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Stevie Leanbrose Hayward appeals his 24-nonth sentence
i nposed follow ng the revocation of his supervised rel ease.
Hayward contends that the district court’s decision to upwardly
depart fromthe applicable guidelines range of 8 to 14 nonths and
the extent of the departure were unreasonable. Hayward al so
contends that the district court provided inadequate
justification for inposing a sentence outside the recommended
gui delines range and that his sentence was therefore

unr easonabl e.

Pursuant to 5" CR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5" QR R 47.5. 4.
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The sentence inposed in Hayward' s case, while in excess of
the range indicated by the policy statenent, was within the
statutory maxi mumterm of inprisonnent. See 18 U . S.C. 8§
3583(e)(3). Hayward has not shown that his 24-nonth sentence was

ei ther unreasonable or plainly unreasonable. See United States

v. Hinson, 429 F.3d 114, 119-20 (5'" Cir. 2005), cert. deni ed,

126 S. Ct. 1804 (2006).

Further, the record denonstrates that the district court
considered the relevant 18 U. S.C. § 3553(a) sentencing factors.
The district court reviewed the allegations agai nst Hayward,
heard the factual basis for Hayward s violations of supervised
rel ease, and was aware that Hayward had continued to conmt
credit card fraud while on supervised release. The nature and
circunstances of Hayward' s offenses; his crimnal history and
characteristics; and the need for the sentence to reflect the
seriousness of the offenses, to pronote respect for the |aw, and
to protect the public fromfurther crines by Hayward are al
factors a court must consider under 8§ 3553(a). The record thus
denonstrates that the district court considered the rel evant
sentencing factors and articul ated sufficient reasons to support

t he sent ence. See United States v. Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 518-19

(5" Cir.), cert. denied, 126 S. C. 43 (2005).

AFFI RVED.



