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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF IOWA 


No. 3-961 / 03-0712

Filed December 24, 2003

STATE OF IOWA,


Plaintiff-Appellee,

vs.

ROBERT ALAN HOXSEY, Jr.,


Defendant-Appellant.



Appeal from the Iowa District Court for Wapello County, Richard J. Vogel, Judge.


Hoxsey appeals his sentences imposed by the district court.  AFFIRMED.


Linda Del Gallo, State Appellate Defender, and James Tomka, Assistant Appellate Defender, for appellant.


Thomas J. Miller, Attorney General, Kristin Guddall, Assistant Attorney General, Mark Tremmel, County Attorney, and Ron Kelly, Assistant County Attorney, for appellee.


Considered by Vogel, P.J., and Hecht and Vaitheswaran, JJ.

VAITHESWARAN, J.


Robert Alan Hoxsey pled guilty to willful injury causing bodily injury and conspiracy to commit a forcible felony.  See Iowa Code §§ 708.4(2); 706.1, .3 (2001).  The district court sentenced him to prison terms not exceeding five years on the willful injury count and ten years on the conspiracy count, to be served concurrently.  


On appeal, Hoxsey contends the district court did not consider all relevant factors in sentencing him.  See State v. Hildebrand, 280 N.W.2d 393, 396 (Iowa 1979).  In particular, he maintains that the court failed to consider the fact he was employed, was planning on settling down and getting married, and had “turned his life around to be a useful member of the community.”  


The district court judge pronounced sentence after advising the defendant that he had “carefully read” the pre-sentence investigation report and had considered Hoxsey’s testimony at a co-defendant’s trial.  The court stated that a suspended sentence would not serve Hoxsey’s or the community’s best interests, given the violent nature of the crime.  The court nevertheless declined to impose consecutive sentences as recommended by the prosecution but, instead, ordered the sentences served concurrently.  The court finally reiterated that, in imposing sentence, it had considered “all the other matters set forth in the pre-sentence investigation report and the recommendation of Court Services.”  We conclude the court did not abuse its discretion in sentencing Hoxsey. See State v. Sailer, 587 N.W.2d 756, 763 (Iowa 1998).


Having considered the sole issue raised by Hoxsey, we affirm.


AFFIRMED.
