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

No. 98-51134
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
BRANDY M CHELE SHI PMAN,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. EP-98-CR-656-3

~ Cctober 19, 1999
Before JONES, SM TH, and STEWART, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Brandy M chel e Shi pman appeal s her jury conviction for
conspiracy to possess with intent to distribute marijuana in
violation of 21 U.S.C. 88 841 and 846. She argues that she was
constructively denied the assistance of counsel at her sentencing

hearing. The record is sufficiently devel oped to consider

Shipman’s claimon direct appeal. See United States v. Scott,

159 F. 3d 916, 924 (5th G r. 1998). Shipman had counsel at the
sentenci ng hearing who reasserted her objections to the

Presentence Report, argued that she should be sentenced at the

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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| ow end of the guideline range, that the district court recommend
sendi ng her to boot canp, and that she be allowed to remain on
bond pendi ng appeal. Therefore, Shipman was not constructively

deni ed counsel at the sentencing hearing. See United States V.

Cronic, 466 U S. 648, 658-59 (1984).
AFFI RVED.



