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PER CURIAM:*

Stevie Lee Perales appeals from his guilty-plea conviction and sentence for being

a felon in possession of a firearm in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1).  Perales argues

that the district court clearly erred in finding that he was not entitled to an adjustment

for acceptance of responsibility and erred in failing to admonish him at the guilty-plea

hearing that his federal sentence could be ordered to be served consecutively to his
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state sentence for a parole revocation.

Given that Perales did not admit possession of the firearms to the probation

officer, he did not make any statement of remorse of contrition, and the deference to

be afforded the district court’s assessment of credibility, Perales has failed to show that

the district court clearly erred in refusing to award his an adjustment for acceptance of

responsibility.1  The district court did not err in failing to admonish Perales at the guilty-

plea hearing that the sentence could be ordered to be served consecutively to a state

sentence.2  

Accordingly, the judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.


