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Jesus Jurado appeals fromthe sentence inposed foll ow ng
revocation of his termof supervised release. For the first tine
on appeal, Jurado contends that the district court abused its
di scretion by inposing a condition that prohibits himfrom
consum ng al cohol during his new term of supervised rel ease.

Jurado’ s contention is reviewable only for plain error

because he failed to raise it in the district court. See United

States v. Magwood, 445 F.3d 826, 828 (5th G r. 2006). To

establish plain error, the appellant nust show that there is

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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error, that it is “clear” or “obvious,” and that it affects both
his substantial rights and the integrity of the proceedi ngs.

United States v. Thonpson, 454 F.3d 459, 464 (5th Gr. 2006),

cert. denied, 127 U. S. 602 (2006).

Jurado has not made such a showi ng. Although neither the
violations for which his termof supervised rel ease was revoked
nor his underlying crimnal offense involved al cohol, the record
reflects that on at |least two prior occasions Jurado has been
arrested or charged with driving under the influence of alcohol,
and Jurado has admtted that he was addicted to marijuana and
met hanphet am ne. G ven these circunstances, Jurado has not
established that the district court plainly erred in inplicitly
concl udi ng that the no-al cohol condition was “reasonably rel ated”

to factors set forth in 18 U S.C. § 3583(d). See United States

v. Ferquson, 369 F.3d 847, 852 (5th Gr. 2004). Several sister

circuits have upheld conditions prohibiting the consunption of

al cohol in simlar circunstances. See, e.qg, United States v.

Maci el - Vasquez, 458 F.3d 994, 996 (9th Cr. 2006); Untied States

v. MKissic, 428 F.3d 719, 722-24 (7th Gr. 2005), cert. denied,

126 S. C. 1590 (2006); United States v. Wesley, 81 F.3d 482, 484

(4th Gr. 1996); United States v. Thurlow, 44 F.3d 46, 47 (1st

Gir. 1995).

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RMED



