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

No. 94-20940
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JOHN RUSSELL MORALES,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CR-H94-11-1
© August 22, 1995
Before KING JOLLY, and WENER, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

John Russell Morales pleaded guilty to one count of failure
to register a firearmand one count of possession of a firearm
wi thout a serial nunber. He was sentenced to two concurrent
ternms of 24 nonths inprisonnent, 36 nonths supervised rel ease,
and a $100 speci al assessnent.

Moral es argues that he is entitled to a reduction for

acceptance of responsibility under U S S.G 8§ 3E1.1. The

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that this opinion should not be published.
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def endant bears the burden of denonstrating that he is entitled
to this adjustnent, and this court reviews the sentencing court's
determ nation with even nore deference than the pure clearly

erroneous standard. United States v. Bernea, 30 F.3d 1539, 1577

(5th Gir. 1994), cert. denied, 115 S. O. 1113, 1825 (1995);

§ 3E1.1, comment. (n.5).

The record establishes that Morral es requested an opportunity
to submt a witten statenent regarding his conduct but failed to
submt the statenent before the original PSR was conpl et ed.

Al t hough Moral es assisted | aw enforcenent officials and received
a two-level reduction for substantial assistance under 8§ 5K1.1,
when he gave a statenment Morales attenpted to mnimze his

i nvol venent in the offense. See United States v. Wlder, 15 F. 3d

1292, 1298-99 (5th Gr. 1994). The district court's
determ nation that Morrales did not affirmatively accept
responsibility for his crimnal conduct is not clearly erroneous.

AFFI RVED.



