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   v.
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MEMORANDUM*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the District of Arizona

David G. Campbell, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted February 15, 2011**  

Before:  CANBY, FERNANDEZ, and M. SMITH, Circuit Judges.

Daniel Joe Kabinto appeals from the district court’s order recommitting him

pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 4246.  We have jurisdiction under the collateral order

doctrine, see United States v. Godinez-Ortiz, 563 F.3d 1022, 1026-29 (9th

Cir. 2009), and we affirm.
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Kabinto contends that the district court does not have authority pursuant to

18 U.S.C. § 4246 to recommit him to an institution for a dangerousness

assessment.  As he concedes, however, this contention is foreclosed by

Godinez-Ortiz, 563 F.3d at 1029-32.

AFFIRMED.


