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PER CURIAM:*
Israel Mendoza appeals his 120-month sentence following a
plea of guilty to one count of being a felon in possession of a
firearm.

He contends that the district court erred by departing

upward from the sentencing guidelines range of 30 to 37 months
based on its conclusion that Mendoza’s criminal history score did
not reflect the extent of his criminal record and the likelihood
of recidivism.

*

See U.S.S.G. § 4A1.3 (p.s.)

Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limited circumstances set forth in 5TH CIR.
R. 47.5.4.
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-2The district court’s reasons for departure were adequate.
Mendoza has continuously reentered the United States and
committed crimes despite deportations and lenient sentences, and
his criminal history and risk of recidivism were underrepresented by his criminal history score.

See United States v.

Pennington, 9 F.3d 1116, 1118 (5th Cir. 1993).

The degree of

departure was reasonable because the district court moved
incrementally through the guidelines ranges to reach a sentence
the court deemed adequate in light of the ineffectiveness of
prior lesser sentences in deterring Mendoza’s criminal conduct.
See United States v. Rosogie, 21 F.3d 632, 633-34 (5th Cir.
1994).

The district court did not abuse its discretion by

departing as it did.
AFFIRMED.

The judgment of the district court is

