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PER CURIAM:*

Jerry Wayne Sallas pleaded guilty to the charge of possession of a firearm by a felon in

violation of  18 U.S.C. §922(g)(1).  The district court sentenced him to 96 months imprisonment,

three years of supervised release, a $50,000 special assessment, and a $5,000 fine.  Sallas appeals.

First, Sallas maintains that the district court erred in denying him a three-level decrease in

sentencing level for acceptance of responsibility under U.S.S.G. § 3E1.1.  Our review of  this decision

by the district court is highly deferential because the court’s determination requires an assessment of
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credibility.2  After reviewing the evidence presented to the district court at sentencing, we conclude

that the district court did not err.  Although Sallas admitted possessing two firearms, he denied

owning four additional guns that were seized.  Furthermore, Sallas wrote letters and made several

statements to family members indicating that Debra Sallas, his wife, was responsible for his problems.

He even threatened to kill her.  This conduct shows that Sallas has not accepted responsibility for his

actions.

Sallas also argues that the district court  erred by departing upward from the sentencing

guidelines under U.S.S.G. § 4A1.3(e).  We review the district court’s decision to grant an upward

departure for abuse of discretion.3 Because there is ample evidence to show that Sallas’s Criminal

History Category underrepresents the seriousness of his previous criminal conduct and the likelihood

that he will commit future crimes,4 we find that the district court did not err by granting an upward

departure.  

The judgment is AFFIRMED.


