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Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and JONES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Charlie Dewayne Tenpl eton appeals his sentence fromhis
guilty-plea conviction for possession with the intent to
di stri bute cocai ne.

Tenpl eton chal | enges the two-1| evel adjustnent, pursuant to
US S G 8 3Bl.1(c), by arguing that he sufficiently rebutted the
information in the presentence report (PSR) about two individuals
selling cocaine for him the only surrebuttal to Tenpleton’s

expl anation was the probation officer’s recollection fromhis

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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interview notes; the Governnent presented no evidence to rebut
Tenpl eton’ s expl anation; and w thout any independent evidence
corroborating the information in the PSR, the district court’s
finding | acked a sufficient evidential basis. The district
court’s credibility determ nation favored the probation officer’s
version of the statenents nade by Tenpleton during the interview

See United States v. Sarasti, 869 F.2d 805, 807 (5th Cr. 1989).

Tenpl eton’ s statenents to the probation officer supported the
two-1 evel adjustnent for Tenpleton’s role in the offense, and the
district court’s 8 3B1.1 ruling was not clearly erroneous. See

United States v. Graldo, 111 F. 3d 21, 23 (5th Gr.), cert.

denied, 118 S. Ct. 322 (1997).
AFFI RVED.



