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

No. 00-20679
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
AARON LOUI S EDWARDS
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 99-CR-609-3
ey 21, 2001
Before SM TH, DUHE and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !
Aar on Loui s Edwar ds appeal s his sentence following his guilty-
pl ea convictions for bank robbery and using a firearm during a
crime of violence. He argues that the district court erred by
i ncreasing his offense | evel based on its findings that carjacking
was involved in the bank robbery and that Edwards and his
codef endants had physically restrained a person during the course
of the robbery. W have reviewed the record and the briefs of the

parties, and we discern no reversible error.

! Pursuant to 5THGR R 47.5, the court has detern 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



Pursuant to U.S.S.G 8 1B1.3(a)(1), the carjackingis rel evant
conduct vis-a-vis the bank robbery because it was commtted in
preparation for the bank robbery. Moreover, that another
def endant, not Edwards, was t he person who physically commtted the
carj acki ng does not absol ve Edwards of responsibility in any way.
Since Edwards was part of the jointly undertaken crimnal activity
at the tine of the carjacking, the carjacking is attributable to

Edwards as if he had commtted the carjacking hinself. US S G §

1B1.3(a)(1l); see United States v. Carreon, 11 F.3d 1225, 1232-36
(5th Gir. 1994).

Simlarly, the offense-level increase inposed pursuant to
US S G 8§ 2B3.1(b)(4)(B) based upon a codefendant’s grabbing an
exiting custoner by the neck and dragging her back into the store

during the robbery was not erroneous. See United States v. Keeton,

No. 94-10640 (5th Gr. My 16, 1995) (unpublished) (conduct of
codef endant who accosted bank enployee in parking |lot and forced
her back into the bank found to be physical restraint under
US S G 8 2B3.1(b)(4)(B)).% Edwards’ sentence is

AFFI RVED.

2 Unpubl i shed opi nions issued before January 1, 1996, have
precedential value. 5th CGr. R 47.5.3.
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