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PER CURI AM *
Mel i nda Landeros Hill appeals her sentence, which was i nposed

followng a guilty-plea to msprision of a felony, nanely,
possession wth intent to distribute 50 grans or nore of
met hanphetam ne, in violation of 18 U S.C. §8 4. Hill argues that
the district court erred by increasing her offense | evel by two for
possessi on of a dangerous weapon pursuant to U.S.S. G 8§ 2D1.1(b) (1)
as a result of the possession of a knife by co-defendant Janes Eric

Ti Il man. W review for <clear error the district court's

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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. 02-41725
-2

application of the two-1|evel increase under U.S.S. G § 2D1. 1(b)(1).

See United States v. Chavez, 119 F.3d 342, 348 (5th Cr. 1997).

The knife in question was found in the driver's door

conpartnent, along with nore than 15 grans of nethanphetamnm ne,

after H Il and Tillmn were stopped for a traffic violation.
Tillman was driving the car, which was registered to Hill’s
estranged husband. Approxi mately two nonths earlier, Hll and

Till man had been arrested after police found nore than 50 grans of
met hanphetamne in HIl's apartnment, which she was sharing with
Ti | | man. H Il argues that she had no know edge that Tillman
possessed the knife, that she had never seen him with a knife
before, and that no weapons had been found in her apartnent.

A def endant need not have actual know edge of a co-defendant's
possessi on of a weapon, and sentencing courts may hol d a def endant
accountable under U S.S.G § 2D1.1(b)(1) if the co-defendant's
possession of the weapon was reasonably foreseeable during the

commssion of a narcotics offense. See United States .

Agui | era- Zapata, 901 F. 2d 1209, 1215 (5th Cir. 1990). The district
court did not clearly err in finding that Tillman's possession of
the knife was reasonably foreseeable, since weapons are “tools of
the trade” of drug trafficking. Id.
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