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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. 1:04-CR-265-ALL

Before DAVIS, SM TH, and WENER, C rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Scotty J. Nobles was sentenced to a 21-nonth term of

i nprisonnment and a three-year term of supervised rel ea
followng a guilty plea to conspiracy to manufacture c
federal reserve notes. After Nobles was released to h
supervi sion, he pleaded guilty to a petition charging

violated the terns of his supervised release by testin
for controll ed substances on three occasions. The dis

sentenced himto a 24-nonth termof inprisonnent.
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Nobl es argues that his sentence is plainly unreasonabl e
because the district court ignored Nobles’s willingness to
participate in drug treatnent at his own expense, if he were
al l owed to continue on supervised rel ease. Nobles contends that
the circunstances of his case do not warrant the 24-nonth
statutory maxi num sentence i nposed by the district court.

Al t hough the term of inprisonnent inposed upon revocation of
Nobl es’ s supervi sed rel ease exceeded the sentenci ng range
i ndicated by the policy statenents in Chapter Seven of the United
States Sentencing Guidelines, it did not exceed the statutory
maxi mum term of inprisonnment that the district court could have
i nposed, and was thus within the authority of the district court.
See 18 U.S.C. 8§ 3583(e)(3). Nobles cannot denonstrate that his

sent ence on revocation is error. See United States v. Hi nson,

429 F.3d 114, 120 (5th Gr. 2005), cert. denied, 126 S. C. 1804

(2006) .

AFFI RVED.



