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

No. 98-31371
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
SHEI LA WALLEN HEARD, al so known as Sheila C enons, al so
known as Joan A. Hynes, also known as Charl ene Qurso, also
know as Jill WMarie Heavey,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 95-CR-370-ALL-D
© August 25, 1999

Before KING Chief Judge, and DAVIS and SMTH, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Sheila Wal Il en Heard appeal s her sentence for conspiracy and
possession of stolen mail, arguing that the district court
commtted plain error in upwardly departing fromthe guideline
range pursuant to U S.S.G 8 4A1.3. She argues that the district

court did not adequately discuss or consider |esser, increnental

sentences. This argunent |lacks nerit. See United States v.

Lanbert, 984 F.2d 658, 662-63 (5th Cr. 1993)(en banc). The

record reveals that the district court provided acceptable

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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reasons for the departure and that the departure was reasonabl e.

Id.; United States v. Ashburn, 38 F.3d 803, 807 (5th Cr.

1994) (en banc). There is no plain error in Heard s sentence.

AFF| RMED.



