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

No. 95-40457
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus

ROBERT ALVARES SOLI Z, al so
known as Bet o,

Def endant - Appel | ant,

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. C-94-CR-199-1
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95-40459

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus

DANI EL TEODORO BALBOQA,
Def endant - Appel | ant,

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. C-94-CR-199-8
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95-40460

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus

REYNALDO CELSO SOLI Z,
al so known as Mary Al ton Ray,

Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas

USDC No. G 94-CR-199-9

Cct ober 21, 1996
Bef ore JONES, DeMOSS and PARKER, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

The only issues presented for appeal are whether the
district court erred by enhanci ng Robert Alvares Soliz’'s sentence
for possession of a firearmand whether the district court erred
by relying upon the hearsay statenents of a confidenti al

informant without allowng Soliz to call the informant for

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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exam nation to rebut the reliability of the statenents.

The district court did not clearly err by enhancing Soliz’'s
sentence under U.S.S.G § 2D1.1(b)(2) for firearns possession
The Governnent proved by a preponderance of the evidence that it
was not clearly inprobable that the firearns present in Soliz's
resi dence were sufficiently connected to his drug-trafficking

crimes. See United States v. Eastland, 989 F.2d 760, 770 (5th

Cir. 1993); United States v. Paulk, 917 F.2d 879, 882 (5th G

1990). The record does not reflect any reliance or consideration
by the district court on a confidential informant’s out-of-court

statenents in arriving at its drug quantity cal culation. See

United States v. Fitzgerald, 89 F.3d 218, 223 (5th Cr. 1996).
Dani el Teodoro Bal boa and Reynal do Cel so Soliz adopted
Soliz' s appellate brief and did not raise any independent issues

for appellate review

AFFI RVED.



