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PER CURIAM: 

Scott Brown appeals the district court’s judgment 

revoking his supervised release and sentencing him to twenty 

months of imprisonment.  On appeal, Brown alleges his twenty-

month sentence was plainly unreasonable.  For the reasons that 

follow, we affirm. 

Three days into his supervised release, Brown was 

charged with statutory rape in North Carolina.  Thereafter, he 

was convicted of state charges for indecent liberties with a 

minor.  Brown was evaluated by a licensed sex offender 

therapist, who recommended that he participate in a sex offender 

treatment program for a period of six months.  Brown’s probation 

officer directed him to do so as part of his modified terms of 

release.  Brown, however, failed to attend the sessions as 

required, in violation of his terms of supervised release.  

Thus, Brown’s probation officer filed a motion for revocation of 

his supervised release for this violation and for two other 

violations (failure to visit the probation office and failure to 

submit truthful and complete reports for three months in a row).    

At his revocation hearing, Brown admitted the 

violations and the district court sentenced him to twenty months 

of imprisonment, departing above his advisory Sentencing 

Guidelines range of 8-14 months of imprisonment.  The court 

imposed sentence after hearing from both parties and Brown 
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himself, and specifically considering Chapter 7 of the 

Sentencing Guidelines and relevant 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) (2006) 

factors.  See 18 U.S.C.A. § 3583(e) (West 2000 & Supp. 2011) 

(listing § 3553(a) factors that may be considered for revocation 

of supervised release).  We find that the district court 

adequately explained its reasons for imposing the sentence, 

United States v. Carter, 564 F.3d 325, 330 (4th Cir. 2009), and 

that the sentence was not otherwise plainly unreasonable.  

United States v. Thompson, 595 F.3d 544, 546-47 (4th Cir. 2010) 

(providing review standard). 

Accordingly, we affirm.  We dispense with oral 

argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately 

presented in the materials before the court and argument would 

not aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED 


