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

No. 98-10388
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
MELVI N CHATMAN,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:94-CR-60-1-E
o jude-Z: i9§9- )

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM JONES, AND DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Melvin Chatman appeals the district court’s denial of his
nmotion to reduce his sentence pursuant to 18 U S.C. 8§ 3582(c)(2).
Chat man argues that his sentence exceeds the statutory nmaximum
sentence of five years under 18 U S.C 8 1952(a)(3) because the
sentencing court inposed a three-year term of supervised rel ease.

Chatman is not entitled to relief under 8 3582(c)(2). See United

States v. (Gonzal ez-Balderas, 105 F.3d 981, 982 (5th Cr. 1997).

Further, the three-year termof supervised rel ease does not extend

Chat man’ s sentence of inprisonnent beyond the five-year statutory

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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maxi mnum sentence. See United States v. Butler, 895 F. 2d 1016, 1018

(5th Gr. 1989) (supervised release term does not extend a
def endant’ s sentence beyond the statutory maxi num sentence).
Chatman’s appeal is wthout arguable nerit and is thus

DI SM SSED as fri vol ous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20

(5th Gr. 1983); 5th Gr. R 42.2. Chatman is advised that future
frivol ous appeals filed by himor on his behalf wll invite the
i nposition of sanctions. Chatman is further advised to revi ew any
pendi ng appeals to ensure that they are not frivol ous.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED.



