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Tanm e Jeanne Warner appeals the district court’s revocation
of her supervised release. Warner, who is represented on appeal
by the Assistant Federal Public Defender, has filed a pro se

nmotion to suppl enent counsel’s appellate brief. Wrner’'s pro se

nmotion i s DEN ED. See United States v. Qgbonna, 184 F. 3d 447,

449 & n.1 (5th Gr. 1999); see also 5THGR R 28.7.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Warner argues that the district court failed to conply with

the requirenents set forth in United States v. Grandlund™ in

admtting the reports of the positive |laboratory tests into
evi dence during the revocation proceeding. Warner has not
denonstrated that the district court departed fromthe procedures

outlined in G andl und. See Grandlund, 71 F.3d at 511-12.

The district court’s judgnent revoking Warner’s supervi sed
rel ease i s AFFI RVED.

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON TO SUPPLEMENT COUNSEL’ S BRI EF BY APPELLANT
PRO SE DEN ED

* 71 F.3d 507 (5th Cir. 1995), opinion clarified, 77 F.3d
811 (5th Cr. 1996).




