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Before:  WARDLAW, CLIFTON, and N.R. SMITH, Circuit Judges.

Ronald S. Stern appeals from the 24-month sentence imposed upon

revocation of supervised release.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291,

and we affirm.
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Stern contends that his above-Guidelines sentence is substantively

unreasonable, in light of his health problems and the allegedly minor nature of his

violations.  The sentence is substantively reasonable in light of the totality of the

circumstances and the 18 U.S.C. § 3583(e) sentencing factors.  See Gall v. United

States, 552 U.S. 38, 51 (2007); United States v. Simtob, 485 F.3d 1058, 1063 (9th

Cir. 2007) (“A violator who, after committing an offense and being placed on

supervised release for that offense, again commits a similar offense is not only

more likely to continue on that path, but also has demonstrated to the court that the

violator has little respect for its command.”).

AFFIRMED.


