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PER CURIAM:*

Michael A. Newell appeals his conviction for passing

counterfeit United States currency.  He claims that there was

insufficient evidence to support his conviction, that the district

court erred in allowing a government agent to testify as a lay

witness under FED. R. EVID. 701, and that the district court

impermissibly commented on the evidence.
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Based on our review of the record, we conclude that the

evidence was sufficient.  See United States v. Acosta, 972 F.2d 86,

89 (5th Cir. 1992).  And, the admission of the agent's Rule 701

testimony was not an abuse of discretion.  See, e.g., United States

v. Dotson, 799 F.2d 189, 194 (5th Cir. 1986).  Finally, as for the

district court's comments on the agent's testimony, no objection

was made on that basis; the comments did not amount to plain error.

See, e.g., United States v. Calverley, 37 F.3d 160, 162-64 (5th

Cir. 1994) (en banc), cert. denied, ___ U.S. ___, 115 S. Ct. 1266

(1995). 

AFFIRMED


