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FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-50326
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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
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Def endant - Appel | ant

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
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~ August 16, 2001

Before KING Chief Judge, and DAVIS and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit
Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M guel Medi na- Reyes, federal prisoner # 62267-080, appeals
the district court’s denial of his Fed. R Cim P. 41(e) notion
for return of property, which the district court construed as a
civil action brought pursuant to 28 U S.C. § 1331. Medi na-Reyes
argues that the district court erred in determning that he
| acked standing to assert an ownership interest in $1, 920, 540

that was forfeited to the United States. He al so contends that

his due process rights were violated when he failed to receive

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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notice of the forfeiture proceedings and that the separate
forfeiture proceedi ngs conpronm sed his Fifth Arendnent rights
agai nst self-incrimnation.

Medi na- Reyes fails to denonstrate that he had a | awf ul

interest in the currency that was seized. See United States v.

1977 Porsche Carrera, 946 F.2d 30, 33 (5th Gr. 1991).

Accordi ngly, Medi na- Reyes has not shown that he was entitled to

receive notice of the forfeiture proceeding. See 19 U S. C

8§ 1607(a); see also Kadonsky v. United States, 216 F.3d 499, 502-
03 (5th Gr. 2000), cert. denied, 121 S. C. 1151 (2001).

Because Medi na- Reyes’ separate forfeiture proceeding/self-
incrimnation argunent was not raised in the district court, and
si nce Medi na- Reyes does not identify and extraordinary
circunstances surrounding this issue, it is not addressed by this

court. Leverette v. Louisville Ladder Co., 183 F.3d 339, 342

(5th Gir. 1999).
AFFI RVED.



