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JAIME RENE MIRANDA-SAUCEDA,

Defendant— Appellant.

Appeal from the United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. 2:24-CR-586-1

Before HAYNES, GRAVES, and RAMIREZ, Circust Judges.

PER CURIAM:"

Jaime Rene Miranda-Sauceda appeals his sentence for illegal reentry
after removal. For the first time on appeal, he contends that the district court
failed to adequately explain its reasons for imposing an above-guidelines
sentence and erred in imposing a term of supervised release on a deportable

alien.

" This opinion is not designated for publication. See 5TH CIR. R. 47.5.
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The district court’s explanation for the upward variance sentence is
sufficient to allow for meaningful appellate review. See United States ».
Rouland, 726 F.3d 728, 732 (5th Cir. 2013). Furthermore, there is no
indication that the district court would have imposed a shorter sentence if it
had provided further explanation for the sentence. See United States v.
Mondragon-Santiago, 564 F.3d 357, 361 (5th Cir. 2009). Finally, Miranda-
Sauceda’s criminal history supports the imposition of a term of supervised
release as an added measure of deterrence and protection. See United States
v. Becerril-Pena, 714 F.3d 347, 350 (5th Cir. 2013). Miranda-Sauceda has not
shown reversible plain error. See Puckett v. United States, 556 U.S. 129, 135
(2009).

AFFIRMED.



