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PER CURI AM:

Moses Rogers appeal s his sentence after being convicted on a
guilty plea to possession with intent to distribute cocaine. He
chal l enges his base offense level; the two-level increase for
possession of a firearm and the two-1level increase for reckless
endangernent; and the denial of a three-level decrease for

acceptance of responsibility.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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



The district court did not clearly err either in calculating
Rogers’ base offense level by including all drug quantities
conprising 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 rel evant conduct. United States v.
Paul k, 917 F.2d 879, 884 (5th Cr. 1990). And, the court did not
commt reversible error by finding that Rogers’ reckl ess
endanger nent was part of the sane 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 sanme course of crimnal
conduct and he contested his involvenent in offenses constituting
rel evant conduct. See United States v. Smth, 13 F.3d 860, 866
(5th Gr.), cert. denied, 114 S.C. 2151 (1994).

Accordi ngly, Rogers’ sentence is

AFFI RVED.



