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Morri s Haught on appeals the district court’s revocation of
hi s supervised rel ease inposed follow ng his convictions of
possession with intent to distribute crack cocaine (Count 1) and
being a felon in possession of a firearm (Count 2). As a result
of the revocation, Haughton was sentenced to 12 nont hs of
i npri sonnent .

Haught on argues that the district court |acked jurisdiction
to revoke his supervised rel ease because both of his supervised

release terns had expired before the district court revoked them

" Pursuant to 5THOR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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He contends that although 18 U S.C. § 3583(i) allows for such a
revocation as long as the warrant petition is issued before the
supervi sed rel ease termexpires, 8§ 3583(i) was enacted after he
commtted the offense in 1990 and cannot be applied retroactively
to his case. Haughton does not challenge the revocation of his
supervi sed rel ease on any ot her ground.

Haughton m sstates the facts of his case. His five-year
supervi sed release termfor Count 1 does not expire unti
Septenber 23, 2007, and thus it was still ongoi ng when the
district court revoked his supervised rel ease on January 3, 2006.
Therefore, the issue whether the district court had jurisdiction
under 8§ 3583(i) to revoke Haughton's supervised release is
irrelevant and neritless.

AFFI RVED.



