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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
TONI A ANI SSI A DAVI S, al so known as Toni a Davi s,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. W O02-CR-66-3

Bef ore BARKSDALE, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Toni a Ani ssi a Davi s appeal s t he sentence i nposed fol |l owi ng her
guilty-plea conviction for conspiracy to make, utter, and possess
a counterfeit United States Security in violation of
18 U.S.C. 88 371, 513(a). We reviewthe district court’s findings
of fact at sentencing for clear error, and its application of

t he sentenci ng gui delines de novo. United States v. Anderson, 174

F.3d 515, 524 (5th Cr. 1999).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 03-50719
-2

Davi s argues that the district court erred in finding that al
of the checks seized were passable when determning the tota
anount of the loss involved in this case. Wth respect to all
of the checks, except for one, check nunber 87561466, payable to
Vel ma Ervin in the amount of $1,395.20, Davis has not shown that
the district court clearly erred in finding themto be passable.

See Anderson, 174 F.3d at 524. \Wether the district court erred in

finding the $1, 395. 20 check to be passable is arguable. However,
even assumng error, such error 1is harmess because Davis’
gui del i ne i npri sonnent range woul d have renai ned the sane and t here
isnoindicationinthe record that the specific amunt of the | oss

within the applicable range of |loss affected the district court’s

sel ection of the 18-nonth sentence i nposed. See Wllians v. United
States, 503 U. S. 193, 203 (1992).

AFFI RVED.



