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Bef ore KING Chi ef Judge, and DeMOSS and BENAVI DES, Circuit
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PER CURI AM *

Younas Sayed Nadurath pleaded guilty to a one-count
i ndi ctment charging himw th sending a bonb threat by mail to
Lamar Hi gh School (“Lamar”) in Arlington, Texas. The district
court sentenced Nadurath to 18 nmonths of inprisonnent, $28,711
inrestitution, a three-year term of supervised release, and a

$100 speci al assessnment. Nadurath now appeal s his sentence.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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The letter Nadurath sent to Lamar threatened to kill,
injure, and intimdate students and staff by neans of expl osives.
The letter nade specific reference to the school shootings at
Col unbi ne Hi gh School in Littleton, Colorado, in which 15
students were killed and 23 students were wounded. The letter
stated that Col unbine would seemlike a picnic in conparison.
Nadurath adm tted that he had chosen Lamar at random and that he
sent the letter so that he could observe, on television and in
t he newspapers, the pandenoni um caused by the letter.

On appeal Nadurath argues that the district court erred
in increasing his offense |level by four under U S S G
88 3A1.1(b)(1) and (b)(2). The district court’s finding that
t he 2500 students at Lamar were victins of the offense and that
they were particularly susceptible to the threats contained in
Nadurath’s letter was not clearly erroneous because it is

pl ausible in light of the record as a whole. See United States

v. Robinson, 119 F.3d 1205, 1218 (5th Cr. 1997); United States

v. Sommer, 127 F.3d 405, 408 (5th Cr. 1997).

AFFI RVED.



