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In these consolidated appeals, Dario Gonzalez-Favela appeals the 63-month
sentence imposed following his guilty-plea conviction for attempted reentry of a

removed alien, in violation of 8 U.S.C. § 1326, and the 12-month consecutive

sentence imposed upon revocation of supervised release. We have jurisdiction
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under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

Gonzalez-Favela contends that the district court erred by denying the
parties’ joint recommendation for a fast-track departure under U.S.S.G. § 5K3.1
because it failed to engage in a comparative analysis of Gonzalez-Favela relative to
other defendants with a criminal history category of VI who nevertheless received
a fast-track departure. The court did not abuse its discretion. See United States v.
Rosales-Gonzales, 801 F.3d 1177, 1178 (9th Cir. 2015) (fast-track departure is
“purely discretionary”). The record reflects that the court properly denied the
departure based on the particular factors of Gonzalez-Favela’s case, including the
court’s previous grant of a fast-track departure to Gonzalez-Favela, and his
extensive immigration and criminal history. See id. at 1183-84. Moreover, the
aggregate 75-month sentence is substantively reasonable in light of the 18 U.S.C.
§ 3553(a) sentencing factors and the totality of the circumstances. See Gall v.
United States, 552 U.S. 38, 51 (2007).

AFFIRMED.
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