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PER CURI AM *

Danny Ray Bi shop appeal s the sentence inposed follow ng his
jury-trial conviction for manufacturing nethanphetam ne and for
possessi on of pseudoephedrine with intent to manufacture
met hanphet am ne. He argues that the district court clearly erred
by considering enpty pseudoephedrine packets in calculating the
drug quantity attributable to himunder the Sentencing
CGuidelines. The Presentence Report (“PSR’) relied on information

that was derived frompolice reports and | ater corroborated by

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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testinony at the sentencing hearing as to the quantity of enpty
packagi ng and as to the |ikelihood that the contents were used to
manuf act ure nmet hanphet am ne. Because Bi shop has not shown that
the drug-quantity information in the PSR “is materially untrue,

i naccurate, or unreliable,” he has not shown that the district

court clearly erred by adopting it. See United States v. Ayala,

47 F. 3d 688, 690 (5th G r. 1995). The judgnent of the district

court 1s AFFI RVED



