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

No. 95-50930
Summary Cal endar

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

ver sus

ANCGEL DANI EL RI CS,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Western District of Texas
USDC No. W 95-CR-50

Sept enber 27, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, JOLLY, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

A jury convicted Angel Daniel R os of possession of a
control |l ed substance wwth intent to distribute and noney | aunderi ng
and the district court sentenced himto concurrent seventy-nonth
ternms of inprisonnent followed by concurrent three-year terns of

supervi sed rel ease and a $5,000 fine as to each count. R os, who

"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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 Ilimted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



did not nove fo judgnent of acuittal at the cl ose of the evidence,
argues that the evidence is insufficient to support the controlled
subst ance convicition and that the district court clearly erred in
determ ning the rel evant quantity of drugs for sentenci ng purposes.
We have reviewed the record and the briefs of the parties and hol d
that the record is not devoid of evidence to support Rios’
conviction for possession of a controlled substance with intent to
distribute and the district court did not clearly in accepting the
probation officer’s determnation that R os distributed at | east

678.49 grans of cocaine. United States v. Thomas, 12 F.3d 1350,

1358 (5th Gr.), cert. denied, 114 S.C. 1861, 2119 (1994); United

States v. Vital, 68 F.3d 114, 120 (5th Cr. 1995).

AFFI RMED



