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G & G Closed Circuit Events (G & G) seeks review of the district court’s
default judgment against Jesus Segura, which awarded G & G $1,400 in statutory
damages and $2,800 in enhanced damages under 47 U.S.C. § 553. We have
jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291.

The district court did not abuse its discretion in awarding $1,400 in statutory
damages under § 553(c)(3)(A)(i1), which permits a court to award statutory
damages between $250 and $10,000 “as the court considers just.” See Kingvision
Pay-Per-View Ltd. v. Lake Alice Bar, 168 F.3d 347, 350 (9th Cir. 1999)." We
reject G & G’s argument that the district court erred by conflating an award of
actual damages under § 553(c)(3)(A)(1) with an award of statutory damages under
§ 553(c)(3)(A)(11). It 1s not error for a district court to consider estimated actual
damages as a factor in determining the amount of statutory damages, so long as the
damages award falls within the statutorily authorized range. See Lake Alice Bar,
168 F.3d at 350; 47 U.S.C. § 553(c)(3)(A)(11). G & G’s argument that the district

court failed to explain its rationale for its damages award is belied by the record.

" Any error in holding that Segura was liable under 47 U.S.C. § 553 instead
of 47 U.S.C. § 605, was harmless because the district court’s $1,400 statutory
damages award falls within the damages range authorized by both statutes. See
§ 553(c)(3)(A)(ii) (providing for a statutory damages range between $250 and
$10,000) and § 605(e)(3)(C)(1)(IT) (providing for a statutory damages range
between $1,000 and $10,000).



Likewise, the district court did not abuse its discretion in awarding $2,800 in
enhanced damages under § 553(c)(3)(B), which provides that a court may increase
its statutory damages award “in its discretion” by up to $50,000 if it finds that the
defendant’s conduct was “committed willfully and for purposes of commercial
advantage or private financial gain.” 47 U.S.C. § 553(c)(3)(B). Because the court
found that Segura’s conduct was willful and for commercial advantage or financial
gain, its award was constrained only by the $50,000 statutory maximum. /d. G &
G’s argument that Segura’s actions necessitate a higher statutory and enhanced
damages award is not supported by the statute or precedent. See id.; Lake Alice
Bar, 168 F.3d at 350.

AFFIRMED.



