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

No. 95-60528

Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
V.
MARVI N JENKI NS,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
(3:95-CR-26LN)

April 9, 1996
Before KING GARWDOD, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Marvi n Jenki ns appeals the sentence inposed on himafter he
pl eaded guilty to “uttering” a counterfeit security and to aiding
and abetting his co-defendant, Warren Cark, in the sane offense.
Jenki ns’s appeal presents two issues: (1) whether the district
court erred by increasing his sentence for nore than mnim

pl anni ng based on the fact that the offense as a whol e invol ved

"Pursuant to Local Rule 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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 Local Rule 47.5. 4.



such; and (2) whether the court erred by not reducing his
sentence for mnor or mninmal participation.

Section 2F1.1(b)(2) of the Sentencing Cuidelines provides
for enhancenent if the offense of conviction involved nore than
mnimal planning. In this case, the offense of conviction
i ncl uded not only Jenkins's specific activities but also the
contribution those activities made to the entire offense
(involving the G eat Western check) engineered by dark. Viewed
inthat light, the offense for which Jenkins was convicted
clearly involved nore than m nimal planning, and the district
court did not err in increasing Jenkins's sentence accordingly.

See United States v. Scurlock, 52 F.3d 531, 540 (5th

Cr. 1995). Further, Jenkins's conduct was not mnor with regard
to the loss of the $9, 305.79 (the amount of the G eat Western
check), and the district court did not err by denying a m nor or

m ni mal participant reduction. See United States v. Lanpkins,

47 F. 3d 175, 180 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 115 S. C. 1440 and

115 S. C. 1810 (1995).
AFFI RVED.



