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

No. 95-30829
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

vVer sus
M CHAEL A. NEWELL
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. CR-95-50027-01

June 21, 1996
Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *
Mchael A Newell appeals his conviction for passing
counterfeit United States currency. He clains that there was

insufficient evidence to support his conviction, that the district
court erred in allowng a governnment agent to testify as a |ay
witness under Feb. R Evip. 701, and that the district court

i nperm ssi bly comented on the evidence.

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.



Based on our review of the record, we conclude that the
evi dence was sufficient. See United States v. Acosta, 972 F. 2d 86,
89 (5th Cr. 1992). And, the adm ssion of the agent's Rule 701
testi nony was not an abuse of discretion. See, e.g., United States
v. Dotson, 799 F.2d 189, 194 (5th Gr. 1986). Finally, as for the
district court's comments on the agent's testinony, no objection
was nmade on that basis; the comments did not anount to plain error.
See, e.g., United States v. Calverley, 37 F.3d 160, 162-64 (5th
Cr. 1994) (en banc), cert. denied, = US |, 115 S C. 1266
(1995) .

AFFI RVED



