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MEMORANDUM*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the District of Montana

Richard F. Cebull, Chief Judge, Presiding

Submitted May 15, 2012 **  

Before: CANBY, GRABER, and M. SMITH, Circuit Judges.

Philip Jeff Glen appeals from the 90-month sentence and lifetime term of

supervised release imposed following his guilty-plea conviction for distribution

and receipt of child pornography, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2252A(a)(2).  We
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have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

Glen contends that his below-Guidelines sentence is substantively

unreasonable in light of the alleged deficiencies in U.S.S.G. § 2G2.2 and the 18

U.S.C. § 3553(a) sentencing factors.  The record reflects that Glen’s sentence is

substantively reasonable in light of the totality of the circumstances and the section

 3553(a) sentencing factors.  See Gall v. United States, 552 U.S. 38, 51 (2007).

Glen also contends that the lifetime term of supervised release is

substantively unreasonable.  In light of the totality of the circumstances and the

section 3553(a) sentencing factors, the lifetime term of supervised release is not

substantively unreasonable.  See United States v. Apodaca, 641 F.3d 1077, 1082-

84 (9th Cir. 2011).

AFFIRMED.


