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PER CURIAM:*

Adalberto Barragan-Alvarez (a/k/a Ignacio Ortiz) appeals the

sentence imposed by the district court following his guilty plea

to an indictment charging that he possessed with the intent to

distribute approximately 37 kilograms of cocaine.  Barragan-

Alvarez argues that his sentence violates the Sixth Amendment, as

illustrated in United States v. Booker, 125 S. Ct. 738 (2005),

because the district court enhanced his sentence based on a

finding that he obstructed justice.  Although he admits that he
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gave two different names to authorities, he argues that he never

admitted that his conduct qualified as obstruction of justice. 

He also argues that the court’s consideration of the possibility

that he was engaged in another drug offense for which the charges

were dismissed violated the Sixth Amendment and Booker. 

Barragan-Alvarez acknowledges that he is raising these arguments

for the first time on appeal and that our review is thus for

plain error.  See United States v. Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 520 (5th

Cir. 2005), petition for cert. filed (Mar. 31, 2005) (No. 04-

9517).  

     Assuming, arguendo, that Barragan-Alvarez has established

Booker error with respect to either of his claims, he must

nevertheless show that the court’s error affected his substantial

rights.  See Mares, 402 F.3d at 520.  To make such a showing,

Barragan-Alvarez must show that the error “affected the outcome

of the district court proceedings.”  United States v. Olano, 507

U.S. 725, 734 (1993); see also United States v. Valenzuela-

Quevedo, 407 F.3d 728, 733 (5th cir. 2005).  Barragan-Alvarez has

not made such a showing.  Accordingly, the judgment of the

district court is AFFIRMED.


