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

No. 01-40357
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JUAN JESUS BARRON

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. B-00-CR-425-3
~ Cctober 17, 2001

Bef ore DeMOSS, PARKER, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Juan Jesus Barron appeals fromhis jury-verdict conviction
and sentence for conspiracy to possess wth intent to distribute
mar i j uana and possession with intent to distribute marijuana. He
argues that: (1) the district court erred by denying his request
for a jury instruction regarding entrapnment; (2) the district
court abused its discretion by denying his notion for a mstrial;
and (3) the district court erred by declining to decrease his

of fense | evel for acceptance of responsibility.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 record indicates that Barron failed to nmake the
requi site showing to warrant a jury instruction for entrapnent.

See United States v. Bradfield, 113 F. 3d 515, 521 (5th Cr

1997). The district court did not abuse its discretion by
denying Barron’s notion for a mstrial because any error based on
the adm ssion of stale convictions was rendered harm ess by the
curative jury instruction and the overwhel m ng evi dence of

Barron’s guilt. See United States v. Sotelo, 97 F.3d 782, 797-98

(5th Gr. 1996). Furthernore, the record shows that Barron was
not entitled to an adjustnent for acceptance of responsibility.

See United States v. Brace, 145 F. 3d 247, 264-65 (5th Gr. 1998).

Accordingly, the district court’s judgnment is AFFI RVED



