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PER CURIAM:
Darryl McCormick Southern appeals from his 188-month
sentence imposed pursuant to his guilty plea to possession of a
firearm by a convicted felon.
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sentence he was then serving was unreasonable and constituted an
abuse of discretion.
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We affirm.
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In choosing to run the sentence consecutively,

the court considered the undisputed advisory Guidelines range of
180-210 months in prison, the 18 U.S.C. § 3553 (2006) sentencing
factors, the fact that Southern’s undischarged state sentence
was the result of a “series” of probation violations, the fact
that

the
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and
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sentences

were

Southern’s “extensive criminal history.”

not

related,

and

In fact, the court

noted that there was a significant argument to be made that an
appropriate sentence would require an upward departure from the
Guidelines,
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We find no abuse of discretion and
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hold that the decision to run Southern’s sentence consecutively
to his undischarged state sentence was reasonable.
Accordingly,

we

affirm.

We

dispense

with

oral

argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argument would
not aid the decisional process.
AFFIRMED
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