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Leopoldo Arteaga-Reyna appeals the district court’s imposition of a 41-

month sentence following his guilty plea to reentry after deportation, in violation
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of 8 U.S.C. § 1326. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

Arteaga-Reyna contends that the district court erred in applying a 16-level
enhancement under U.S.S.G. § 2L1.2(b)(1)(A)(i1) because his prior conviction
under California Penal Code § 211 is not a crime of violence. Arteaga-Reyna’s
argument is foreclosed. See United States v. Flores-Mejia, 687 F.3d 1213, 1214-
16 (9th Cir. 2012), cert. denied, 133 S. Ct. 958 (2013).

Arteaga-Reyna also alleges that his 41-month sentence is substantively
unreasonable in light of his history and characteristics. We review the substantive
reasonableness of a sentence for abuse of discretion. See United States v. Autery,
555 F.3d 864, 871 (9th Cir. 2009). There is an abuse of discretion when the
district court “makes an error of law, when it rests its decision on clearly erroneous
findings of fact, or when we are left with a definite and firm conviction that the
district court committed a clear error of judgment.” United States v. Ressam, 679
F.3d 1069, 1086 (9th Cir. 2012) (en banc) (citation and internal quotation marks
omitted). We find no abuse of discretion in this case because the 41-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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