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

No. 96-40329
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus

HANK ERW N RI CHARDSON,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:95-CR-90-1

January 7, 1997
Bef ore GARWOOD, JOLLY, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Hank Erw n Ri chardson appeal s his convi ctions of conspiracy to
distribute and possession with intent to distribute cocaine and
failure to file an inconme tax return. He contends that the
district court abused its discretion in failing to suppress
evidence of a search because the warrant was based on “stale”
information, erred in its determnation of the anount of drugs

involved in the offense, erred in rejecting an accountant/client

"Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



privilege, and erred in denying his notion for acquittal. Qur
review of the record and the argunents and authorities convince us
that no reversible error was commtted. The information contained

inthe application for the warrant was not stale. United States v.

Freeman, 685 F.2d 942, 951-52 (5th Cr. 1982). The district court
did not clearly err in its determnation of the anount of drugs
attributable to Richardson. Maseratti, 1 F.3d 330, 340 (5th Cr.

1993), cert. denied, 510 U S. 1129, 114 S. C. 1096, and 115 S. Ct

282 (1994). This court does not recogni ze an accountant/client

privilege. United States v. El Paso, Co., 682 F.2d 530, 540 (5th

Cr. 1982), cert. denied, 466 U S. 944 (1984). The evidence was

sufficient to support the conspiracy conviction. United States v.

Casel, 995 F.2d 1299, 1306 (5th Gr.), cert. denied, 510 U. S. 978

(1993).

AFFI RMED



