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Jason MacDonald appeals from the district court’s judgment and challenges
the 48-month sentence imposed following his guilty-plea conviction for theft of
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government property exceeding $1,000, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 641. We have
jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.
MacDonald absconded prior to his originally scheduled sentencing hearing.
Although he acknowledges that this conduct justified the district court’s imposition
of an obstruction of justice enhancement under U.S.S.G. § 3C1.1, he contends that
the court abused its discretion by failing to also grant him an acceptance of
responsibility adjustment under U.S.S.G. § 3E1.1. He argues that his was the
“extraordinary” case in which both an obstruction of justice enhancement and an
acceptance of responsibility reduction were warranted, see U.S.S.G. § 3E1.1 cmt.
n.4, because his decision to abscond was motivated by his drug addiction rather
than a desire to evade responsibility. The district court did not abuse its discretion
in concluding otherwise. See United States v. Gasca-Ruiz, 852 F.3d 1167, 1170
(9th Cir. 2017) (en banc). The court acknowledged MacDonald’s drug addiction,
but reasonably determined that his obstructive conduct, which continued until he
was arrested for new criminal conduct, was inconsistent with acceptance of
responsibility. See United States v. Rosas, 615 F.3d 1058, 1066-67 (9th Cir. 2010)
(holding that family-related motive for absconding did not create “extraordinary”
case justifying an acceptance of responsibility adjustment despite imposition of
obstruction of justice enhancement).
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MacDonald’s unopposed motion to file the unredacted reply brief under seal
is granted. The Clerk will file under seal the reply brief at Docket Entry No. 32-2,
and the motion to seal itself at Docket Entry No. 32-1.
AFFIRMED.
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