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Jeffrey Nelson Edwards appeals from the district court’s judgment revoking
supervised release and imposing a sentence of 12 months and 1 day. We have

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

Edwards contends that the court abused its discretion by revoking his
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supervised release without considering whether revocation was appropriate under
U.S.S.G. § 7C1.3. The district court did not abuse its discretion. See United States
v. Hilger, 728 F.3d 947, 951 (9th Cir. 2013). At the revocation hearing, Edwards
argued that, under the Guidelines’ amended Chapter 7 policy statement, revocation
was not warranted because his violations were not criminal and he was making
significant progress in treatment. The district court disagreed, stating that because
of Edwards’s “subterfuge and deception,” a sentence more severe than a “mere
adjustment” of Edwards’s supervised release was necessary. Contrary to
Edwards’s argument, this record reflects that the court conducted an individualized
assessment of whether to revoke supervised release, see U.S.S.G. § 7C1.3(b), and
it did not abuse its discretion in deciding to revoke.

AFFIRMED.
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