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PER CURIAM:*

Maricela Mendoza appeals the 180-month sentence imposed following her
conviction for one count of theft from a health care benefit program and two
counts of money laundering. Mendoza argues that her guidelines calculations
were improper. She contends that the district court erred by finding that her
crimes harmed the solvency of a financial institution and adjusting her offense
level in accordance with U.S.S.G. § 2B1.1(b)(13). Mendoza does not cite to a case
that squarely supports her assertion that the disputed adjustment was
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erroneous. Consequently, she has not shown that the district court plainly erred
when calculating her guidelines sentencing range.  See United States v.

Valenzuela-Quevedo, 407 F.3d 728, 732-33 (5th Cir. 2005);  United States v. Hull,
160 F.3d 265, 272 (5th Cir. 1998).  

Mendoza also contends that her sentence, which exceeds the pertinent
guidelines range, is unreasonable. This argument is unavailing.  The district
court gave adequate valid reasons to support its choice of sentence, and the
degree of departure was not unreasonable.  See United States v. Armendariz, 451
F.3d 352, 358 (5th Cir. 2006); United States v. Smith, 440 F.3d 704, 706-07 (5th
Cir. 2006).

Mendoza has shown no error in connection with her sentence.
Accordingly, the judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.  


