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PER CURIAM:*

In this expedited appeal, John Wesley Crites, III, challenges

the 11-month sentence imposed following the revocation of his

supervised release.  He maintains that his placement in Criminal

History Category III at his original sentencing was error.  He

argues that the sentence should be vacated and the case remanded to

the district court, based on the district court’s statement that it

lacked authority to recalculate his criminal history score when

sentencing Crites following the revocation of Crites’s supervised
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release.

The Sentencing Guidelines do not provide guideline ranges for

sentences upon revocation of supervised release; rather, the

Guidelines set forth policy statements, which are advisory only.

See United States v. Headrick, 963 F.2d 777, 779-80 (5th Cir.

1992).  Thus, this court will uphold a sentence imposed following

the revocation of supervised release “unless it is in violation of

law or is plainly unreasonable.”  United States v. Teran, 98 F.3d

831, 836 (5th Cir. 1996). 

Crites has failed to show that the 11-month sentence imposed

by the district court violated the law or that the sentence was

plainly unreasonable.  See id.  Accordingly, the judgment of the

district court is AFFIRMED.


