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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

                     Plaintiff - Appellee,

   v.

JUAN TUÑEZ-MARTINEZ,

                     Defendant - Appellant.

No. 10-10339

D.C. No. 4:09-cr-00820-JMR

MEMORANDUM*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the District of Arizona

John M. Roll, Chief Judge, Presiding

Submitted February 15, 2011**  

Before: CANBY, FERNANDEZ, and M. SMITH, Circuit Judges.  

Juan Tuñez-Martinez appeals from the 51-month sentence imposed

following his guilty-plea conviction for re-entry after deportation, in violation of 8

U.S.C. § 1326.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

 Tuñez-Martinez contends that the sentence imposed is unreasonable due to
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the age of the prior violent felony conviction used to impose a 16-level

enhancement under U.S.S.G. § 2L1.2(b)(1)(A).  This contention lacks merit.  See

United States v. Amezcua-Vasquez, 567 F.3d 1050, 1054-56 (9th Cir. 2009).  The

sentence at the bottom of the Guidelines range is substantively reasonable under

the totality of the circumstances.  See Gall v. United States, 552 U.S. 38, 51

(2007); see also United States v. Carty, 520 F.3d 984, 991 (9th Cir. 2008) (en

banc).  

AFFIRMED.   


