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PER CURI AM *

Ant oi ne Thonpson appeal s the sentence i nposed follow ng his
plea of guilty to being a felon in possession of a firearm The
sentence was increased for Thonpson's fel oni ous possessi on of
crack cocaine in connection with the firearm offense. See
U.S.S.G § 2K2.1(b)(5) (Nov. 2002).

The record plainly establishes that Thonpson agreed with the
Governnent’ s “Factual Basis” which stated that the Governnent

“woul d prove” possession of both the firearm and the drugs.

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Further, the PSR contained sufficient indicia of reliability to
establish drug possession, and Thonpson offered nothing to show
that the PSR was “materially untrue, inaccurate or unreliable.”

See United States v. Ayala, 47 F.3d 688, 690 (5th Cr. 1995).

Thonpson al so contends that the increased sentence was

unconstitutional under Blakely v. Washington, 124 S. C. 2531

(2004). He concedes that this challenge is foreclosed by United

States v. Pineiro, 377 F.3d 464 (5th Cr. 2004), and he raises

the issue only to preserve it for possible Suprene Court review.
Bl akely woul d afford Thonpson no relief in any event because
Thonpson admtted the drug possessi on when he agreed with the

factual basis recited in open court. See Blakely, 124 S. C. at

2537 (adm ssion by defendant supports sentence increase).
The judgnent of the district court is

AFFI RVED.



