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

No. 95-40773
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
RODERI CK KENYARDEN TAYLOR,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:95-CR-59

, ~ April 16, 1996
Before DUHE, DeMOSS, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Roderi ck Kenyarden Tayl or appeals his sentence for
m sprision of a felony. He argues that he was effectively denied

his right to counsel during the presentence interview. This

argunent is without nerit. See United States v. Bounds, 985 F. 2d

188, 194 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 114 S. C. 135 (1993). Taylor

al so argues that the district court erred by refusing to adjust
his offense | evel for acceptance of responsibility. In light of

the district court's findings -- Taylor denied his crimnal

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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i nvol venent during the presentence interview and Tayl or
understood the interview questioning -- and in light of the
deferential standard of review, the district court did not

clearly err. See United States v. Vital, 68 F.3d 114, 121 (5th

Gir. 1995).
AFFI RVED.



