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

No. 99-50521
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
ROLAND FERDI N,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. SA-93-CR-185-5-HG
~ June 14, 2000

Before JOLLY, DAVIS, and STEWART, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Rol and Ferdi n appeal s the 24-nonth sentence i nposed by the
district court upon revocation of his supervised release. Ferdin
argues that his sentence violates due process because it was
based on “unsubstantiated and unverified factual information.”

Because this contention is raised for the first tinme on appeal,

it isreviewed only for plain error. See United States v. d ano,

507 U. S. 725, 730-37 (1993); United States v. Calverley, 37 F.3d

160, 162-64 (5th Cr. 1994)(en banc). W have reviewed the

briefs and the record, and we perceive no plain error.

* Pursuant to 5STHGQR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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