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

No. 01-11245
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
GARY MATHI S,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:01-CR-56-2-E
 April 11, 2002

Before SM TH, DeMOSS, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Gary Mathis appeals fromhis sentence for counterfeiting.
He contends that the district court erred by denying himan
adj ustnent for acceptance of responsibility and by adjusting his
of fense level to 15, pursuant to U S.S.G § 2B5.1(b)(2), because
the bills he produced were not of sufficient quality to pass in
circul ation.

Mat hi s does not dispute that he admtted to the probation

of ficer that he had possessed hal |l uci nogeni ¢ nushroons whil e he

was on rel ease during the proceedings in the district court.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 01-11245
-2

Mat hi s’ s possession of an illegal controlled substance was
sufficient to support finding that he had not refrained from
crimnal conduct. U S S .G 8§ 3El.1, coment. (n. 1(b)). The
district court’s finding that Mathis had not accepted
responsibility was not clearly erroneous. United States v.
Wat ki ns, 911 F.2d 983, 984 (5th Cr. 1990).

The case agent in Mathis's case believed that the
counterfeit notes were good enough to pass into circulation. The
district court’s finding that the notes were good enough to pass
therefore was not clearly erroneous. United States v. Wj ack,
141 F. 3d 181, 183-84 (5th Cr. 1998).

AFFI RVED.



