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MEMORANDUM*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the District of Arizona

Gordon J. Quist, District Judge, Presiding

    Submitted March 8, 2011**  

Before: FARRIS, LEAVY, and BYBEE, Circuit Judges.

Omar Francisco Rodriguez-Jimenez appeals from the 51-month sentence

imposed following his guilty-plea conviction for reentry after deportation, in
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violation of 8 U.S.C. § 1326(a).  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and

we affirm.

Rodriguez-Jimenez contends that his sentence was substantively

unreasonable and failed to give adequate consideration to the all of the relevant

circumstances, including the fact that he returned to the United States only to be

present for the birth of his second child.  In light of the totality of the

circumstances, including Rodriguez-Jimenez’s criminal and disciplinary history,

the 51-month sentence at the bottom of the Guidelines range was substantively

reasonable.  See Gall v. United States, 552 U.S. 38, 51 (2007); United States v.

Carty, 520 F.3d 984, 993 (9th Cir. 2008) (en banc).  

AFFIRMED.


