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

No. 01-51085
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus

FEDERI CO MALDONADO- ALEMAN, al so known as Federico
Mal donado- Al | eman,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. MO 95-CR-52-1

~ Cctober 9, 2002
Before JONES, STEWART, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Federi co Mal donado- Al eman appeals the revocation of his
supervi sed rel ease i nposed for a prior violation of 8 U S.C. § 1326
for illegal entry into the United States. Ml donado concedes t hat
he violated the terns of his supervised rel ease by reentering the
country illegally. He argues for the first tinme on appeal that

either his prior illegal-reentry conviction or his prior renoval

was i nval i d because he was unabl e to seek di scretionary relief from

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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the Attorney General under Immgration & Naturalization Act 8§

212(c). INS v. St. Cyr, 533 U.S. 289, 326 (2001).

Because Mal donado makes this argunent for the first tine on
appeal, we review the district court’s determnation for plain

error. United States v. Calverley, 37 F.3d 160, 162-64 (5th Cr.

1994) (en banc). Mal donado has not shown any error, plain or
otherwise, with the district court’s revocation of his supervised

r el ease. See United States v. Lopez-Vasquez, 227 F.3d 476, 483

(5th Gr. 2000); United States v. Vasquez, 216 F.3d 456, 459 (5th

Cr.), cert. denied, 531 U S. 972 (2000).

The district court’s revocation of petitioner’s supervised

rel ease i s AFFI RVED.



