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

No. 98-10560
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
M CHAEL RAY M OTKE,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:97-CR-119-2-R

Decenber 22, 1998
Bef ore JOHNSQON, DUHE', and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M chael Ray M ot ke appeal s his sentence following his guilty plea
convi ction for produci ng and passi ng counterfeit noney. He argues t hat
the district court failedto consider the factorslistedin 18 U. S.C
8§ 3553(a) when it ordered that his federal sentences were to run
consecutively to his anticipated state sentence.

W review a district court’s decision to have a defendant’s
sent ences run consecutively for an abuse of discretion, but whet her the
district court properly applied the sentencing guidelines will be

revi ewed de novo. See United States v. Ri chardson, 87 F. 3d 706, 710

Pursuant to 5th CR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and i s not precedent except under the
limted circunstances set forth in 5th QR R 47.5.4.



(5th Gr. 1996). After acareful reviewof therecord, we holdthat the
di strict court made conments which sufficiently indicatedaninplicit

general consi deration of the section 3553(a) factors. _See Ri chardson,

87 F.3d at 711; United States v. Brown, 920 F. 2d 1212, 1217 (5th Cr.

1991). Because the record is not so lacking as to illustrate a
di sregard of those factors, we find no error by the district court.

M ot ke al so argues that the district court erroneously increased
his offense I evel under U S.S.G § 2B5.1(b)(2). He contends that
Application Note 4 of that section shouldbeinterpretedto disallowthe
enhancenent if the noney was photocopied. Motke's arugnent was

rejected and is foreclosed by United States v. Wjack, 141 F. 3d 181,

183-84 (5th Cir. 1998).
AFFI RVED.



