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PER CURIAM: 

 Pablo Rodriguez-Paez pleaded guilty to illegally reentering 

the United States after having been removed, in violation of 8 

U.S.C. § 1326(a) (2012).  The district court sentenced 

Rodriguez-Paez to eight months of imprisonment followed by one 

year of supervised release and he now appeals.  Finding no 

error, we affirm. 

On appeal, Rodriguez-Paez argues that the district court 

abused its discretion in imposing a term of supervised release.  

We review a sentence for reasonableness, applying an abuse of 

discretion standard.  Gall v. United States, 552 U.S. 38, 51 

(2007); see also United States v. Layton, 564 F.3d 330, 335 (4th 

Cir. 2009).  If the sentence is within the Guidelines range, we 

apply a presumption of reasonableness.  Rita v. United States, 

551 U.S. 338, 346-59 (2007) (upholding presumption of 

reasonableness for within Guidelines sentence). 

Pursuant to the Sentencing Guidelines, a court should not 

ordinarily impose a term of supervised release for someone who 

is a deportable alien.  U.S. Sentencing Guidelines Manual 

§ 5D1.1(c) & cmt. n.5 (2014).  However, if the court determines 

that such an imposition would provide an added measure of 

deterrence and protection based on the facts and circumstances 

of a particular case, imposition of a term of supervised release 

may be appropriate.  Id.  We have thoroughly reviewed the record 
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and the relevant legal authorities and conclude that the 

district court did not abuse its discretion in imposing a term 

of supervised release based on the specific facts of Rodrigez-

Paez’s case. 

Accordingly, we affirm the judgment of the district court. 

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 the decisional process. 

 

AFFIRMED 
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