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ROTH, Circuit Judge:

Leyda Rey-Gonzalez appeals from a judgment of sentence after pleading guilty to

violating five conditions of supervised release.  The District Court had jurisdiction pursuant

to 18 U.S.C. § 3231.  We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291 and 18 U.S.C. §

3742(a)(1).  We review the District Court’s sentence for “reasonableness with regard to the

factors set forth in 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a).”  United States v. Bungar, 478 F.3d 540, 542 (3d

Cir. 2007).  Reasonableness review entails an inquiry into “whether the trial court abused its

discretion.”  Rita v. United States, 551 U.S. 338, 127 S. Ct. 2456, 2465 (2007).  We will

affirm.

We assume the parties’ familiarity with the facts and the record of prior proceedings,

which we describe only as necessary to explain our decision.

Rey-Gonzalez argues that her below-Guidelines sentence of 18 months imprisonment

followed by 42 months of supervised release was unreasonable because she had made

substantial improvements in her life and posed no danger to society.  The District Court,

however, adequately accounted for these circumstances as well as the other § 3553 factors.

We have reviewed the District Court’s sentencing colloquy and written judgment and found

no error.

Accordingly, we will affirm the judgment of sentence.


