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USDC No. 2:03-CR-409-ALL

Bef ore GARZA, DENNI' S, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Efrain Ybarra appeals the sentences inposed after the
district court revoked the terns of supervised rel ease that
Ybarra was serving in connection wth his conviction of
m sprision of possession with intent to distribute marijuana
(USDC No. 2:02-CR-181-2) and his conviction of escape fromthe
federal prison where he was confined for the m sprision

conviction (USDC No. 2:03-CR-409-ALL). Ybarra argues that the

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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district court’s witten judgnents of revocation conflict with
the district court’s oral pronouncenent of sentence.

After revoking Ybarra's terns of supervised release in both
cases, the district court inposed a 12-nonth inprisonnent termin
both cases. At the sentencing hearing the district court
specifically stated that the inprisonnent terns were to run
concurrently. However, the witten judgnent in the escape case
states that the termis to run consecutively to the inprisonnent
termin the msprision case. The witten judgnent in the
m sprision case is silent regarding whether the termis
concurrent or consecutive. Thus, the district court’s oral
pronouncenent of concurrent sentences conflicts with the witten
j udgnents, which, when read together, require the inprisonnment
ternms to run consecutively.

Theref ore, because the | anguage of the district court’s oral
pronouncenent of sentence conflicts with its witten judgnents
wth regard to the concurrent nature of the sentences, the cases
are remanded for the district court to anend the witten
judgnents to conformto the district court’s oral pronouncenent

of sentence. See United States v. Martinez, 250 F.3d 941, 942

(5th Gir. 2001).

REMANDED.



