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

No. 96-40643
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

V.
| SSI AC BRATCHETT,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
(1:95-CR-142)

January 9, 1997
Before KING GARWDOD, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

| ssiac Bratchett argues that the district court erred in
refusing to decrease his offense | evel for the acceptance of
responsibility.

We have reviewed the record, the presentence report, and the
briefs, and find that the district court did not err in refusing

to make a downward adjustnent for the acceptance of

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



responsibility. In denying the adjustnent, the district court
did not rely solely on the fact that Bratchett refused to discuss
his rel evant conduct that was not the basis for the offense of
conviction. The district court also relied on Bratchett’s
acknow edgnent that he pleaded guilty in order to receive a nore
| enient sentence and Bratchett’'s |ack of expression of contrition

or renorse. See United States v. Nevarez-Arreola, 885 F.2d 243,

245 (5th Gr. 1989). The district court’s determ nation was not
wi t hout foundation and was not erroneous.

AFFI RVED.



