IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 96-10247
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Plaintiff - Appellee
V.
VI OLET SHAWN TILLI'S, al so known as Dee

Def endant - Appel | ant

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Northern District of Texas
(3:95-CR-252-X)

January 13, 1997
Before KING DAVIS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges:

PER CURI AM *
Violet Shawn Tillis appeals her sentence for distribution of
cocai ne base within 1000 feet of an elenentary school, in

violation of 21 U . S.C. 88 841(a)(1), (b)(1)(C, and 860(a).
She argues that the district court: 1) m sapplied the guidelines
and i nposed a sentence grossly in excess of the sentence required

or the sentence agreed to in the plea agreenent; 2) permtted the

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5. 4.



i ntroduction of hearsay testinony at the sentencing hearing; and
3) erred in calculating the anount of drugs, because it
i nperm ssibly included quantities of drugs not specified in the
count of conviction. She further argues that the disparity in
the penalty provisions and sentenci ng guidelines applicable to
crack cocai ne and cocai ne base viol ated her equal protection
rights.

The Governnent’s notion to dismss the appeal because Tillis

wai ved her right to appeal on the grounds raised is GRANTED. See

United States v. Portillo, 18 F.3d 290, 292- 93 (5th Cir.), cert. denied, 115 S. Ct. 244 (1994).

MOTI ON GRANTED; APPEAL DI SM SSED



