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

No. 95-20748
Conf er ence Cal endar

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

ver sus
THOMAS E. HUI TT; CHARLES L. HENKE

Def endant s- Appel | ant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CR-H 93-227-2
Cct ober 24, 1996
Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, and JOLLY and H G NBOTHAM GCircuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Appel l ants appeal fromthe district court’s refusal to grant
a two-level reduction for acceptance of responsibility pursuant
to US.S.G 8§ 3E1.1. Appellants argue that they never denied
commtting the offenses alleged in the indictnment, but they
relied upon a public authority defense to the charges. W have

reviewed the record and the briefs of the parties and hol d that

the district court did not err in determning that the appellants

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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were not entitled to a reduction for acceptance of responsibility
given the deferential standard of review applied to acceptance of
responsibility findings, the finding that the appellants
obstructed justice, and given that the appellants put the
Governnent to its burden of proof as to their intent to conmt

the offenses. United States v. Spires, 79 F.3d 464, 467 (5th

Cr. 1996); U S S .G 8§ 3El1.1, coment. (n.2), (n.4).
AFFI RVED.



