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

No. 99-60574
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
ENRAY TURNER,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
(98- CR- 126- ALL- D)
 February 29, 2000
Before POLI TZ, WENER, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Def endant - Appel | ant Enray Turner appeals his convictions for
knowi ngly and wi I [ fully distributing crack cocaine, in violation of
21 U S C 88 841(a)(1l) and 841(b)(1)(O. He contends that the
district court abused its discretion in admtting four checks into
evidence pursuant to Fed. R Evid. 404(b) for the purpose of
show ng Turner’s know edge and intent. Turner also contends that
the district court erred in failing to give the jury a limting
instruction on this admtted evidence.

We have reviewed the record and the briefs submtted by the

parties and find no abuse of discretion in admtting the four

Pursuant to 5" CR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5" QR R 47.5. 4.



checks into evidence. United States v. Bentley-Smth, 2 F.3d 1368,

1377 (5th Gr. 1993); United States v. Beechum 582 F.2d 898, 911

(5th Gr. 1978) (en banc). Because Turner has not provided a
transcript of the instructions to the jury, we cannot determ ne the
conpr ehensi veness of the district court’s jury charge and therefore

decline to address that issue. See United States v. Parziale, 947

F.2d 123, 129 (5th Gr. 1991); Fed. R App. P. 10(b). Any review
woul d have been for plain error. Parziale, 947 F.2d at 129.

AFFI RVED.



