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PER CURI AM *
Ri chard O ark appeals the 51-nonth sentence inposed

followng a remand for resentencing in light of United States V.

Booker, 543 U. S. 220 (2005). dark pleaded guilty to possession
of child pornography. He contends that his sentence was
unreasonable in light of the factors set forth in 18 U S. C

8§ 3553(a). Cdark contends that the district court inposed an
unr easonabl e sentence by failing to give appropriate
consideration to his attenpts at obtaining treatnent before his

incarceration and his inability to obtain treatnent in prison.

" Pursuant to 5THOR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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Clark’s sentence was within a properly cal cul ated advi sory

gui deline range and is presuned reasonable. See United States v.

Al onzo, 435 F.3d 551, 554 (5th Gr. 2006). Such a sentence is
given “great deference,” and we infer that the sentencing court

considered all the factors for a fair sentence. See United

States v. Smth, 440 F.3d 704, 707 (5th Cr. 2006). W concl ude

that Cark has failed to rebut the presunption that his sentence,
whi ch was at the bottom of the applicable range under the

Sent enci ng Cui delines, was reasonable. See Al onzo, 435 F. 3d at

554-55. Consequently, the judgnent of the district court is

AFFI RVED.



