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

No. 96-30725
Conf er ence Cal endar

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

ver sus
DI ON LAVERT JACKSON,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. 95-CR-20099-01
February 20, 1997
Before SMTH, EM LIO M GARZA, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Di on Lavert Jackson argues that the district court clearly
erred in failing to adjust his offense level for his mniml or
m nor participation in the offense.

We have reviewed the record, including the presentence
report, the transcript of the sentencing hearing, and the briefs
and find that the district court did not err in refusing to nmake

an adjustnent for Jackson’s mnimal or mnor role in the offense.

Jackson failed to carry his burden of denonstrating

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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that he was | ess cul pable than other participants involved in the

of f ense. See United States v. Zuniqga, 18 F.3d 1254, 1260 n. 10

(5th Gr.), cert. denied, 115 S. C. 214 (1994). Further,

Jackson cannot conpl ain because he was hel d accountable only for
his own of fense conduct and not for the conduct of any other

participant in the drug transaction. See United States v.

Fl ucas, 99 F.3d 177, 181 (5th Gr. 1996).
AFFI RVED.



