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Emanuel W/ son appeals the sentence inposed following his
guilty plea to conspiracy to distribute crack cocaine. He argues

(1) for the first tinme on appeal and pursuant to Bl akely V.

Washi ngton, 124 S. . 2531 (2004), that his sentence is illegal

and (2) pursuant to Crawford v. Washington, 124 S. C. 1354

(2004), that the district court’s reliance on his co-defendant’s
out-of-court statenent to ascertain drug quantity violated his

ri ghts under the Confrontation C ause.

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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Wl son has not established plain error with regard to his
Bl akel y cl ai m because he has not established that his sentence,
i nposed under the mandatory gui delines schene, affected his
substantial rights. The record does not indicate that the
district court “would have reached a significantly different
result” under a sentencing schene in which the guidelines

were advisory only. See United States v. Mares, _ F. 3d__,

No. 03-31035, 2005 W. 503715, at **8-9 (5th Gr. Mr. 4, 2005).
Wl son’s argunment pursuant to Crawford that his Sixth
Amendnent rights were violated at sentencing is forecl osed by

United States v. Navarro, 169 F.3d 228, 236 (5th Cr. 1999),

which held that “there is no Confrontation C ause right at
sent enci ng.”

AFFI RVED.



