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

No. 01-60306
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
ROBERT W COLLUNMS,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3:00-CR-116-W5

~ Cctober 25, 2001
Bef ore W ENER, BENAVIDES, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Robert W Col |l uns appeals the sentence inposed followi ng his
guilty-plea conviction for being a felon in possession of a
firearmin violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1). He argues that
the district court erred in increasing his offense |evel by two
points for obstruction of justice. After conducting a hearing,
the district court found that Colluns | ooked at O ficer Sl ade
Moore, the arresting officer, and stated, “I wll see you again.”

The district court also found that as Colluns turned a corner

going toward the door of the courtroom he said, “son of a

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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bitch.” Collunms has not shown that the district court clearly
erred in determning that Colluns’ statenent to Oficer More was
a veiled threat which warranted a two-level increase in his

of fense | evel for obstruction of justice pursuant to U S. S G

§ 3Cl.1. See § 3Cl.1, conment. (n.4(a)); see also United States

V. Graves, 5 F.3d 1546, 1555 (5th Cr. 1993).

Col lums argues that the district court erred in denying a
two-point reduction in his offense | evel for acceptance of
responsibility pursuant to U S.S.G 8§ 3E1.1. Because Colluns’
statenents indicated he had not shown renorse or accepted
responsibility for his crimnal behavior, the district court did
not err in denying a reduction in his offense |evel for
acceptance of responsibility. See 8 3El1.1, comment. (n.4); see

also United States v. Lujan-Sauceda, 187 F.3d 451, 452 (5th G

1999) .
AFFI RVED.



