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PER CURIAM.

In this direct criminal appeal, Errol Lamar Scott challenges the 120-month
sentence imposed by the district court1 following his guilty plea to the offenses of
aiding and abetting bank robbery, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2113(a) and (d), and
being a felon in possession of a firearm, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 924(g)(1).  Scott
argues that the district court erred in failing to grant a departure pursuant to U.S.S.G.
§ 4A1.3(b), and that his sentence is unreasonable.  We affirm.
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Having carefully studied the record, we conclude Scott’s claim that the district
court erroneously failed to depart is unreviewable on appeal.  See United States v.
Andreano, 417 F.3d 967, 970 (8th Cir. 2005) (discretionary decision not to grant
departure pursuant to § 4A1.3(b) is not reviewable unless record shows court failed
to recognize authority to depart).  The court recognized its authority to depart, but
simply did not believe a departure was warranted in this case.  We further conclude
that Scott’s 120-month sentence, which is at the low end of his advisory Guidelines
range, is not unreasonable. 

Because the appellant is represented by appointed counsel, we decline to
address the issues attempted to be raised by the appellant in his pro se supplemental
brief.  See United States v. Maynie, 257 F.3d 908, 921 n.7 (8th Cir. 2001), cert.
denied, 535 U.S. 944 (2002).  

Accordingly, we affirm the judgment of the district court.
______________________________


