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PER CURIAM
In Docket No. 42194, Christopher Robert Woods pled guilty to criminal possession of a
financial transaction card. 1.C. 88 18-3125(4) and 18-3128(3). The district court sentenced

Woods to a unified term of five years, with a minimum period of confinement of two years, to



run concurrent with an unrelated sentence. The district court suspended the sentence and placed
Woods on probation.

In Docket No. 42195, Woods pled guilty to attempted burglary. 1.C. 8§ 18-1401 and 18-
306. The district court sentenced Woods to a unified term of five years, with a minimum period
of confinement of one year, to run consecutive to his sentence in Docket No. 42194. Based upon
this guilty plea, the district court revoked Woods’s probation in Docket No. 42194 and ordered
execution of his original sentence. The district court retained jurisdiction in both cases and sent
Woods to participate in the rider program. Thereafter the district court relinquished jurisdiction
in both cases. Woods appeals, however, challenging only his consecutive sentence in Docket
No. 42195.

Regarding Docket No. 42195, Woods argues that his consecutive sentence is excessive
and constitutes an abuse of discretion. Sentences are reviewed for an abuse of discretion. Our
appellate standard of review and the factors to be considered when evaluating the reasonableness
of a sentence are well-established. State v. Burdett, 134 Idaho 271, 1 P.3d 299 (Ct. App. 2000);
State v. Sanchez, 115 Idaho 776, 769 P.2d 1148 (Ct. App. 1989); State v. Reinke, 103 Idaho 771,
653 P.2d 1183 (Ct. App. 1982); State v. Toohill, 103 Idaho 565, 650 P.2d 707 (Ct. App. 1982).
When reviewing the length of a sentence, we consider the defendant’s entire sentence. State v.
Oliver, 144 Idaho 722, 726, 170 P.3d 387, 391 (2007). The record does not indicate that the
district court abused its discretion in imposing a consecutive sentence.

The orders of the district court relinquishing jurisdiction and Woods’s sentence in Docket
No. 42195 are affirmed.



