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PER CURI AM

Thomas W Saye, 111, appeals his fifteen nonth sentence
pursuant to his guilty plea to counterfeiting noney, in violation
of 18 U.S.C. 8§ 371 (2000). On appeal, Saye asserts the district
court erred by increasing his offense | evel by six points pursuant

to U.S. Sentencing Quidelines Mnual § 2B5.1(b)(2)(A), (b)(3)

(2001).

In reviewing a district court’s application of the sentencing
guidelines, this Court reviews factual determ nations for clear
error and | egal questions de novo; m xed questions of |aw and fact
are reviewed under a standard that gives due deference to the

district court. United States v. Nale, 101 F. 3d 1000, 1003 (4th

Cir. 1996). Applying these standards, we conclude Saye’'s claimis
meritless. The district court considered proper factors in
determning Saye’'s sentence should be enhanced under USSG

§ 2B5.1(b)(2)(A), (b)(3), and it therefore did not err by

increasing his offense level by six points. See United States v.
Mller, 77 F.3d 71, 76 (1996).

Accordingly, we affirm Saye’'s conviction and sentence. e
di spense wi th oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid in the decisional process.
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