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

No. 99-60075
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
MARI O JOHNSON

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 4:98-CR-52-2-B-B

Oct ober 19, 1999
Before JONES, SM TH, and STEWART, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Mari o Johnson argues that the district court clearly erred
in holding himresponsible for drugs seized fromthe residence of
codef endant Archie More WIIianms because the court did not make
a specific finding that Johnson and WIllianms were engaged in a
jointly undertaken crimnal activity. It is inplicit fromthe
record that the district court found that Johnson and WIIians
engaged in a jointly undertaken crimnal activity. Because

Johnson does not dispute that he sold cocai ne base supplied by

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 99-60075
-2

Wllianms fromthe porch of WIllians’ house and that WIlIlians
directed prospective purchasers to Johnson, he has failed to
establish that the district court’s determnation is clearly

erroneous. United States v. Mdrrow, 177 F.3d 272, 302 (5th Gr.

1999); see U.S.S.G § 1Bl.3.
AFFI RVED.



