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

No. 98-30183
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
JULI US WARNER MARACALI N

al so known as Bi g Warner,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 95-CR-4-B-M

Oct ober 20, 1999
Before JONES, W ENER, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

We affirmed Julius Warner Maracalin’s conviction and
sentence for conspiracy to possess with intent to distribute
cocai ne base and distribution of cocaine base but vacated the
portion of the judgnent inposing a fine for further findings as
to Maracalin’s ability to pay. On remand, the district court
issued a witten ruling setting forth reasons for its inposition

of the $100, 000 fi ne.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Mar acal i n, through counsel, argues on appeal that the
district court plainly erred in reinposing the fine when the
evi dence indicates that he woul d have no noney with which to pay
it. Mrcalin has filed a pro se notion to dism ss his appointed
appel l ate counsel and to substitute a new counsel for appeal.
The notion is DEN ED

Qur review of the record and the argunents and authorities
convinces us that the fine should be affirnmed. Although
Maracal in conplains that the district court did not rely on “nore
specific or supportive information than was [ previously]
available,” he fails to show that the court plainly erred in
rei mposi ng the $100, 000 fine after maki ng additional specific

findings regarding Maracalin’s ability to pay. See United States

v. Landerman, 167 F.3d 895, 899 (5th G r. 1999).

AFFI RVED. MOTI ON DEN ED.



