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Bef ore JONES, Chief Judge, and JOLLY and ONEN, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The district court revoked Josie E. Sinegal’s probation and
sentenced her to serve four years in prison. Sinegal appeals her
sentence. She argues that her sentence is unreasonabl e because it
exceeded the advisory guideline range, because her violations did
not warrant such a harsh sentence, and because the district court
failed to provide sufficient reasons for the sentence. She
requests that this court vacate her sentence and remand the case

for resentencing.

"Pursuant to 5THCGR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



W have yet to decide whether revocation sentences inposed

followng the release of United States v. Booker, 543 U S. 220

(2005), shoul d be revi ewed under the reasonabl eness standard or the

pl ai nl y unreasonabl e standard. See United States v. Hinson,

429 F.3d 114, 120 (5th Gr. 2005), cert. denied, 126 S. . 1804

(2006). Nevertheless, resolution of this issue is not needed to
di spose of this appeal because Sinegal has not shown that she
shoul d prevail under either standard. See id. Sinegal’s sentence
exceeded t he reconmended gui del i nes sentence but not the pertinent
statutory nmaxi mum sentence. Further, a review of the record
denonstrates that the district court considered the relevant

sentencing factors. See United States v. Smth, 440 F.3d 704, 707

(5th Cr. 2006). Consequently, the sentence was neither
unreasonabl e nor plainly unreasonable, and the judgnent of the

district court is AFFl RVED



