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The judgnent of the district court is affirnmed except wth
respect to the order to pay restitution.

It is clear that the district court has the authority to
order, as a condition of supervised rel ease, that the defendant pay
unpaid restitution ordered as a part of a sentence inposed by

another court. See United States v. Love, 431 F.3d 477 (5th Cr.

2005) (relying on the “catch-all” provision of 18 U S.C. § 3583(d)
allowing “any other condition [the district court] considers

appropriate”). This discretionary authority does not, however,

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determn ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



allow the district court to alter the restitution order of that
other court, or to nake a separate and independent order of
restitution. See Love, 431 F.3d at 482-83 (noting that critical
toits holding was the fact that the district court had not nade a
separate order of restitution but nerely ordered Love to pay
previously ordered restitution).

The order of restitutionis therefore vacated, and the case is

remanded to allow the district court to conformits order with the

state court order of restitution. All other conditions of the
supervised release and all other ternms of the judgnent are
af firnmed.

AFFI RVED in part, VACATED in part, and REMANDED



