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PER CURIAM.  We summarily affirm the revocation sentence 

and revocation judgment in this matter.  See 1st Cir. R. 27.0(c).   

The sentence imposed is procedurally sound.  The 

district court did not consider any impermissible factors nor did 

it rely on any inaccurate information.  "After all, where there is 

more than one plausible view of the circumstances, the sentencing 

court's choice among supportable alternatives cannot be" abuse of 

discretion.  United States v. Ruiz, 905 F.2d 499, 508 (1st Cir. 

1990).  There was, therefore, no abuse of discretion.  See Gall v. 

United States, 552 U.S. 38, 51 (2007); United States v. Flores-

Machicote, 706 F.3d 16, 20 (1st Cir. 2013). 

So, too, the district court articulated a plausible 

sentencing rationale and achieved a defensible result.  See United 

States v. Martin, 520 F.3d 87, 96 (1st Cir. 2008).  The sentence 

— though higher than the Guidelines sentence that the defendant 

sought — is within the wide "universe of reasonable sentencing 

outcomes."  United States v. Vargas-García, 794 F.3d 162, 167 (1st 

Cir. 2015) (quoting United States v. Clogston, 662 F.3d 588, 592 

(1st Cir. 2011)).  Consequently, the defendant's claim of 

substantive unreasonableness is without merit. 

 

Affirmed. 


