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Davi d Reyna appeals his 24-nonth sentence follow ng the
revocation of his supervised rel ease. Reyna argues that the
district court’s departure fromthe reconmmended gui deli nes range
was unreasonable. He also contends that the district court
provi ded i nadequate justification for the sentence inposed.

The sentence i nposed, while in excess of the range
recommended by the guidelines, was within the statutory maxi num
term See 18 U.S.C. 8§ 3583(e)(3). Reyna has not shown that his

24-nmont h sentence was either unreasonable or plainly

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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unr easonabl e. See United States v. H nson, 429 F.3d 114, 119-20

(5th Gir. 2005), cert. denied, 126 S. C. 1804 (2006).

Further, the record denonstrates that the district court did
consider the relevant 18 U S.C. § 3553(a) sentencing factors.
The district court noted that it was famliar wth Reyna’s
background and inquired into the disposition of the subsequent
drug charge that primarily led to the revocation. The district
court also was concerned by Reyna’s return to crimnal activity
wthin three nonths of his release to supervision. The district
court stated that it felt that Reyna s recidivismshowed a
di srespect for the |aw and that the reconmmended gui deli nes range
was i nadequate to address his conduct. Thus, the record
denonstrates that the district court considered the rel evant
sentencing factors and articul ated sufficient reasons to support

t he sent ence. See United States v. Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 518-19

(5th Gr.), cert. denied, 126 S. C. 43 (2005).

AFFI RVED.



