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John Wannamaker appeals the sentence inposed follow ng his
guilty-plea conviction for conspiracy to conmit wre fraud and
securities fraud, five counts of wre fraud, one count of
securities fraud, five counts of noney |aundering, and four
counts of engaging in illegal nonetary transactions. He argues
that the sentence inposed by the district court was unreasonabl e.
The district court stated that it had considered the factors set
forth in 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) and gave the foll ow ng reasons for

the sentence: (1) the sentence was within the applicable

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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gui del i nes sentencing range for the offenses (8 3553(a)(4)) and
(2) Wannameker pleaded guilty to all 16 counts of the indictnent
w thout a plea agreenent, he accepted responsibility for the

of fenses, and he cooperated with the Governnent (8 3553(a)(1l)).
The district court also heard and consi dered the testinony of
Wannanmaker's wi fe and one of the victins of Wannanmaker’s

of fenses. Wannamaker has not shown that the district court

m sapplied the Guidelines, failed to consider the § 3553(a)
factors, failed to give reasons for the sentence, or considered

i nproper factors in inposing the sentence. Therefore, Wannanmaker
has not shown that the sentence inposed by the district court was

unr easonabl e. See United States v. Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 518-20

(5th Gir. 2005).

Wannameker al so argues that the | anguage in United States v.

Al onzo, 435 F.3d 551 (5th Cr. 2005), is inproper. W have not,
however, relied on Alonzo and its rebuttabl e presunption of
reasonabl eness in deciding this appeal.

AFFI RVED.



