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

No. 02-20170
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
Rl CKY LAMAR FAULK,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 00-CR-871-2

~ October 17, 2002
Bef ore BARKSDALE, DeMOSS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ri cky Lamar Faul k appeals the sentence he received after he
pl eaded guilty to conspiracy to manufacture net hanphetam ne and
to obstruction of justice in violation of 18 U S. C
§ 1503(a)(b)(3) and 21 U.S.C. 88 841(a)(1), (b)(1)(CO, and 846.
Faul ks argunent that the district court erred when it attributed

1.4 grans of nethanphetamine to himw thout a finding of facts on

the record given that no drug anount was set forth in the

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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indictnment fails because his sentence was within the statutory

maxi mum United States v. dinton, 256 F.3d 311, 314 (5th Gr.),

cert. denied, 122 S. . 492 (2001). Likew se, Faul k’s argunent

that the district court did not conply with FED. R CRmM P. 32
because it did not nake fact findings on the quantity of drugs
attributable to Faulk fails because the district court expressly
adopted the Presentence Report which clearly set forth the basis

for the anmbunt of drugs attributable to Faulk. United States v.

Duncan, 191 F. 3d 575-76 (5th Cr. 1999).
Faul ks notion to adopt the brief of his codefendant, Steve
Keel, is DENIED. The sentence inposed by the district court is

AFFI RVED.



