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PER CURIAM:”

Brandon David Sattler appeals his sentence following his
guilty plea conviction for bank fraud and aiding and abetting.
Sattler argues that: (1) the district court violated the Ex Post
Facto Clause because it sentenced him using the 2001 United
States Sentencing Guidelines; (2) his sentence was improper under

United States v. Booker, 543 U.S. 220 (2005); and (3) the

district court erred in making his sentence consecutive to his
sentence in an unrelated state case. However, Sattler knowingly
and voluntarily waived his appellate rights, the Government moves

to dismiss the appeal on the basis of the waiver, and the plain

* Pursuant to 5t CIrR. R. 47.5, the court has determined that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limited circumstances set forth in 5tH Cir. R. 47.5.4.
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MOTION DENIED; AFFIRMED.



