
*  Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined
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PER CURIAM:*

Lisa Fontenot (Fontenot) appeals the sentence imposed by

the district court following her guilty-plea conviction for

possession with intent to distribute and distribution of crack

cocaine within 1,000 feet of a public school under 21 U.S.C.

§ 860.  Fontenot argues that the district court erred in

declining to depart further downward from the Sentencing

Guidelines in imposing her sentence.
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“A district court has almost complete discretion to

determine the extent of a departure under [U.S.S.G.] § 5K1.1,”

and that decision may be reviewed by this court only if “the

district court was mistaken about its authority.”  United States

v. Cooper, 274 F.3d 230, 248, 249 (5th Cir. 2001).  In addition,

“something in the record [must] indicate that the district court

held such an erroneous belief.”  United States v. Yanez-Huerta,

207 F.3d 746, 748 (5th Cir. 2000) (internal quotation marks,

alteration, and citation omitted).

The record does not show that the district court refused

to depart further downward on Fontenot’s sentence based upon a

mistaken belief that it could not do so.  Rather, the district

court denied Fontenot’s requested additional downward departure

because it was not warranted.  Because the district court did not

misapprehend its authority under the Sentencing Guidelines, we

lack jurisdiction to hear this appeal.  Accordingly, Fontenot’s

appeal is DISMISSED.  


