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--------------------
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--------------------

Before DAVIS, BARKSDALE and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM:*

Ronald Gonzalez appeals his aggregate sentence of 135 months

of imprisonment following his guilty-plea convictions for six

counts of distribution of child pornography, in violation of

18 U.S.C. § 2252A(a)(2)(B) and (b)(1), and two counts of

possession of child pornography involving the sexual exploitation

of minors, in violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 2252A(a)(5)(B) and

(b)(2), 2256(8)(A)-(C).  On appeal, Gonzalez argues that his

sentence is unreasonable because the district court relied only
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on the sentencing range calculated under the Sentencing

Guidelines and failed to consider the other sentencing factors of

18 U.S.C. § 3553(a).

The Government argues that Gonzalez’s appeal is a challenge

to the district court’s refusal to impose a requested “non-

Guidelines sentence”; the Government asserts that the district

court’s refusal constitutes the denial of a motion for downward

departure and, as such, it is unreviewable.  Gonzalez, however,

makes it clear that he is challenging the reasonableness of the

guidelines sentence that the district court ultimately imposed.  

We review sentences imposed for “unreasonableness.”  United

States v. Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 518 (5th Cir.), cert. denied,

126 S. Ct. 43 (2005).  A sentence within a properly calculated

guidelines range is presumed reasonable.  United States v.

Alonzo, 435 F.3d 551, 554 (5th Cir. 2006).  Gonzalez does not

challenge the calculation of the guidelines range; he argues that

his sentence is not reasonable because the district court failed

to consider all of the factors of § 3553(a).  Our review of the

record persuades us that these factors were raised and properly

considered by the district court at sentencing.  Gonzalez has not

rebutted the presumption that the guidelines sentence was

reasonable.

AFFIRMED.  


