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Nel da Garci a appeal s the 135-nonth sentence i nposed foll ow ng
her quilty-plea conviction of possession wth the intent to
distribute nore than 50 grans of nethanphetam ne. She argues that
the district court violated FED. R CRM P. 32(i)(3)(B) when it did
not make a specific ruling or finding on her request for a dowward
adjustnent for having a mnor role. Because the district court
adopted the presentence report (PSR) and because the findings in
the PSR are sufficiently clear that we are not |eft to second guess

the basis for the sentencing decision, the district court’s

"Pursuant to 5THCGR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



adoption of the PSR satisfies the mandates of Rule 32. See United

States v. Carreon, 11 F.3d 1225, 1231 (5th Cr. 1994).

Furthernore, the district court’s finding that Garcia was not a
m nor participant was plausible in light of the record as a whole

and, thus, not clearly erroneous. See United States v. Villanueva,

408 F. 3d 193, 203-04 (5th Gr. 2005).

Garcia al so argues that her sentence should not be afforded a
presunption of reasonabl eness nerely because it is wthin the
properly-cal cul ated gui deline range. Under this court’s precedent,
a sentence within a properly-cal cul ated gui delines range, |ike the

one here, is presunptively reasonable, United States v. Mares, 402

F.3d 511, 519-20 (5th Cr. 2005). The Suprene Court has confirmnmed

this view in Rita v. United States, No. 06-5754 (U. S. June 21,

2007).

Garcia argues that her sentence is unreasonabl e because the
district court failed to consider or failed to give enough wei ght
to (1) her allegedly mnor role in the offense; (2) the fact that
she allegedly commtted the offense under duress; and (3) her
hi story and characteristics, particularly her attenpts to provide
substanti al assistance to the Governnent. As previously discussed,
the district court found that Garcia was not eligible for a m nor-
role adjustnent. Garcia's sentence accounts for her assistance to
t he Governnent, as she was awarded a two-1 evel adjustnent under the
safety valve. The district court based its decision to sentence
Garcia to the low end of the advisory range of inprisonnent based
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on the facts that this was Garcia' s first offense and because
Garcia felt pressured to commt the offense. Garcia has not

denonstrated that her sentence isS unreasonable. See Mares,

402 F. 3d at 518-20.

AFFI RVED.



