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Steven M Honore appeals his 24-nonth sentence inposed
follow ng the revocation of his supervised rel ease. Honore was
initially convicted of three drug-trafficking offenses and was
sentenced to 24-nonth terns of inprisonnent to be followed by
three-year terns of supervised release. Followng an initial
revocation of his termof supervised rel ease, Honore was sentenced
to a term of inprisonnent of eight nonths. Honore’ s supervi sed

release was again revoked, and the district court inposed a

Pursuant to 5THGOR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



sentence of 24 nonths.

Honore argues that the district court plainly erred in
inposing a 24-nonth sentence following the second revocation
because he had al ready served ei ght nonths in connection with the

first revocation of his probation.

The Governnment concedes that in light of United States
v. Jackson, 329 F.3d 406 (5th Gr. 2003), which was decided after
Honor e was sentenced, the statutory maxi nrumsentence for revocati on
of supervised release nust be applied on a cumulative basis and
that the 24-nonth sentence inposed by the district court exceeded
that statutory maxi mum Under Jackson, the maxi num sentence of
i nprisonnment that the district court could inpose was 16 nonths.
329 F.3d at 407. Thus, the district court plainly erred in

i nposi ng the 24-nonth sentence. See United States v. O ano, 507

U S 725, 732 (1993).
The sentence i nposed by the district court i s VACATED, and t he
case is REMANDED for resentencing in |ight of Jackson.

VACATE SENTENCE AND REMAND FOR RESENTENCI NG
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