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Before JOLLY, WENER, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Def endant - Appel | ant Andre Barl ow pl eaded guilty to one charge
of possession of five grans or nore of cocaine base with intent to
di stri bute. The district court sentenced him to 140 nonths in
prison and a five-year term of supervised rel ease. Bar| ow now
appeal s his sentence.

Barl ow contends that the district court erred by converting
sei zed cash into a drug equivalent for sentencing purposes. He

argues that the district court was required to nmake an explicit

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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



finding that the anmount of drugs seized did not reflect the scale
of his offense before nmaking this conversion.

Bar|l ow has shown no legal error wiwth respect to the district
court’s findings. The court satisfied the requirenent that it nake
a finding on every controverted matter when it rejected Barlow s
obj ections and found that the presentence report’s inclusion of the

conversi on was correct. See United States v. Brown, 29 F.3d 953,

958 (5th Cir. 1994).

Barl ow further contends that the district court erred in
finding that the disputed funds were drug-rel ated, given Barlow s
presentation of evidence to support his argunent that these funds
came froman i nsurance settlenent. The district court’s concl usion
that the noney was drug-related is plausible and thus is not

clearly erroneous. See United States v. Torres, 114 F. 3d 520, 527

(5th Gr. 1997); United States v. Puig-Infante, 19 F.3d 929, 942

(5th Gr. 1994).
Bar| ow has shown no error by the district court. Accordingly,
Barl ow s sentence is

AFFI RVED.



