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PER CURIAM:*

The district court revoked Josie E. Sinegal’s probation and

sentenced her to serve four years in prison.  Sinegal appeals her

sentence. She argues that her sentence is unreasonable because it

exceeded the advisory guideline range, because her violations did

not warrant such a harsh sentence, and because the district court

failed to provide sufficient reasons for the sentence. She

requests that this court vacate her sentence and remand the case

for resentencing.
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We have yet to decide whether revocation sentences imposed

following the release of United States v. Booker, 543 U.S. 220

(2005), should be reviewed under the reasonableness standard or the

plainly unreasonable standard. See United States v. Hinson,

429 F.3d 114, 120 (5th Cir. 2005), cert. denied, 126 S. Ct. 1804

(2006). Nevertheless, resolution of this issue is not needed to

dispose of this appeal because Sinegal has not shown that she

should prevail under either standard. See id. Sinegal’s sentence

exceeded the recommended guidelines sentence but not the pertinent

statutory maximum sentence. Further, a review of the record

demonstrates that the district court considered the relevant

sentencing factors.  See United States v. Smith, 440 F.3d 704, 707

(5th Cir. 2006).  Consequently, the sentence was neither

unreasonable nor plainly unreasonable, and the judgment of the

district court is AFFIRMED.


