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Before JOLLY, JONES, and ONEN, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Adal berto Barragan-Alvarez (a/k/a lgnacio Otiz) appeals the
sentence i nposed by the district court following his guilty plea
to an indictnment charging that he possessed with the intent to
distribute approximately 37 kil ograns of cocai ne. Barragan-

Al varez argues that his sentence violates the Sixth Arendnent, as

illustrated in United States v. Booker, 125 S. . 738 (2005),

because the district court enhanced his sentence based on a

finding that he obstructed justice. Although he admts that he

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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gave two different nanmes to authorities, he argues that he never

admtted that his conduct qualified as obstruction of justice.

He al so argues that the court’s consideration of the possibility

t hat he was engaged in another drug offense for which the charges
were dism ssed violated the Sixth Anendnent and Booker.

Bar r agan- Al varez acknow edges that he is raising these argunents

for the first time on appeal and that our reviewis thus for

plain error. See United States v. Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 520 (5th

Cr. 2005), petition for cert. filed (Mar. 31, 2005) (No. 04-

9517) .

Assum ng, arguendo, that Barragan- Al varez has established
Booker error with respect to either of his clains, he nust
neverthel ess show that the court’s error affected his substantial
rights. See Mares, 402 F.3d at 520. To nmake such a show ng,
Barragan- Al varez nust show that the error “affected the outcone

of the district court proceedings.” United States v. d ano, 507

U S 725, 734 (1993); see also United States v. Val enzuel a-

Quevedo, 407 F.3d 728, 733 (5th cir. 2005). Barragan-Al varez has
not made such a showi ng. Accordingly, the judgnment of the

district court is AFFl RVED



