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Before JOLLY, H GE NBOTHAM and DAVIS, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Hi ram Rodriguez Martinez (“Martinez”) appeals his sentence
followng his guilty plea conviction of conspiracy to possess
wth intent to distribute a substance containing a detectable
anount of nethanphetamne in violation of 21 U S.C. § 841(a)(1)
and (b)(1)(B). Martinez argues that the district court erred in

applying a two-1evel increase to the base offense | evel pursuant

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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to U S.S.G § 2D1.1(b)(1) for possession of a dangerous weapon
during the offense.

Because the Governnment showed that Martinez's co-defendant
know ngly possessed a weapon while they commtted the of fense and
because firearns are the “tools of the trade” in drug
conspiracies, the district court did not clearly err in finding
that Martinez should have foreseen his co-defendant’s possessi on

of a dangerous weapon. See United States v. Aguil era-Zapata, 901

F.2d 1209, 1215 (5th Cr. 1990). Additionally, a review of the
record indicates that Martinez did not neet his burden of proving
that it was “clearly inprobable that the weapon was connected

with the offense.” See U S.S.G § 2D1.1, comment. (n.3); United

States v. Marnplejo, 106 F.3d 1213, 1216 (5th Cr. 1997).

AFFI RVED.



