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PER CURI AM *

Appeal ing the Judgnent in a Cimnal Case, Bartol o Dom nguez
presents argunents that he concedes are foreclosed by United

States v. Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 519 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 126

S. . 43 (2005), which held that this court wll give great
deference to the sentence inposed when the sentencing judge
follows the principles set forth in Mares, commts no |legal error
in the procedure followed in arriving at the sentence, and gives

appropriate reasons for the sentence, by United States v. Al onzo,

435 F. 3d 551, 554 (5th Cr. 2006), which held that a sentence

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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within a properly calculated Guideline range is presunptively

reasonable, and by United States v. Duhon, 440 F.3d 711, 715 (5th

Cr. 2006), petition for cert. filed (U S. My 18, 2006) ( No.

05-11144), which held that the farther a sentence varies fromthe
appl i cabl e Guideline sentence, the nore conpelling the
justification based on factors in 18 U S. C. 8§ 3553(a) nust be.
The Governnent’s notion for summary affirmance i s GRANTED, and

the judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



