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PER CURIAM:

Clarence Robinson, Jr., appeals his sentence following his

jury trial conviction for possession of a firearm by a convicted

felon.  Robinson argues that the district court denied him due

process of law regarding his sentence because the court denied his

motion for continuance and his motion for funds to hire an



2

investigator.  Robinson also argues that the district court

erroneously applied the preponderance of the evidence burden of

proof at his sentencing hearing.  As the district court did not

abuse its discretion in denying Robinson’s motions, Robinson was

not denied due process of law.  See United States v. Gadison, 8

F.3d 186, 191 (5th Cir. 1993); United States v. Correa-Ventura, 6

F.3d 1070, 1074 (5th Cir. 1993); United States v. Goodwin, 770 F.2d

631, 634 (7th Cir. 1985).  The district court correctly applied the

preponderance of the evidence standard as the appropriate standard

of review at Robinson’s sentencing.  See United States v. Megerson,

4 F.3d 337, 343-344 (5th Cir. 1993), cert. denied, 114 S.Ct. 1310

(1994).

AFFIRMED


