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PER CURI AM *

The district court judge did not commt reversible error by
referring the jury to the original jury instruction on conspirator
liability wthout consulting trial counsel , because that
instruction was a correct and clear statenent of the |aw and was
applicable to the facts and evidence presented at trial. See

United States v. Bieganowski, 313 F.3d 264, 293 (5th Gr. 2002).

Next, the record contains anple circunstantial evidence fromwhich
the jury could infer that Norris know ngly and voluntarily entered
into a crimnal conspiracy with his father to nmanufacture and

di stribute net hanphetam ne. See United States v. Cardenas, 9 F.3d

" Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



1139, 1157 (5th Gr. 1993) (holding that a jury may infer an
agreenent fromcircunstantial evidence). Finally, because Norris
cannot denonstrate that any error commtted by the district court
at his sentencing affected his substantial rights, Norris’s clains

of Fifth and Sixth Anmendnent violations at his sentencing nust be

rejected under plain error review See United States v. Mares, 402
F.3d 511, 520 (5th Gr. 2005). Accordingly, Norris’s convictions
and sentence are

AFFI RVED.



