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

Nos. 95-10041 & 95-10238
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
BENI TA ALCALA,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:94-CR-043-R

May 21, 1996
Bef ore WENER, PARKER, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Benita Al cala argues that principles of double jeopardy bar
her prosecution because she has forfeited $71,000 in cash plus
jewel ry appraised at $38,259. Alcala's forfeiture of $71,000 was
pursuant to 21 U.S.C. § 881(a)(6), which provides for the
forfeiture of proceeds of drug sales or funds traceable to such
proceeds and, thus, was not "punishnment" inplicating principles

of double jeopardy. 21 U S.C. 8§ 881(a)(6); United States v.

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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Tilley, 18 F.3d 295, 297 n.1 (5th Gr.), cert. denied, 115 S. C

573, 574 (1994). The court declines to consider Alcala's
argunent concerning the alleged forfeiture of jewelry because she
has not supported her claimw th docunentation or infornmation as
to the nature of the alleged forfeiture. Alcala' s conclusional
statenents that her prosecution is in violation of the Ei ghth
Amendnent are insufficient to preserve this issue for appellate

review. Brinkmann v. Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987);

FED. R App. P. 28(a)(6).
AFFI RVED.



