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

No. 99-20664
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
DANI ELLE ROCERS,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 98- CR-450-4
~ April 13, 2000

Bef ore WENER, DeMOSS, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Dani el | e Rogers appeal s the sentence inposed foll ow ng her
guilty-plea conviction of conspiracy to commt bank fraud. She
argues on appeal that the district court erred by refusing to
grant her a two-level downward adjustnent pursuant to U S S G
8§ 3Bl1.2(b) for being a mnor participant in the crimnal
activity. W reviewa district court’s factual finding as to the

defendant’s role in the offense for clear error. Uni ted States

v. Galleqgos, 868 F.2d 711, 713 (5th Gr. 1989).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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The information in the PSR and the factual basis for
Rogers’s guilty plea show that she was an active participant in
the conspiracy to conmt bank fraud. The district court was free
to adopt the PSR s findings because they appeared sufficiently
reliable and Rogers failed to present any information to rebut

such findings. United States v. Vital, 68 F.3d 114, 120 (5th

Cr. 1995). 1In light of the evidence regarding Rogers’s
participation in the crimnal offense, the district court’s
finding that Rogers was not a mnor participant in the offense
was sufficiently stated and not clearly erroneous. @&allegos, 868
F.2d at 713.

Accordingly, the district court’s judgnment is AFFI RVED



