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

No. 94-60138
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
DAVI D BRAVO- BUSTOS
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. 93-CR-135-1
(September 21, 1994)
Before KING SM TH, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

When a defendant chall enges facts stated in the Presentence
Report (PSR) wi thout presenting rebuttal evidence, the district
court has the discretion to adopt the PSR without further
inquiry, if there is an adequate evidentiary basis for the PSR s

factual concl usi ons. United States v. Rogers, 1 F.3d 341, 345

(5th Gr. 1993) (citation omtted). David Bravo-Bustos admtted
that he and Brian Hei mconspired to ship their | oads of marijuana

jointly. The district court did not clearly err when it rejected

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that this opinion should not be published.
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Bravo- Bust os' concl usi onal argunent that he was not responsible

for the entire load of marijuana. United States v. Mergerson, 4

F.3d 337, 346 (5th Cr. 1993), cert. denied, 114 S. C. 1310

(1994) .
AFFI RVED.



