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

No. 98-10162
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
M CHAEL JOHNSQON,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas

USDC No. 4:92-CR-25-1-Y

Novenber 20, 1998
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM JONES, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
M chael C aude Johnson appeals the district court’s
revocation of his supervised rel ease. Johnson argues that the

attestation affixed to a positive urinalysis report failed to

conply with the requirenents set forth in United States v.
Grandl und™ and that the district court conmmtted reversible

error by admtting the report into evidence.

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.

71 F.3d 507 (5th Gr. 1995), opinion clarified, 77 F.3d
811 (5th Cr. 1996).
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Even if the district court erred in admtting the short-form
attestation, such error was harmess. See FED. R CRM P. 52(a).
The report of the January urinalysis was not the only evidence
t hat Johnson violated the conditions of his supervised rel ease.

At the original revocation hearing, Johnson pleaded “true” to
three all egations of drug use, and there is no indication that he
moved to withdraw that plea. The district court’s judgnent

revoki ng Johnson’s supervi sed rel ease i s AFFI RVED



