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

No. 92-8437
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JERRY W LLI AMSON
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. W91-CR-38-6
~ June 23, 1993
Before POLI TZ, Chief Judge, WENER, and DeM3SS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
The district court was not required to allow Jerry
WIllianmson to present a defense based on his contention that the
Governnment wongly classified MDVA as a Schedul e | substance.

This Court has determ ned that MDVA has been properly classified

as a Schedule | controll ed substance. United States v. Piaget,

915 F. 2d 138, 140-41 (5th Cr. 1990). The scheduling of a drug
is a mtter of law, not a question of fact for the jury. See

United States v. Greenwood, 974 F.2d 1449, 1472 (5th Gr. 1992).

AFFI RVED.

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



