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Bef ore FAGG LOKEN, and MORRI S SHEPPARD ARNCOLD, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM

Gsar Anon Tate was charged with one count of possessing
cocai ne base with intent to distribute, in violation of 21 U S.C
§ 841(a)(1l) and (b)(1)(B)(iii), and one count of using or carrying
a firearmduring and in relation to a drug trafficking crine, in
violation of 18 US. C 8 924(c)(1). After filing nunerous
unsuccessful pretrial notions, including a notion to dismss the
indictment, Tate pleaded guilty to both charges. The district
court® sentenced himto 71 nonths inprisonment on the drug count,
to be foll owed by 60 nont hs inprisonnent on the firearmcount, and
four years supervised rel ease.

'The Honorable George F. @unn, Jr., United States District
Judge for the Eastern District of Mssouri.



On appeal, Tate's appointed counsel filed a brief pursuant to
Anders v. California, 386 U. S. 738 (1967), and was granted | eave to
wi t hdr aw. Al though Tate was granted leave to file a pro se
suppl emental brief, he did not do so. W have reviewed the record
i n accordance with Penson v. Chio, 488 U S. 75, 80 (1988), and find
no nonfrivol ous issues for appeal.

By pleading guilty, Tate waived all issues preceding his plea
except those relating to jurisdiction. See United States v.
McNeely, 20 F.3d 886, 888 (8th Cr.) (per curiam, cert. denied,
115 S. . 171 (1994). W note that Tate's indictnent clearly
specified the requisite el enents of his drug and firearmof f enses,
and thus it was not jurisdictionally defective. See O Leary v.
United States, 856 F.2d 1142, 1143 (8th Cir. 1988) (per curiam (to
establish jurisdictional defect, defendant nust show that
indictment "on its face fails to state an offense"). As to
possi bl e sentencing issues, only one of Tate's objections to the
presentence report actually affected the length of his sentence.
The district court sustained this objection, and then properly
calculated Tate's sentence under the applicable Sentencing
Gui del i nes.

Accordingly, the judgnment is affirned.
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