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

No. 96-11027

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

CHRI S PAUL W LLI AVS,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Northern District of Texas
(3:95-CR-211-D)

June 10, 1997
Before WENER and PARKER, Circuit Judges, and LITTLE, District
Judge. ”
PER CURI AM **
Inthis direct crimnal appeal, Defendant-Appellant Chris Pau
Wllians asks us to reverse his convictions followng quilty
verdi cts by a jury on charges of noney | aunderi ng and conspiracy to

conduct a financial transaction with the proceeds of a specified

unlawful activity. WIIlians al so contests his sentence of seventy-

"‘District Judge of the Western District of Louisiana, sitting
by desi gnati on.

"*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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 Ilimted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



ei ght nonths incarceration plus a mandatory assessnent of $100. 00,
a fine of $5,000.00, and three years supervised rel ease. The
gravanen of his conplaints regarding his convictions conprises
assertions that the evidence was insufficient to prove that the
al l eged financial transaction was conducted with drug proceeds or
that it affected interstate comerce; that the conduct alleged in
the indictnent is not the type behavi or contenpl ated by Congress in
enacting the noney | aundering statute, 18 USC § 1956; and that the
district court abused its discretion in admtting evidence of
(1) WIllianms’ prior conviction for possession with intent to
deliver cocaine, and (2) his cash purchase of a Lexus autonobile.
Regardi ng his sentence, WIllians conplains that the district court
erred in inposing a two-level enhancenent for obstruction of
justice based onits findings that Wllianms commtted perjury at a
post-trial detention hearing, and in sentencing himat the top of
the CGui delines range.

W have carefully reviewed the record on appeal and duly
considered the facts and the law as presented to us by able
counsel, both in their briefs and their oral argunents before this
panel . Qur review convinces us that WIllians received a fair
trial, free of reversible error in all respects (including the
evidentiary ruling of the court) and that the evidence is nore than
sufficient to sustain his convictions. W are equally convinced
that the court commtted no reversible error in assessing and
i nposing WIlians’ sentence, and that his sentence is lawful in al
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respects. Consequently, WIIlians’ convictions and sentence are

AFF| RMED.



