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Bef ore DeMOSS, STEWART, and PRADO, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

WIlliam Todd C ark appeal s the sentence inposed foll ow ng
his guilty plea conviction for being a felon in possession of a
firearm 18 U S.C 8 922(g)(1). dark argues that his sentence
of 71 nonths of inprisonnent, which was at the top of the
appl i cabl e advi sory sentenci ng gui deline range, is unreasonabl e
under 18 U.S.C. 8 3553(a) because it was greater than necessary
to achi eve the goal s of sentencing.

Clark’s sentence was within a properly cal cul ated advi sory

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

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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Al onzo, 435 F.3d 551, 554 (5th Gr. 2006). Little explanation of
a sentence is required when a district court expressly inposes a

sentence within the advisory guideline range. United States V.

Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 519 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 126 S. C. 43

(2005). dark has failed to denonstrate that his properly
cal cul at ed Gui deli nes sentence was unreasonable, and he is

therefore not entitled to relief. See Al onzo, 435 F.3d at 554.

Accordingly, the district court’s judgnent is AFFI RVED



