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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
KENNETH WAYNE PEARSON,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 1:01-CR-10012-3

Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Kennet h WAyne Pearson appeal s the sentence he received after
this court remanded his case for resentencing in light of United

States v. Booker, 543 U. S. 220 (2005). Pearson argues that the

district court msapplied the Guidelines by not granting hima
two-1 evel reduction in his offense |level under U S S.G § 3Bl1.2
for his mtigating role. Gven that Pearson’s role was not
peripheral to the Brown Drug Organi zati on, the denial of such an

adj ustnent was not clearly erroneous. See United States v.

Caldwel |, 448 F.3d 287, 290 (5th Cr. 2006); United Stated v.

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Vil lanueva, 408 F.3d 193, 204 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 126 S

Ct. 268 (2005).

The district court’s 188-nonth sentence, which was a
deviation fromthe Cuidelines, was not an abuse of discretion.
The district court articulated its reasons for the sentence and
those reasons reflected the totality of the factors set forth in

18 U.S.C. 8 3553(a). See United States v. Arnendariz, 451 F. 3d

352, 358 n.5 (5th Gr. 2006); United States v. Smth, 440 F.3d

704, 707 (5th Gir. 2006).

AFFI RVED.



