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Akbar Rashada, an inmate at the federal penitentiary in
Beaunont, Texas, pleaded guilty to possessing a prohibited object
(nanmely, a netal weapon) within the territorial jurisdiction of
the United States. Rashada was sentenced to 27 nonths of
i nprisonment and a two-year term of supervised rel ease. He

argues that, in light of United States v. Booker, 125 S. . 738

(2005), his sentence is invalid because the district court
applied the sentencing guidelines as if they were mandatory. W

review for plain error. See United States v. Val enzuel a- Quevedo,

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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407 F.3d 728, 733 (5th CGr. 2005), petition for cert. filed (July

25, 2005) (No. 05-5556).

Rashada is unable to establish reversible plain error with
regard to his Booker clai mbecause he cannot establish that being
sentenced under a mandatory sentencing gui delines schene affected
his substantial rights. The record does not indicate that the
district court would have reached a significantly different
result under a sentencing schene in which the guidelines were

advi sory only. See Val enzuel a- Quevedo, 407 F.3d at 733-34.

Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED.



