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

No. 00-20999
Summary Cal endar

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

ver sus

SI KAN ESSI EN
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H- 00-CR-290-ALL
‘September 12, 2001
Bef ore REAVLEY, DAVIS and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Si kan Essien appeals the sentence he received after pleading
guilty to four counts of aiding and abetting the possession of
counterfeit securities in violation of 18 U S.C. 88 513(a) & 2.
He chal l enges the district court’s inposition of a two |evel
role-in-the-offense increase under U S.S.G 8§ 3Bl.1(c) and, for
the first tinme on appeal, the restitution order.

Qur review of the record and the argunents and authorities

convinces us that no reversible error was commtted. The

Pursuant to 5" Cir. Rule 47.5, the court has detern ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5" CGr. Rule
47.5. 4.
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district court did not clearly err in enhancing Essien’s offense
| evel by the m ni mum anount provided for in U S. S.G § 3Bl1.1.
See United States v. Parker, 133 F.3d 322, 329-30 (5th Cr

1998). Essien fails to identify any plain error with respect to

the district court’s restitution order. See United States v.

ers, 198 F.3d 160, 168 (5th Cr. 1999), cert. denied, 530 U S

1220 (2000).
Accordi ngly, the judgnent is AFFI RVED



