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vVer sus
SERG O CALDERON- MONTECZUNA,
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(H 01- CR- 385- ALL)

Bef ore BARKSDALE, DeMOSS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Sergi o Cal deron-Mnteczuna appeals the sentence i nposed
followng his guilty-plea conviction for illegal reentry foll ow ng
deportation. 8 U S.C. 88 1326(a) and (b)(2). He contends that, in
the special conditions of supervised release, the district court
inperm ssibly delegated its authority by ordering the probation
office to determne: (1) the extent of Calderon’s required
participation in drug and/or al cohol treatnent prograns; and (2)

the drug-detection techniques to which Cal deron nust submt.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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



Cal deron did not object, however, to the special conditions.
“The plain error doctrine requires parties to raise objections at
procedural |y opportune junctures as early in the judicial process
as possible.” United States v. Lopez, 923 F.2d 47, 50 (5th Cr.),
cert. denied, 500 U S. 924 (1991). At sentencing, Calderon had
anpl e opportunity to | odge an objection to the special conditions.
Accordingly, our reviewis |limted to plain error. E.g., United
States v. Vega, 324 F.3d 798, 801 n.3 (5th Cr. 2003); Lopez, 923
F.2d at 50.

Cal deron has failed to provide binding authority denonstrati ng
that the delegation was a clear or obvious error. Therefore
Cal deron has not denonstrated this required el enent for reversible

plain error. See Vega, 324 F.3d at 801 n. 3.
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