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

No. 96-21065
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

ver sus
| SRAEL FLORES,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 95-CR-221-3
Cct ober 17, 1997
Before JONES, SM TH and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
| srael Flores was convicted of conspiracy to conmt wre
fraud, mail fraud, use of a fictitious nane, and noney | aunderi ng
and aiding and abetting mail and wire fraud. He argues that the
district court erred in calculating his offense |evel by

referring to the noney-1laundering guideline and erred in finding

that the | oss anpbunt attri butable to himwas $244, 341. 60.

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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The district court did not erred in calculating his offense
| evel by referring to the noney-laundering guideline, U S S G
§ 2S1.1, because, of the related of fenses of conviction, it
carried the highest offense level. See 8§ 3D1.3(a). The district
court also did not err in relying upon the $244,341. 60 | oss

anount calculated in the presentence report. United States v.

Calverley, 37 F.3d 160, 162-64 (5th Cr. 1994) (en banc);
US S G § 2F1. 1.
AFFI RVED.



