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Before KiNG, HAYNES, and Ho, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM:"

Francisco Javier Narvaez, federal prisoner # 83442-020, appeals the
district court’s denial of his 18 U.S.C. § 3582(c)(1)(A)(i) motion for
compassionate release. He contends that the district court failed to read his
current motion, given misstatements in the order about the issues raised, and
failed to conduct a contemporaneous review of the 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a)

factors, as the court cited solely to the circumstances surrounding his offense,

" This opinion is not designated for publication. See 5TH CIR. R. 47.5.
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incorrectly stated that Narvaez did not address the § 3553(a) factors, and
failed to reference any of his cited favorable post-sentencing conduct.

We review for abuse of discretion. See United States v. Chambliss, 948
F.3d 691, 693-94 (5th Cir. 2020). The district court’s identification of the
issues raised reflects that it properly considered Narvaez’s most recent
compassionate release motion. The ruling also reflects a contemporaneous
assessment of the § 3553(a) factors. See United States v. Henderson, 636 F.3d
713,718 (5th Cir. 2011). The district court was not required to analyze every
factor set forth in § 3553(a) to explain its discretionary denial of the motion.
See United States v. Smith, 440 F.3d 704, 707 (5th Cir. 2006). Narvaez’s
disagreement with the district court’s weighing of the § 3553(a) factors does
not show an abuse of discretion. See Chambliss, 948 F.3d at 694.
Accordingly, the judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.



