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PER CURI AM:

Carl os Cchoa-Hol guin, #51745-080, appeals, pro se, the
district court’s anended crim nal judgnent after resentencing. The
district court had the authority to resentence himon the renaini ng
drug counts after granting his 28 U S.C. 8§ 2255 notion (based on

vacating his conviction under 18 U S. C 8 924(c), pursuant to

Pursuant to 5th Gr. 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 CGr. R
47.5. 4.



Bailey v. United States, 116 S. C. 501 (1995)), and remandi ng for
resentencing. United States v. Rodriguez, No. 96-30878, 1997 W
265121, (5th Cir. My 20, 1997).

The district court did not clearly err in applying the
US S G 8§ 2DL.1(b) (1) two-1level upward adjustnent for possession
of a weapon. See United States v. Qtero, 868 F.2d 1412 (5th Cr
1989) . And, Cchoa-Hol guin did not object to the allegedly late
di scl osure of the presentence report. Accordingly, we reviewonly
for plain error. There was none. Anong other things, any late
di sclosure did not affect Ochoa-Holguin's substantial rights.
United States v. Calverley, 37 F.3d 160 (5th Cr. 1994)(en banc).

Finally, the resentencing transcript shows that the
all egedly | ate di scl osure of the anended presentence report did not
af fect Ochoa-Holguin's ability to object to incorrect information
about an alleged second weapon; and that Ochoa-Holguin did not
otherw se receive ineffective assistance of counsel at
resent enci ng.

AFFI RVED



