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PER CURI AM *

Nel son Hai sl er appeals his 151-nonth sentence follow ng his
guilty-pleaconviction of attenpting to manufacture net hanphetam ne
within 1000 feet of a school. Haisler argues that the sentence is

unr easonabl e under United States v. Booker, 125 S. Ct. 738, 756

(2005). He assigns no error in the guidelines conputations. He is

effectively arguing that the district court erred by sentencing him

" Pursuant to 5THCOR R 47.5, the court has determined that this
opi ni on should not be published and is not precedent except under the
limted circunstances set forth in 5THCR R 47.5. 4.
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pursuant to the nmandatory sentencing guidelines regine at the tine
of sentencing rather than considering the guidelines as only on
factor in determning his sentence. Because Haisler is raising
this issue for the first tinme on appeal, plain error is the stan-

dard of review. See United States v. Ml veaux, 411 F. 3d 558, 560

n.9 (5th Cr. 2005), cert. denied, 2005 US. LEXIS 6485 (U S

Cct. 3, 2005).
The district court commtted error that is plain when it sen-
tenced Hai sl er under a mandat ory sentenci ng gui delines regi ne. See

United States v. Val enzuel a- Quevedo, 407 F.3d 728, 733 (5th Gr.

2005), cert. denied, 2005 U S LEXIS 6700 (U S. Oct. 3, 2005);

United States v. Martinez-lLugo, 411 F. 3d 597, 601 (5th GCr. 2005),

cert. denied, 2005 U. S. LEXIS 7577 (U. S. Cct. 11, 2005). Haisler

fails to neet his burden of showng that the error affected his

substantial rights. See Val enzeuel a- Quevedo, 407 F.3d at 733-34;

United States v. Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 521 (5th G r. 2005), cert.

denied, 2005 U.S. LEXIS 6132 (U. S. Cct. 3, 2005); see also United

States v. Bringier, 405 F.3d 310, 317 n.4 (5th Gr. 2005), cert.

deni ed, 2005 U S. LEXIS 6686 (U.S. Cct. 3, 2005).

AFFI RVED.



