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

No. 94-50486
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
M CHAEL M TCHELL,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. W91-CR-84-1
(January 27, 1995)
Before POLI TZ, Chief Judge, and H G3E NBOTHAM and DeMOSS,
Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M chael Mtchell's term of supervised release was revoked by
the district court after it found seven violations of the terns
of that release. Mtchell contests two of the seven findings
only.

A sentencing court is authorized, pursuant to 18 U S. C
8§ 3583(e), to revoke supervised release if it finds there was a

violation of the conditions of supervised rel ease. Revocation of

supervi sed release is reviewed for an abuse of discretion.

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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United States v. Kindred, 918 F.2d 485, 488 (5th Cr. 1990).

Mtchell has not shown such an abuse. He does not contest
the district court findings regarding five violations of the
terms of supervised release. This appeal is wthout arguable

merit and thus, frivol ous. Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20

(5th Gr. 1983). Because the appeal is frivolous, it is
DISM SSED. 5th GCr. R 42.2.
APPEAL DI SM SSED



