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

No. 02-30552
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
BOBBI E L. BORDELOQN,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 01-CR-295-ALL

Before JOLLY, DAVIS, and JONES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Bobbi e L. Bordel on pleaded guilty to an indictnment charging
himwith being a felon in possession of a firearm and maki ng
fal se statenents in application for a firearmin violation of 18
US C 88 922(g)(1) and 924(a)(2). Bordelon has appeal ed his
sent ence.

Bor del on argues that his sentence was inposed in error

because the plain | anguage of the application notes for U S. S G

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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8 5GL. 3 nerely suggest that a sentence inposed on a defendant on
parole for an unrelated offense at the tinme of the instant

sent enci ng shoul d be served consecutive to any tinme resulting
froma revoked parole term This court, however, has rul ed that

the application notes to that sentencing guideline do in fact

require that the sentence be served consecutively. United States

v. Al exander, 100 F.3d 24, 27 (5th Cr. 1996); United States v.

Reyes- Lugo, 238 F.3d 305, 309-10 (5th Gr. 2001). Accordingly,
the sentence is affirned.

AFFI RVED.



