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PER CURIAM:*

Howard Harry Hanson (“Hanson”), federal prisoner # 07330-

079, appeals the district court order denying his motion to

compel the Government to file a FED. R. CRIM. P. 35(b) motion. 

Hanson argues that the Government breached the plea agreement and

that the district court abused its discretion in failing to

question the Government regarding the representations contained

in the plea agreement.
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With limited exceptions, a motion for reduction of sentence

for substantial assistance must be filed by the Government within

one year after the sentence was imposed.  FED. R. CRIM. P. 35(b). 

Hanson filed his motion nearly two years after his sentence was

imposed and does not assert that the exceptions to this rule

apply.  See United States v. Mitchell, 964 F.2d 454, 461 (5th

Cir. 1992).  Furthermore, the plea agreement upon which Hanson

relies made no representations regarding a FED. R. CRIM. P. 35(b)

motion and the district court cannot compel the Government to

file one.  See United States v. Amaya, 111 F.3d 386, 387 n.2, 388

(5th Cir. 1997).  

AFFIRMED.  


