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PER CURI AM *

Marco A Vazquez appeals his guilty-plea conviction and
sentence for possession of an unregi stered short-barreled shotgun
inviolation of 26 U.S.C. 88 5861(d), 5845(a) and 5871. He
contends that the 21-nonth sentence i nposed at the | ow end of the
properly cal cul ated gui deline range was unreasonabl e because it
failed to account for the severe inm gration consequences he
faced.

Vazquez asked for |eniency based on the inmgration

consequences of his conviction in his sentencing nmenorandum and

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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at sentencing. Although it was not explicitly nentioned as a
reason for the sentence inposed, the district court inplicitly
considered the possibility of Vazquez’s pernmanent renoval when
it sentenced Vazquez at the | ow end of the guideline range.

See United States v. Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 519 (5th Gr.),

cert. denied, 126 S. . 43 (2005). After inposing sentence, the

district court stated that Vazquez's conviction was “substantial”
because it could lead to his renoval fromthe United States.
Therefore, Vazquez's sentence within the properly cal cul ated

gui del i ne range was presunptively reasonabl e, and Vazquez has
failed to denonstrate that his sentence was unreasonable. See

United States v. Alonzo, 435 F.3d 551, 554-55 (5th Cr. 2006).

AFFI RVED.



