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M guel Jinenez appeals his convictions and sentences for
conspiracy to possess with intent to distribute nore than 1,000
kil ograns of marijuana, conspiracy to |aunder the proceeds of
the drug conspiracy, and using or carrying a firearmduring and in
relation to a drug trafficking crinme. He argues that the evidence

was insufficient to support his conviction under 18 U S C
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8§ 924(c)(1) and that the district court erred in sentencing himto
ten years’ inprisonnment pursuant to 18 U S.C. 8§ 924(c) (1) (A (iii).

The evi dence adduced at trial established that Jinenez's role
within the drug conspiracy was to protect the organization's
marij uana and drug proceeds. Addi tionally, Jinenez would neke
marijuana deliveries and pick up noney from custoners at the
direction of @uillerno Recio. In order to fulfill his role,
Jinmenez carried firearns, including a 9nm handgun. At the tine of
his arrest, Jinenez had the 9nm handgun with hi mand was present in
a house where a large quantity of marijuana was found. The jury
could reasonably have inferred that Jinenez was present in the
house to protect marijuana on behalf of the Recio organi zation.

Therefore, the jury could reasonably have found that Jinenez used

or carried a firearmduring and in relation to a drug trafficking

crime. See United States v. Otega Reyna, 148 F. 3d 540, 543 (5th

Cir. 1998); United States v. lLaury, 49 F.3d 145, 151 (5th Grr.

1995) .

The trial testinony also established that Jinenez di scharged
the 9rMm firearm on two occasions. Jinenez fired the weapon into
the air in the parking lot of a strip club in Menphis, Tennessee.
He al so fired the weapon during the course of an attenpted contract
killing in San Antonio. Therefore, the district court did not err
in applying 18 U S.C. 8 924(c)(1) (A (iii).

AFFI RVED.



