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Wley, apharmacist, isontrial inthe Southern District
of Texas, charged with offenses relating to the unlawful distri-
bution of controll ed substances through a pharnmacy naned | -10 East
Phar maceutical Services, Inc. On notion of the Governnent, Wley's
rel ease on bond pending trial was revoked after the court heard
evi dence that Wl ey continues to engage in the conduct for which he
has been i ndi ct ed.

On appeal , absent an error of law, this court nust affirm

the district court’s order revoking bond and detaining WIey

Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determned that this
opi ni on should not be published and is not precedent except under the linmted
circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5.4.



pending trial if the order “is supported by the proceedi ngs bel ow.”
The statute states that, “If there is probable cause to believe
that, while on release, the person conmtted a Federa

felony, a rebuttable presunption arises that no condition or
conbi nation of conditions will assure that the person will not pose
a danger to the safety of any other person in the conmmunity.” 18
U S. C. § 3148(B)

Wley offered no evidence challenging the testinony of
| nspector Callahan that Wl ey has continued to di spense dosages of
hydrocodone in anmounts far in excess of usual nedical practice,
under conditions that suggested dispensation for non-nedical
reasons. Wley' s appeal does not challenge the evidence, but
instead sinply disagrees with the |egal characterization of his
conduct, i.e., with the characterization of the conduct for which
he is also now on trial. W express no opinion on the ultimte
| egal issues. The district court’s order, in any event, is fully
supported by the record.
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