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Dwi ght Shaffer, Appellant Pro Se. M chael Lee Keller, OFFI CE OF THE
UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Charl eston, West Virginia, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Dwi ght Shaffer appeals an order of the district court denying
a notion for sentence reduction based on Shaffer’s post-sentence
rehabilitation efforts. W affirm Under 18 U S.C A § 3582(c)
(West 1985 & Supp. 1998), and Fed. R Cim P. 35, the court may
not nodify a termof inprisonnent once it has been inposed except

invery narrow ci rcunstances not applicable here. United States v.

Fraley, 988 F.2d 4, 6 (4th Cr. 1993). The cases cited by Shaffer
to support his argunent that post-sentencing rehabilitation efforts
can be considered under the sentencing guidelines involve situ-
ations where an initial sentence has been reversed on ot her grounds

and the offender is to be resentenced, United States v. Sally, 116

F.3d 76 (3d Cir. 1997); or post-offense but presentence rehabil -

itation efforts. United States v. Brock, 108 F.3d 31 (4th Cir.

1997). We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and oral argunent would not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED



