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Christopher Brandon Williams appeals from the district court’s judgment
and challenges the 18-month sentence imposed upon revocation of supervised

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

Williams contends that the 18-month consecutive sentence is substantively
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unreasonable in light of the government’s delay in pursuing revocation
proceedings and his mitigating circumstances, and because the sentence is longer
than necessary to meet the goals of sentencing on revocation. The district court did
not abuse its discretion. See Gall v. United States, 552 U.S. 38, 51 (2007). The
within-Guidelines sentence is substantively reasonable in light of the sentencing
factors under 18 U.S.C. § 3583(e) and the totality of the circumstances, including
the nature of Williams’s violations, his history of violating conditions of
supervised release, and his criminal history. See Gall, 552 U.S. at 51.

We decline to consider issues raised for the first time in Williams’s reply
brief. See United States v. Kama, 394 F.3d 1236, 1238 (9th Cir. 2005).

AFFIRMED.
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