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

No. 96-10592
Summary Cal endar

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

vVer sus
RANDY DALE WARREN
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:91-CR-339-P
January 20, 1997
Bef ore JONES, DeMOSS and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Randy Dal e Warren appeals the district court’s decision to
revoke his supervised rel ease and his sentence. Warren contends
that the district court denied himthe right to confront and
Cross-exam ne an adverse witness at his revocation hearing.

The district court did not abuse its discretion in revoking

Warren’s supervised release. United States v. McCorm ck, 54 F. 3d

214, 219 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 116 S. . 264 (1995). The

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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record supports the district court’s inplicit finding that good
cause existed to admt the evidence wthout allow ng Warren t he
opportunity to confront and cross-exam ne the witness. United

States v. Grandlund, 71 F.3d 507, 510 (5th Cr. 1995), cert.

denied, 116 S. C. 1031 (1996). Any error in the district

court’s evidentiary ruling was harm ess. Kotteakos v. United

States, 328 U.S. 750, 765 (1946).

AFFI RVED.



