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

No. 01-11069
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
M CHAEL PAUL JAMES,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:00-CR-229-1

 Cctober 7, 2002
Bef ore JONES, DUHE, and CLEMENT, CGircuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

M chael Paul Janmes appeals his sentence following his guilty-
plea conviction for possession wth intent to distribute
met hanphet am ne. He argues that the district court clearly erred
when it increased his offense | evel by two for the possession of a

danger ous weapon during the conmm ssion of the offense. He al so

contends that the court did not address his assertion at the

! Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has detern 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



sentenci ng hearing that he had forgotten that there was a gun and
a knife in his car when he delivered the nethanphetam ne.

The record shows that the district court addressed Janes’s
assertions and that the court’s finding with respect to the

presence of a weapon during the conm ssion of Janes’s drug of fense

was supported by the record and was not clear error. See United

States v. Jaquinot, 258 F.3d 423, 431 (5th Gr. 2001); United

States v. Brown, 217 F.3d 247, 261 (5th cir. 2000); see also United

States v. Myers, 150 F.3d 459, 465 (5th Cr. 1998).

AFFI RVED.



