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

No. 97-20761
(Summary Cal endar)

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
RUBEN BEDOYA,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(93- CR- 265- 1)

' Decenber 7, 1998
Before JOLLY, SM TH, and WENER, Circuit Judges
PER CURI AM *

Def endant - Appel | ant Ruben Bedoya has appeal ed t he $15, 000 fi ne
that the district court inposed. That anpunt is the m ni nrumunder
US S G 85E1 2(c)(3), the applicable sentencing guidelineinthis
case.

Bedoya contends that inposition of the fine constituted plain
error, given that he is indigent and that the presentence report

(PSR) states that he “does not appear to have a net worth or net

mont hly cash flow,” or any neans of incone.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



US S G 8§ 5El1.2(a) conmmands that “[t] he court shall inpose a
fine in all cases, except where the defendant establishes that he
is unable to pay and is not likely to becone able to pay any fine.”

See, United States v. Martinez, 151 F.3d 384, 395 (5th Cr. 1998),

petition for cert. filed (U S Cct. 26, 1998) (No. 98-6639).

Bedoya’s good health and relatively young age coupled with his
denonstrated managerial ability strongly indicate that he will be
able to pay his fine in the future. Accordingly, the district
court’s inposition of the fine, without any defense objection, did

not constitute plain error. See United States v. Rodriguez, 15

F.3d 408, 414-17 (5th CGr. 1994); Martinez, 151 F.3d at 395-96.
AFF| RMED.



