IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 99-10505
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
ADDI S CHARLES TAYLOR,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:98-CR-19-1-Y
~ January 4, 2000
Bef ore REAVLEY, SM TH and DENNI'S, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Addi s Charles Tayl or appeals the district court’s
determ nation that he was conpetent to stand trial. A defendant
is inconpetent if he suffers from®“a nental disease or defect
rendering him... unable to understand the nature and
consequences of the proceedi ngs against himor to assist properly

in his defense.” See United States v. Doke, 171 F.3d 240, 246

(5th Gr. 1999)(quoting 18 U S.C. § 4241(d), cert. denied, 120 S

Ct. 250 (1999); Malinauskas v. United States, 505 F.2d 649, 654

(5th Gr. 1974). The Governnent bears the burden of proving
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conpetence by a preponderance of the evidence. See United States

v. DGlio, 538 F.2d 972, 987-88 (5th CGr. 1976). A district
court’s determ nation of conpetency wll not be reversed unl ess
it is clearly arbitrary or unwarranted. Doke, 171 F.3d at 246.
Because we find no such error in this case, the judgnment of the
district court is AFFI RVED

AFFI RVED.



