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

Patrick Raney appeals from the 87-month sentence imposed following his

guilty-plea conviction for being a felon in possession of a firearm, in violation of

18 U.S.C. §§ 922(g)(1) and 924(a)(2).  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. 
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§ 1291, and we affirm.

Raney contends that the sentence is substantively unreasonable because the

district court failed to consider several of his mitigating arguments.  The record

reflects that the district court considered Raney’s arguments in mitigation, and

engaged in a thorough analysis of the 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) sentencing factors,

before concluding that a sentence at the high end of the adjusted Guidelines range

was appropriate.  The sentence is substantively reasonable in light of the totality of

the circumstances and the section 3553(a) sentencing factors.  See Gall v. United

States, 552 U.S. 38, 51 (2007).

AFFIRMED. 


