IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 92-8577

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
JESSE MONTOYA,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Western District of Texas
MO 92 CR 61 5

( June 21, 1993 )
Before JOHNSON, JOLLY, and JONES, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jesse Montoya pled guilty to knowingly and wllfully
structuring a series of related transactions involving $10, 000. 00
with a bank for the purpose of evading a reporting requirenent, a
violation of 31 U S.C. 88 5322 and 5324. The district court
sentenced Montoya to twenty-seven nonths i nprisonnent, two years of
supervi sed rel ease, and a speci al assessnent. Montoya appeals the

district court's sentence, citing seven points of error: (1) the

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



district court erred by adopting the recomended findings and
anal ysis within Montoya's presentence report and its addendum (2)
the district court erred by increasing Montoya' s base of fense | evel
based on his know edge or belief that structured financial
transactions involved crimnally derived property; (3) the district
court erred by not reduci ng the base offense | evel due to Montoya's
mtigating role in the offense; (4) the district court erred by
applying the sentencing guidelines in effect on the date the
crim nal conduct occurred rather than the date of sentencing; (5)
the district court erred in inposing a term of two years of
supervi sed release; (6) the district court erred by not reducing
Mont oya' s base offense | evel because he accepted responsibility;
and (7) the district court erred by considering socioeconomc
factors in making a sentencing guideline determ nation.

After due consideration, we are of the opinion that all of
Montoya's clains are conpletely without nerit. The district court
commtted no reversible error in sentencing Montoya. Accordingly,
the decision of the district court is

AFFI RMED



