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PER CURI AM *

Def endant - Appel | ant Arthur J. Goi ns appeal s his conviction for
possession of a firearmin furtherance of a drug trafficking crine,
in violation of 18 US C 8 924(c)(1)(A). The gover nnent
chal | enges our jurisdiction, arguing that the district court abused
its discretion in granting Goins an extension of tine on the

grounds of excusable neglect under FED. R App. P. 4(b)(4). The

Pursuant to 5THGOR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



governnent also contends that, even with the extension of tine,
Goins’s notice of appeal was untinely.

After considering the relevant factors, we have determ ned
that the district court did not abuse its discretion in granting an

extension of tinme based on excusabl e negl ect. See Pioneer |nv.

Servs. Co. Vv. Brunswick Assocs. Ltd. P ship, 507 U S. 380, 395

(1993); United States v. dark, 51 F.3d 42, 44 (5th Gr. 1995). W

have further determ ned that, given the court’s extension of tine,

Goins’s notice of appeal was tinely filed. See United States v.

MIller, 666 F.2d 991, 993 (5th Gr. 1982); Deloney v. Estelle, 661

F.2d 1061, 1063 (5th Gr. 1981). W therefore have jurisdictionto
hear Goi ns’ s appeal.

Goi ns contends that the evidence was insufficient to support
his conviction under 18 U.S.C. 8 924(c)(1)(A). He argues that the
evi dence shows nerely that he legally possessed | oaded firearns in
his honme, but not that he did so in furtherance of any drug
trafficking crines.

The evidence adduced at trial was that | oaded sem -automatic
weapons were found in the same closet as a bag containing
approximately 196 grans of marijuana, and that crack cocai ne and
scales for weighing narcotics were found in another part of the
small hone. Gven the proximty of the firearns to illegal drugs
and the presence of scales used in drug trafficking, and view ng
the evidence in the |ight nost favorable to the verdict, a rational
juror could have found beyond a reasonable doubt that Goins
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possessed the firearns in furtherance of a drug-trafficking crine.

See United States Vv. Ceballos-Torres, 218 F.3d 409, 410-11

(5th Gr. 2000).
The judgnent of the district court is

AFFI RVED.



