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

No. 97-60418

Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
V.
GARY BRI AN LEE,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
(1:95-CR-119-D)

January 14, 1998

Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Gary Brian Lee pleaded guilty to manufacturing and
possessing marijuana with the intent to distribute and to
assaulting and i npeding federal officers. He now appeals the
district court’s judgnent of conviction and sentence, arguing
that the district court erred in (1) finding that the conviction

of possession with intent to distribute involved nore than 100

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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



marijuana plants and (2) adjusting his base offense | evel for
possession of a firearmpursuant to 8 2D1.1 (b)(1) of the
Sent enci ng Cui del i nes.

A district court’s finding regarding the quantity of drugs
attributable to a defendant is a factual finding that we review

for clear error. United States v. Rogers, 1 F.3d 341, 342 (5th

Cir. 1993). W review a sentence inposed under the Sentencing
CQuidelines to determne if it was inposed in violation of |aw or
as a result of an incorrect application of the guidelines, and we
““affirmapplications of the guidelines when they are based on

factual findings that are not clearly erroneous.’”” United States

v. Follin, 979 F.2d 369, 375 (5th G r. 1992). W have revi ewed
the record and the briefs on appeal and find no reversible error.
We therefore AFFIRMthe district court’s judgnent of conviction

and sent ence.



