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

No. 97-11268
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
AUDREY VARNER
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{e; ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:97-CR-86-5
,  June 30, 1998
Bef ore DUHE, DEMOSS, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Audrey Varner appeals from her conviction and sentence for
inmportation of cocaine in violation of 21 U S C 88 952(a),
960(a) (1), and 960(b)(2)(B). She contends that the district court
erred: 1) in its attribution of drug quantity for purposes of
assessing relevant conduct; 2) by denying her request for an
adjustnment in her offense |evel based on her mnor role in the

of fense; and 3) by denying her request for a downward departure

based on her di sadvant aged upbringing. W have revi ewed the record

"Pursuant to 5THCR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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and the briefs of the parties, and conclude that no reversible
error was commtted. The district court did not clearly err either
inits attribution of the relevant drug quantity or in its denial
of Varner’s request for an adjustnent based on her mnor role. See

United States v. Edwards, 65 F.3d 430, 432 (5th Gr. 1995); United

States v. Buenrostro, 868 F.2d 135, 137-38 (5th Cr. 1989).
Addi tional ly, because the district court’s decision to not depart
from the applicable guidelines range based on Varner’s
di sadvantaged wupbringing was a correct application of the

gui delines, the court’s decision is unreviewable on appeal. See

United States v. Di Marco, 46 F.3d 476, 478 (5th Cr. 1995).
AFF| RVED.



