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

No. 97-41567
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
W LLI AM CLYDE LOVE,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:97-CR-67-1
‘Septenber 24, 1998
Before EMLIO M GARZA, DeMOSS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

A jury convicted WIlliam O yde Lowe of possession of
marijuana with intent to distribute and possession of a firearm
by a felon. In this direct crimnal appeal, Lowe argues that
the district court should have suppressed evi dence sei zed during
a search of Lowe’s hone because the affidavit supporting the
search warrant failed to supply probable cause for the search
that the evidence is insufficient to show that he possessed
either the marijuana or the firearns; and that the district court

clearly erred by enhancing his sentence on the ground that he

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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used or possessed the firearns in connection wth another
of f ense.

Havi ng reviewed the record and the briefs of the parties, we
find no error in the district court’s denial of Lowe’'s notion to

suppress evidence. United States v. Inocencio, 40 F. 3d 716, 721

(5th Gr. 1994). The evidence is sufficient to support Lowe’s
convictions. See United States v. Ybarra, 70 F.3d 362, 365 (5th

Cr. 1995); United States v. Pineda-Otuno, 952 F.2d 98, 102 (5th

Cr. 1992). The enhancenent of Lowe’s sentence is not clearly

erroneous. United States v. Ranpbs, 71 F.3d 1150, 1157-58 (5th

Cir. 1995); United States v. Condren, 18 F.3d 1190, 1194-1200

(5th Gir. 1994).
AFFI RVED.



