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Rol and Dal e Noe appeal s the 235-nonth sentence inposed
followng his guilty plea to possession with intent to distribute
net hanphetam ne in violation of 21 U S.C. 88 841(a) & (b).

The district court did not err in applying the
pr eponder ance- of -t he- evi dence standard to a di sputed sentencing

issue. See United States v. Carreon, 11 F.3d 1225, 1240 (5th

Cir. 1994). Noe did not neet his burden of showi ng that the

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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information in the presentence report concerning rel evant conduct

was unreliable. See United States v. Anqul o, 927 F.2d 202, 205

(5th Gr. 1991). The district court did not err in determ ning
t hat net hanphet am ne sold by Noe in 1995-96 was rel evant conduct
for sentencing purposes because the record supports a

determ nation that those sales were part of the sanme course of

conduct as the offense of conviction. See United States V.

Ccana, 204 F.3d 585, 588-89 (5th Gr. 2000). Finally, the
district court’s decision that Noe was not entitled to an
of fense-1 evel reduction for acceptance of responsibility was not

wi t hout foundati on. See United States v. Solis, 299 F.3d 420,

458 (5th Gr. 2002); United States v. Chapa-Garza, 62 F.3d 118,

123 (5th Gir. 1995).

AFFI RVED.



