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

No. 93-1347
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

vVer sus

KENNETH DUANE HOUSE
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:91-CR-058-A c/w 91-CR-070-A
(January 5, 1994)
Bef ore GARWOOD, JOLLY, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
The abuse-of -di scretion standard applies in review ng the
district court's decision to revoke supervised rel ease. See

United States v. Kindred, 918 F.2d 485, 488 (5th Cr. 1990).

However, upon a finding by a preponderance of the evidence that

House possessed a control |l ed substance, revocation of supervised

rel ease was mandatory under 18 U . S.C. 8§ 3583(g). 1d. at 487.
The district court found by a preponderance of the evidence

t hat House viol ated seven conditions of supervised rel ease. The

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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district court could have revoked House's supervised rel ease
based on any one of these violations.

House chal | enges the sufficiency of the evidence for two of
the violations. Assum ng arguendo that the evidence was
insufficient to prove violations on the grounds of cocaine
possessi on and an "uncounsel ed" guilty plea in an assault
conviction, such error was harnml ess. The district court judge
stated that, regardless of the mandatory provisions of 18 U S. C
8 3583(g), he was ordering an 18-nonth sentence due to the "l arge
nunber and seriousness of the violations."

Because the district court did not abuse its discretion by
revoki ng House's supervi sed rel ease on other grounds, this Court
w Il not address House's argunents.

AFFI RVED.



