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Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Marco Mauricio, having pleaded guilty to 14 counts of wre
fraud, in wviolation of 18 U S C. 8§ 1343, challenges the
reasonabl eness of his sentence, pursuant to United States v.
Booker , 543 u. S. 220 (2005) (requiring, i nter alia,
“reasonabl eness” revi ew of post-Booker sentences, to be guided by
the factors stated in 18 U S.C. § 3553(a)). After offense-Ievel
adj ustnents for anmpunt of |oss and acceptance of responsibility,

his offense | evel was 12, with an advi sory Qui delines range of 10-

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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16 nonths inprisonnent. The inposed 24-nonth sentence was ei ght
nmont hs above the high end of this range.

“Where, as here, a district court inposes a post-Booker
non- Gui del i nes sentence—that is, one that deviates either above or
bel ow t he rel evant QGui del i nes sentence as opposed to departing with
reference to an applicable Cuidelines departure provision—we
conduct our reasonabl eness review through an abuse-of-discretion
| ens, paying particular attention to the specific reasons given for
deviating fromthe GQuidelines.” United States v. Arnendariz, 451
F.3d 352, 358 (5th Cr. 2006). A non-Quiidelines sentence is
unreasonable if it does not account for a factor that should have
received significant weight, gives significant weight to an
irrelevant or inproper factor, or is the result of clear error in
bal anci ng the sentencing factors. United States v. Smth, 440 F. 3d
704, 708 (5th Cir. 2006).

The district court based its deviation fromthe high end of
t he advi sory sentencing range (deviation) on factors set forth in
§ 3553(a), including the nature and circunstances of the offense,
the history and characteristics of the defendant, the need for
deterrence and to pronote respect for the law, the seriousness of
the offense, the kind of sentences avail able, and the Cuidelines
range. 18 U. S.C. 3553(a)(1)-(4).

Mauricio has not shown that the district court failed to

account for a factor that should have received significant weight,



that the district court gave significant weight to an irrel evant or
i nproper factor, or that it was the result of clear error in
bal anci ng the sentencing factors. See Smth, 440 F.3d at 708.
Accordingly, t he above-t he- Gui del i nes-range sent ence was

r easonabl e. See id. at 707-08.
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