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PER CURI AM *

WIlliam Ferreira appeals the sentence inposed follow ng his
gui l ty-pl ea conviction of passing counterfeit noney in violation of
18 U S.C. 88 2 and 473. Ferreira s contention that the district
court erroneously relied on his equivocal acceptance of responsi-
bility as a basis for departure after giving himcredit for accep-

tance of responsibility is without nerit. The district court nade

" Pursuant to 5THQR R 47.5, the court has deternined that this opinion
shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under the limted circum
stances set forth in 5THAOQR R 47.5.4.
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it plain that the departure was based on its concl usion that Fer-
reira’ s crimnal history category of VI did not adequately reflect
the seriousness of his crimnal history or the Iikelihood of recid-
ivismin light of his Ferreira’s forty crimnal history points and
the simlarity of the instant offense to past offenses. Under -
representation of crimnal history is a proper basis for departure.

United States v. Smth, 417 F.3d 483, 491 (5th Cr. 2005).

As Ferreira contends, the district court did state that the
equi vocal nature of his acceptance of responsibility when speaking
with the probation officer was another reason for departure. The
district court nmade it plain, however, that the crimnal history
score was the primary reason supporting the departure and stated
that it would have inposed the sane departure even if Ferreira had
been truthful when speaking to the probation officer. Thus, we
need not determ ne whether the court erred, because any purported

error was harnless. See United States v. Akpan, 407 F. 3d 360, 376-

77 (5th Gr. 2005); see also United States v. Cade, 279 F.3d 265,

273 (5th Gir. 2002).

Al t hough Ferreira contends that the departure should be re-
vi ewed for reasonabl eness, he does not argue that the departure was
unr easonabl e; therefore, he has abandoned any such argunent. See

United States v. Lucien, 61 F.3d 366, 370 (5th Cr. 1995). In any

event, the extent of the departure was reasonable. See Smth, 417

F.3d at 491-92. Accordingly, the judgnent of sentence i s AFFI RVED



