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Ronald Allen Downey appeals from the district court’s judgment and
challenges the 5-month sentence imposed upon the second revocation of his

supervised release. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

Downey contends that the district court procedurally erred by impermissibly
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basing the sentence on the need to promote respect for the law. We review for
plain error, see United States v. Valencia-Barragan, 608 F.3d 1103, 1108 (9th Cir.
2010), and conclude that there is none. When taken in context, the court’s
statements that Downey does not respect the law were part of its proper assessment
of Downey’s history and characteristics, the need to protect the public, and his
inability to be deterred and rehabilitated. See 18 U.S.C. § 3583(e); United States v.
Simtob, 485 F.3d 1058, 1062-63 (9th Cir. 2007). Moreover, Downey has not
shown any likelihood that he would have received a lower sentence absent the
alleged error. See United States v. Dallman, 533 F.3d 755, 762 (9th Cir. 2008).

AFFIRMED.
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