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

No. 95-40614
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
Bl LLY DON BULLARD,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:94-CR-56
June 27, 1996
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Billy Don Bullard appeals his sentence for distributing a
listed precursor chemcal in violation of 21 U S.C. 8§ 841(d)(2).
Bul l ard argues that the district court erred by considering
uncharged crimnal conduct in determ ning the relevant quantity
of drugs for sentencing purposes; the quantity of drugs is too

uncertain to support his sentence; and the district court should

have reduced his sentence because he had a mnor role in the

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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of fense. The district court did not err by considering Bullard's
uncharged drug-related activities in determning the rel evant
quantity of drugs, and it did not plainly err in its factual

determ nation of the relevant quantity of drugs. United States

v. Moore, 927 F.2d 825, 827 (5th Gr.) (internal quotation and

citation omtted), cert. denied, 502 U S. 871 (1991); United

States v. Rodriguez, 15 F.3d 408, 414-15 (5th Cr. 1994).

Bullard is not entitled to appellate relief because the district
court declined to reduce his offense | evel based on his role in

the offense. United States v. Edwards, 65 F.3d 430, 434 (5th

Gir. 1995).

AFFI RVED.



