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

No. 99-51046
(Summary Cal endar)

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
FELI PE ZARAGOZA; RI CARDO BRI Bl ESCA,
Def endant s- Appel | ant s.
Appeal s from 'Eh;-:- -Uni-t;-:-d-S'Ea'Ee-s D| strict Court
for the Western District of Texas
( SA- 95- CR- 171- 3- EP)
* Novenmber 1, 2000
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Def endant s- Appel | ants Fel i pe Zaragoza and Ricardo Bri bi esca
appeal fromthe sentences that they received on remand. Appellants
argue that the district court erred in applying the npney
| aundering guideline, US S G 8 2S1.1, rather than the fraud
guideline, US S. .G 8 2Fl1.1, in determning their sentences for
their noney |aundering convictions. This issue is barred by the

“law of the case” doctri ne. United States v. Becerra, 155 F. 3d

740, 752 (5th Gir. 1998).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



Bri bi esca argues that the district court erred in findingthat
he was not entitled to an adjustnent for his mnor role pursuant to
US SG 8§ 3BL1L.2, erred in failing to nmake a sufficient fact-
finding on the matter, and erred in the manner in which it ordered
restitutionin his case. These i ssues are beyond the scope of this

court’s remand order. United States v. Marnolejo, 139 F.3d 528,

530-31 (5th Gir.), cert. denied, 525 U.S. 1056 (1998).

The judgnent of the district court is affirned.

AFFI RVED.



