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Johnny L. Lewis appeals his sentence for possession of a
firearmby a convicted felon. Lewis argues that the district
court effectively inposed a nmandatory sentence under the
Quidelines. Lews concedes that the district court did not
believe that the Cuidelines were binding. Because Lewis was not
erroneously sentenced under a mandatory sentencing guideline
schenme and because the district court did not consider the

Guidelines to be mandatory, Lewi s’s argunent |acks nerit.

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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Lew s al so contends that his sentence was unreasonabl e
because the district court failed to weigh the 18 U S. C
8§ 3553(a) factors on the record. He does not challenge the
cal cul ation of his guideline sentencing range. Because Lew s’s
sentence was within the properly cal cul ated gui del i ne range of
10 to 16 nonths, we infer that the district court considered al
the factors for a fair sentence set forth in the CGuidelines. See

United States v. Alonzo, 435 F.3d 551, 554 (5th Cr. 2006);

United States v. Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 519 (5th Gr.), cert.

denied, 126 S. . 43 (2005). Lews has failed to denobnstrate
that his properly cal cul ated gui deline sentence was unreasonabl e.

See Al onzo, 435 F.3d at 554; Mares, 402 F.3d at 5109.

AFFI RVED.



