
This disposition is not appropriate for publication and is not precedent    *

except as provided by 9th Cir. R. 36-3.

The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision    **
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request for oral argument is denied.
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Before: CANBY, GRABER, and M. SMITH, Circuit Judges.

Kaylan Jay Bell appeals from the 42-month sentence imposed following his

guilty-plea conviction for failure to register as a sex offender, in violation of 18

U.S.C. § 2250(a).  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.
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Bell contends that the district court erred under Tapia v. United States, 131

S. Ct. 2382 (2011), by selecting his sentence on the basis of his need for

rehabilitation.  Because Bell did not object on this basis before the district court,

we review for plain error.  See United States v. Tapia, 665 F.3d 1059, 1063 (9th

Cir. 2011).  We find none.  The court selected Bell’s sentence out of concern for

protecting society, rather than to promote rehabilitation.  Moreover, Bell has not

established that any error affected his substantial rights.  See United States v.

Waknine, 543 F.3d 546, 554 (9th Cir. 2008) (to establish plain error, a defendant

must demonstrate “a reasonable probability that he would have received a different

sentence” if the district court had not erred).

AFFIRMED.


