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

No. 99-60865
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
ROBERT | NGRAM

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 4:99-CR-56-ALL

~ August 22, 2000
Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and POLITZ and WENER, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Robert | ngram appeals his sentence for possession with
intent to distribute crack cocaine. He argues that his crimnal
hi story category was inproperly cal cul ated because the
presentence investigation report did not show that he was
represented by counsel on several m sdeneanor convictions.

Because Ingramdid not raise this issue in the district court,

reviewis for plain error. See United States v. Krout, 66 F.3d

1420, 1434 (5th Gr. 1995); United States v. Calverley, 37 F.3d

160, 162-64 (5th G r. 1994)(en banc).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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No invalidity of any prior conviction is clear or obvious.

See, e.0., United States v. Follin, 979 F.2d 369, 376 n.7 (5th

Cr. 1992). Accordingly, the district court did not conmt plain
error in adopting the crimnal history category as set forth in
the presentence investigation report. The judgnent of the

district court is AFFl RVED



