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PER CURIAM*:

Moses Rogers appeals his sentence after being convicted on a

guilty plea to possession with intent to distribute cocaine.  He

challenges his base offense level; the two-level increase for

possession of a firearm and the two-level increase for reckless

endangerment; and the denial of a three-level decrease for

acceptance of responsibility. 



The district court did not clearly err either in calculating

Rogers’ base offense level by including all drug quantities

comprising his relevant conduct, United States v. Vital, 68 F.3d

114, 118, 120 (5th cir. 1995), or in finding that Rogers’

possession of a firearm was relevant conduct.  United States v.

Paulk, 917 F.2d 879, 884 (5th Cir. 1990).  And, the court did not

commit reversible error by finding that Rogers’ reckless

endangerment was part of the same course of conduct as the offense

of conviction.  See Vital 68 F.3d at 120.  Finally, it did not err

in denying Rogers a decrease for acceptance of responsibility,

because Rogers continued to engage in the same course of criminal

conduct and he contested his involvement in offenses constituting

relevant conduct.   See United States v. Smith, 13 F.3d 860, 866

(5th Cir.), cert. denied, 114 S.Ct. 2151 (1994).

Accordingly, Rogers’ sentence is

AFFIRMED.


