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PER CURIAM:*

Mohammed Goujil appeals his sentence for passport fraud under 18 U.S.C.

§ 1546(a), asserting that the district court erred in assessing a two-level upward

adjustment at sentencing based on obstruction of justice under U.S.S.G. § 3C1.1.



1  United States v. Greer, 158 F.3d 228, 233 (5th Cir. 1998) (internal citations
omitted).

2  Id.

3  See U.S.S.G. § 3C1.1, comment (n.4).
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Finding no error in Goujil’s sentence, we affirm.

We review the district court’s application of the Sentencing Guidelines de

novo and its factual findings, such as a finding of obstruction of justice, for clear

error.1  We will uphold a sentence on appeal unless it was imposed in violation of

law; imposed as a result of an incorrect application of the sentencing guidelines;

or outside the range of the applicable sentencing guideline and is unreasonable.2

The district court imposed the adjustment in the instant action after finding that

Goujil tried to threaten a witness via a letter, and that he lied to the court and to his

probation officer regarding his credentials and his reasons for not wanting to return

to Morocco.  This conduct falls squarely within the list of behaviors cited in the

commentary to § 3C1.1 describing conduct that constitutes obstruction of justice.3

Accordingly, the district court did not err in assessing a two-level upward

adjustment for obstruction of justice.

The sentence imposed by the district court is AFFIRMED.


