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

No. 93-7176
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
LARRY CARTER

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. CR-J92-00012(b)-1
~(March 23, 1994)

Before KING DAVIS, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Larry Carter challenges the district court's refusal to
grant a decrease in his base offense | evel for acceptance of
responsibility. The Sentencing Cuidelines provide that a
def endant nmay receive a two-|level decrease in offense level if
the defendant "clearly denonstrates acceptance of responsibility
for his offense[.]" See U S.S.G § 3El.1(b). The burden was on
Carter to show that he was entitled to the reduction for

acceptance of responsibility. United States v. Murning, 914

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



No. 93-7176
-2-
F.2d 699, 705-06 (5th Gr. 1990). This Court reviews a district
court's finding on acceptance of responsibility for clear error
but under a standard of review even nore deferential than a pure

"clearly erroneous" standard. United States v. Tello, 9 F.3d

1119, 1122 (5th Gr. 1993) (internal citations and quotations
omtted).

Based on the sentencing hearing testinony and the highly
deferential standard of review, the district court's finding that
Carter knew of the guns' presence was not clearly erroneous.

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RMED



