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PER CURIAM:*

Howard Lee Chaney, Jr., appeals his sentence for conspiracy

to distribute cocaine base in violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1),

(b)(1)(A) and 21 U.S.C. § 846.  Chaney argues that the district

court clearly erred in finding that he was accountable for 1400

grams of cocaine base.

A district court enjoys broad discretion in deciding what

testimony to credit for purposes of making sentencing findings. 
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United States v. Cooper, 274 F.3d 230, 240 (5th Cir. 2001). 

Since the district court held Chaney responsible only for drug

quantities directly attributable to him, it was not required to

find that the re-sale of the cocaine base by his associates was

foreseeable.  The district court was not required to limit

Chaney’s accountability to those drugs that had been re-sold.  

The district court’s finding that Chaney was responsible for

1400 grams of crack cocaine was not clearly erroneous.  United

States v. Ramirez, 271 F.3d 611, 612 (5th Cir. 2001).

AFFIRMED.


