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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JOHN LEE WALLEY, JR ,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:99-CR-200-2

Bef ore JONES, Chief Judge, and KING and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

John Lee Walley, Jr., federal prisoner # 83822-079, appeals
the district court’s revocation of his supervised release and
inposition of a 24-nonth term of inprisonnent. See 18 U. S. C
8§ 3583(09). Wal l ey argues that the district court erred in not
i nposi ng subst ance-abuse treatnent pursuant to 18 U. S.C. § 3583(d)
inlieu of incarceration. |In sentencing Walley, the district court
considered his previous failed attenpt to participate in drug
treatnent. Walley commtted several violations of the conditions

of his supervised release in additionto failing a drug test, which

"Pursuant to 5THCGR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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renders himineligible for discretionary relief. See 18 U. S. C
§ 3583(d).
Wall ey has not argued that the length of his sentence is

ei ther unreasonable or plainly unreasonable. See United States v.

H nson, 429 F.3d 114, 120 (5th Cr. 2005), cert. denied, 126 S. C.

1804 (2006). Accordingly, there was no error in the district
court’s revocation of supervised release and inposition of a 24
month term of inprisonnent.

AFFI RVED.



