
*  Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined
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except under the limited circumstances set forth in 5TH CIR.
R. 47.5.4.
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PER CURIAM:*

Charles Saldana appeals the sentence imposed following the

district court’s revocation of his probation imposed following

his conviction for two counts of tax fraud.  Saldana argues that

the sentence imposed was plainly unreasonable because the

district court failed to take into account the factors that it

was required to consider pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a).

Because there are no binding guidelines for sentencing after

the revocation of supervised release, such a sentence will be
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upheld unless it is imposed in violation of law or is plainly

unreasonable.  United States v. Rodriguez, 23 F.3d 919, 920 (5th

Cir. 1994).  However, a district court must consider the factors

contained in 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) in determining the sentence to

be imposed.  United States v. Gonzalez, 250 F.3d 923, 929 & n.9

(5th Cir. 2001).  Based on the district court’s comments during

the sentencing and its written order, it can be concluded that

the district court at least implicitly considered the relevant

factors.  Id. at 930.  The sentence imposed was not plainly

unreasonable in light of the violations committed.  Saldana’s

sentence is AFFIRMED.


