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

No. 00-10543
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
M CHAEL REYNOLDS

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:99-CR-277-1-A
February 14, 2001
Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and EM LIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
M chael Reynol ds appeals his sentence following his guilty-

pl ea conviction for possession with intent to distribute
met hanphetam ne, 21 U. S.C. 8 841(a)(1l). Reynolds argues that the
district court clearly erred in its attribution of drug quantity
by including the $26,800 seized from Reynol ds’ hone safe as
proceeds fromthe sale of nethanphetam ne. W have reviewed the
record, the briefs of the parties, and the applicable Iaw, and we

find no reversible error.

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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The $26,800 at issue was |ocated in the safe al ongside a
handgun and an additional quantity of nethanphetam ne, and the
district court found that this, along with the over $10, 000 on
Reynol ds’ person at the tinme of his arrest for selling
met hanphet am ne, was sufficient evidence showi ng that the
currency was proceeds from Reynol ds’ sal e of nethanphetam ne.

See United States v. Martinez, 808 F.2d 1050, 1057 (5th Cr

1987) (recognizing “that firearns are the ‘tools of the trade of
those engaged in illegal drug activities and are highly probative
in proving crimnal intent.”). Based on the information before
the court, the district court’s determ nation was not clearly
erroneous that the $26,800 was drug proceeds and therefore
attributable to Reynolds for purposes of the drug-quantity

cal cul ati on. See United States v. Fitzgerald, 89 F.3d 218, 223-

24 (5th CGr. 1996). The judgnent is AFFI RVED



