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

No. 99-41257
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
KEVI N W LLI AVS,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:98-CR-166-1

Before DAVIS, STEWART, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Kevin WIlians appeals the sentence inposed by the district
court after a jury found himguilty on two counts of possessing a
controll ed substance with intent to distribute in violation of 21

US C 8§ 841(a)(1). CGting Apprendi v. New Jersey, 120 S. C

2348 (2000), he argues that the district court erred by hol ding
hi m responsi bl e at sentencing for a drug quantity that was
neither charged in the indictnment nor proved beyond a reasonabl e
doubt. Because WIllians did not raise this type of objection in

the district court, we review for plain error. See United States

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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v. Anderson, 174 F.3d 515, 525 (5th Gr. 1999). W perceive no

error, plain or otherwise. See United States v. Keith, 230 F. 3d

784, 786-87 (5th Gr. 2000).
AFF| RMED.



