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" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Benj am n Rodri guez Cal deron pleaded guilty, w thout a plea
agreenent, on April 25, 2005, to a four-count indictnent charging
himwith uttering counterfeit checks in violation of 18 U S. C
8§ 513(a). Rodriguez Calderon argues that the district court
erred by inposing a two-level adjustnent for sophisticated neans
under U.S.S.G 8 2B1.1(b)(9)(C). He argues that printing checks
usi ng a conputer program avail able for purchase by anyone at a
| ocal office supply store, sending a check in the mail to
purchase coins, and wal king a check into a financial institution
to open an account did not constitute sophisticated neans. Even
t hough certain aspects of Rodriguez Cal deron’s schene were not

sophi sticated, the offense as a whol e invol ved sophi sticated

means. See United States v. Cenents, 73 F.3d 1330, 1340 (5th

Cir. 1996). Rodriguez Calderon has failed to show that the
district court erred in inposing a two-1evel increase based on
hi s use of sophisticated neans during the of fense.

AFFI RVED.



