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

No. 98-11444
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
FRANK JI M NEZ,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas

USDC No. 3:88-CR-263-T

August 25, 1999
Before KING Chief Judge, and DAVIS and SMTH, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Frank Jim nez appeals fromthe revocation of his term of
supervi sed release for violating two supervi sed-rel ease
conditions. Jimnez argues that his procedural due process
rights were violated because the district court revoked his term
of supervised rel ease based solely on his counsel’s statenent
that Jimnez intended to plead true to the allegations agai nst

him rather than obtaining a personal adm ssion of guilt from

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Jimnez. Because Jimnez failed to object to this alleged error,

we review this issue for plain error. Fed. R Cim P. 52(b).
Jimnez has failed to show any error at all, let alone that

the alleged error by the district court affected his substanti al

rights. He cannot show plain error. See United States v. d ano,

507 U. S. 725, 731-37 (1993). Accordingly, the district court’s
j udgnent i s AFFI RVED



