IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 96-50393
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

ver sus

| SAAC CHARLES HUGHES,
a/ k/ a | ke Hughes,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-90-CR-79

Decenber 10, 1996
Bef ore W ENER, BARKSDALE, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

| saac Charl es Hughes, federal prisoner #52612-080, filed a
motion to nodify his sentence pursuant to 18 U . S.C. 8§ 3582(c)(2),
arguing that he was eligible for a sentence reduction based on
Amendnent 484 to the sentencing guidelines. US S. G App. C

anend. Section 3582(c)(2) authorizes a district court, inits

di scretion, to reduce a defendant's sentence when the guideline

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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range applicable to the defendant has been | owered by a

retroacti ve anendnent, such as Anendnent 484. United States v.

Towe, 26 F.3d 614, 616 (5th Cr. 1994).

In denying the notion, the district court considered the
factors set forth in 18 U S.C. 8§ 3553(a), which include: the
nature and circunstances of the offense; the history and
characteristics of the defendant; and the need for the sentence
i nposed - to reflect the seriousness of the offense, to pronote
respect for the law, to provide just punishnent for the offense,
to afford adequate deterrence to crimnal conduct, and to protect
the public fromfurther crines of the defendant. 18 U S. C
8§ 3553(a)(1) and (2). Hughes has not shown that the district

court abused its discretion in denying his notion. United States

v. Pardue, 36 F.3d 429, 430 (5th Gr. 1994), cert. denied, 115 S

Q. 1969 (1995).

AFFI RVED.



