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

No. 00-11135
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
CHARLES N. JACKSON,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:96-CR-124-1-A
~ August 6, 2001
Before JOLLY, DeMOSS, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Charl es N. Jackson appeals the 23-nonth term of i nprisonnment
i nposed upon revocation of his supervised release. He argues
that the sentence is plainly unreasonabl e because, in |ight of
his original sentence of only 19 nonths™, and his successful
participation in his current drug rehabilitation program the
district court should not have departed upward fromthe guideline

range of 12 to 18 nonths.

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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.

" The judgnment of conviction indicates a sentence of 18
nmont hs’ i npri sonnent .
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This court wll uphold a sentence unless it (1) was inposed
in violation of law, (2) resulted froman incorrect application
of the guidelines, (3) was outside the guideline range and is
unreasonabl e, or (4) was inposed for an offense for which there
is no applicable sentencing guideline and is plainly

unreasonable. United States v. G ddings, 37 F.3d 1091, 1093 (5'"

Cr. 1994). Contrary to Jackson’'s assertion, there is no
applicabl e guideline for sentencing after revocation of

supervi sed release, and this court will uphold Jackson’s sentence
unless it is in violation of law or is plainly unreasonabl e.

Id.; United States v. Pena, 125 F.3d 285, 287 (5'" Gr. 1997).

The statutory nmaxi mumterm of inprisonnent upon revocation of
Jackson’ s supervised rel ease was two years. 18 U S. C
88 2113(b), 3559(a)(3), 3583(g)(1), (e)(3).

Jackson’s case is not materially distinguishable from
G ddings and Pena, and it is within the statutory range of
i nprisonnment. Jackson has failed to denonstrate that his 23-
mont hs sentence is plainly unreasonabl e.

AFFI RVED.



