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PER CURI AM *

Monty Marcel l us Shelton appeals his conviction and sentence
for one count of possession wth intent to distribute 500 grans
or nore of nethanphetam ne and for two counts of being a felon in
possession of a firearmwhile under indictnent. 21 U S C § 841;
18 U.S.C. 8§ 922(n). He argues (1) that the evidence at trial was
insufficient to support his convictions, (2) that the testinony
of two police officers contained hearsay, in violation of his

ri ghts under the Confrontation Clause of the Sixth Anendnent, and

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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(3) that his sentence violates Blakely v. WAshington, 124 S. C

2531 (2004).

The evidence at trial was overwhel mng. The Governnment
presented 12 witnesses, nost of whomattested to Shelton’s
possession of |large quantities of nethanphetamne pills as well
as his activities as a deal er of nethanphetam ne. One w tness
testified that Shelton was in possession of at |east 30,000
met hanphetam ne pills. Another testified that approxi mately
5, 000 net hanphetam ne pills were found in Shelton’s vehicle.
Wtnesses also attested to Shelton’s possession of the two
shot guns charged in counts two and three. This argunent is

W thout nerit. See United States v. Payne, 99 F.3d 1273, 1278

(5th Gir. 1996).

Shelton’s argunent that hearsay testinony was erroneously
admtted at trial fails. Any error in admtting the testinony
was harmess in light of the overwhel m ng evidence of his guilt.

See United States v. Cantu, 167 F.3d 198, 203 (5th Gr. 1999).

Shelton’s argunent that his sentence is illegal under

Blakely is foreclosed by this court’s opinion in United States v.

Pineiro, 377 F.3d 464 (5th CGr. 2004), petition for cert. filed

(U.S. July 14, 2004) (No. 04-5263).

AFFI RVED.



