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PER CURIAM:*

Defendant-Appellant Terrance E. Williams appeals the sentence

imposed at his resentencing following his plea of guilty to

engaging in a continuing criminal enterprise involving controlled-

substances offenses and solicitation of murder.  At resentencing,

the district court imposed a life sentence after departing upward

on the express ground that Williams’s criminal history category did

not adequately reflect the seriousness of his criminal history or

the likelihood that he would commit other crimes.  See U.S.S.G. §



2

4A1.3, p.s.  Williams contends that the district court erred by not

considering intermediate offense levels under the sentencing

guidelines when it departed from an offense level of 35 to one of

43.

We review an upward departure for abuse of discretion.  United

States v. Cade, 279 F.3d 265, 270 (5th Cir. 2002).  As is well-

established, we do not “require the district court to go through a

ritualistic exercise in which it mechanically discusses each

criminal history category [or offense level] it rejects en route to

the category [or offense level] that it selects.”  United States v.

Lambert, 984 F.2d 658, 663 (5th Cir. 1993) (en banc).  As we are

able to discern a basis for the district court’s rejection of

intermediate offense levels to reach the level it used in imposing

Williams’s sentence, we conclude that the court’s implicit

methodology was sufficient.  See id.

AFFIRMED.


