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PER CURIAM: 

 Deandre Scott Estelle pled guilty, pursuant to a 

written plea agreement, to one count of conspiracy to distribute 

controlled substances and was sentenced to 165 months’ 

imprisonment.  He appeals, challenging the reasonableness of his 

sentence. 

 This court reviews a sentence for reasonableness under 

an abuse of discretion standard.  Gall v. United States, 552 

U.S. 38, 51 (2007).  This review requires consideration of both 

the procedural and substantive reasonableness of a sentence.  

Id.; see United States v. Lynn, 592 F.3d 572, 575 (4th Cir. 

2010).  In determining the procedural reasonableness of a 

sentence, we consider whether the district court properly 

calculated the defendant’s Guidelines range, treated the 

Guidelines as advisory, considered the 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) 

(2012) factors, analyzed any arguments presented by the parties, 

and sufficiently explained the selected sentence.  Gall, 552 

U.S. at 51.  A sentence imposed within the properly calculated 

Guidelines range is presumed reasonable by this court.  See Rita 

v. United States, 551 U.S. 338, 347 (2007); United States v. 

Mendoza-Mendoza, 597 F.3d 212, 217 (4th Cir. 2010).  

 We have reviewed the record and the briefs filed by 

the parties and find that Estelle’s sentence is both 

procedurally and substantively reasonable.  Therefore we affirm.  
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We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal 

contentions are adequately presented in the materials before 

this court and argument would not aid in the decisional process. 

 

 AFFIRMED 

 
 


