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PER CURIAM:*

Defendant Kurt Steven Witte argues that his sentence should be

reversed because he was not allowed to exercise his right of

allocution at sentencing.  Defense counsel did not raise this issue

before the district court.  Thus, we review this issue only for

plain error.  Based on our review of the record, we hold that the

district court did not commit plain error with regard to Witte's
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right of allocution at sentencing.  See generally United States v.

Olano, 507 U.S. 725, 113 S. Ct. 1770, 123 L. Ed. 2d 508 (1993);

United States v. Calverley, 37 F.3d 160 (1994) (en banc). 

Witte next argues that his sentence should be reversed because

the district court failed to recognize that he had the authority to

depart downwards from the applicable sentencing guidelines range.

See Witte v. United States, ___ U.S. ___, 115 S. Ct. 2199, 132 L.

Ed. 2d 351 (1995).  Based on our review of the record, we find that

the district court did recognize that he had the authority to

depart, and exercised his discretion not to depart.  Consequently,

we hold that the district court did not err by refusing to depart

downwards.

We AFFIRM.


