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Before:  TALLMAN, M. SMITH, and HURWITZ, Circuit Judges.  

Federal prisoner Anthony D. Williams appeals pro se from the district

court’s order denying his motion for clarification of his orally pronounced

sentence.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.
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Williams contends that the district court should have issued an order

clarifying that he was not sentenced as a career offender under U.S.S.G. § 4B1.1. 

Because the record supports the district court’s conclusion that Williams was

sentenced as a career offender, the court did not err by denying his motion.  

AFFIRMED. 


