crimnal history.

We al so conclude that the district court did not err in
enhancing Gllian’s sentence for possession of a firearmduring the
comm ssion of the offense. The gun was found in Gllian s bedroom
cl oset, along with the drugs, drug paraphernalia and a | arge anount
of cash, which Gllian admtted was from drug sales. Unless the
connection between the gun and the offense is clearly inprobabl e,
the court nust apply the two-Ilevel enhancenent. See USSG
§ 2D1.1(b)(1), Ont. n.3. Here, we find that the district court
correctly applied the enhancenent.

I n accordance with Anders, we have reviewed the entire
record in this case and have found no neritorious issues for
appeal. Accordingly, we affirmG |llian s conviction and sentence.
This court requires that counsel informhis client, in witing, of
his right to petition the Suprenme 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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