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

No. 02-30641
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
BERNI E PORCHE,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 98- CR-20-ALL-L

Before JOLLY, DAVIS, and JONES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Berni e Porche appeal s the sentence i nposed follow ng the
revocation of his supervised rel ease. He argues that the
district court sentenced himto a sentence consecutive to a
previously inposed sentence based on its m sapprehension that it
had no discretion to do otherw se under the applicable | aw

The policy statenents in Chapter 7 of the Sentencing

Guidelines are nerely advisory. See United States v. Escam |l a,

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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70 F.3d 835, 835 (5th Cr. 1995). However, this court has
consi dered those policy statenents in conjunction with U S. S G
8§ 5GL.3 and its commentary and has determ ned that a sentence

i nposed follow ng the revocati on of supervised rel ease nust be
served consecutively to any sentence that the defendant is

serving. See United States v. Al exander, 100 F.3d 24, 25-27 (5th

Cr. 1996).
The district court did not m sapprehend the applicable |aw
in inposing a consecutive sentence. The sentence inposed is

AFFI RVED.



