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

No. 01-50294
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Plaintiff - Appellee
V.
ALLAN HAWLEY
Def endant - Appel | ant

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-93-CR-62-ALL

~ Cctober 1, 2001
Before KING Chief Judge, and DAVIS and JONES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Al l an Hawl ey appeal s the sentence inposed as a result of the
revocation of his supervised release. As there is no applicable
guideline, we will uphold a sentence for a revocation of

supervised release unless it is in violation of law or plainly

unr easonabl e. See United States v. G ddings, 37 F.3d 1091, 1093

(5th Cir. 1994).
The 36-nmonth sentence does not exceed the maxi nrum aut hori zed
sentence under 18 U.S.C. § 3583(e)(3). Contrary to Hawl ey’s

assertions, the entire record indicates that the district court

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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did consider the relevant sentencing factors in determning the
sentence for revocation of Hawl ey’ s supervi sed rel ease,
notw t hstanding that the district court also considered that
Hawl ey had breached the trust placed in himby the Governnent.

The sentence is not plainly unreasonable. See United States v.

Gonzal ez, 250 F.3d 923, 925, 930 (5th Gr. 2001). The sentence
i s AFFI RMVED.

Wt hout opposition, the Governnent seeks to have the
appellee’s brief and appellant’s reply brief seal ed because they
refer to matters contained in sealed portions of the record.
Good cause having been shown for the request, the notion is
CGRANTED.

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON GRANTED



