UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

No. 98-40480

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

VERSUS

FERNANDO ALVARADO, | RVA GARCI A; ARCELI A LLANGS; SAVAS URI BE;
ALEJANDRO PAZ,

Def endant s- Appel | ant s.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court
For the Southern District of Texas
(M 97-CR-221-2)

March 22, 2000
Before DAVIS, CYNTH A HOLCOVB HALL" and SMTH, Circuit Judges
PER CURI AM **
In this appeal from convictions and sentences in a nultiple
defendant drug trafficking and noney |aundering case, the

Appel | ants rai se a nunber of issues."™

“Circuit Judge of the Ninth Crcuit, sitting by designation.

“Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.

““*Appel | ants make the follow ng clains: (1) Fernando Al varado
claims that the district court mscalculated his base |evel
sentence by overestimating the anmount of drugs involved in the
conspiracy and i nproperly enhanced his sentence for both possession



After carefully reviewwng the record and considering the
Briefs and argunents of counsel, we are persuaded that none of the
Appel  ants’ argunents have nerit and the district court commtted
no reversible error. The judgnent of conviction and sentence as to
all defendants is therefore affirned.

AFFI RVED.

of firearns and playing an organizational or |eadership role in
connection with his drug trafficing offenses; (2) Irma Garcia
clains that insufficient evidence was presented at trial to support
her noney |aundering convictions, the district court inproperly
adm tted evidence of an uncharged financial transaction that was
unduly prejudicial to her defense, and her property was wongly
sei zed under mandatory crimnal forfeiture |l aws; (3) Angelia LI anos
clains that the district court failed to instruct the jury that her
al | eged noney | aunderi ng transacti ons nust have affected interstate
commerce, that there was insufficient evidence to show that
interstate commerce was adequately affected, and that the federal
nmoney | aundering statute at i ssue is unconstitutional both facially
and as applied; (4) Savas Uribe clains that insufficient evidence
was presented at trial to support his convictions and that the
district court erred in admtting evidence at trial of nunmerous
firearnms recovered in a search of his residence, in enhancing his
sentence for possession of these weapons in connection with his
crinmes, and in mscalculating his base Ievel sentence by
overestimating the anount of drugs involved in his offense; and (5)
Al ejandro Paz clainms that insufficient evidence was presented at
trial to support his convictions.
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