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

No. 96-50055
Summary Cal endar

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

ver sus

LI G A BALU, also known as Rita Dimci,
al so known as Rita D nuci, also known as
Sanel Stol zenberg, al so known as

Chanel Stol zenberg, al so known as

Chanel Sol zenberg, also known as Sanel
Sol zenberg, al so known as Lidia Bal u,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Western District of Texas
USDC No. SA-90-CR-43-1

April 8, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, W ENER and PARKER, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Ligia Balu appeals the district court’s denial of her notion
for nodification of probation. Balu argues that the district court
violated Fed. R Cim P. 32.1(b) by not holding a hearing on her
nmotion to term nate probation. Rule 32.1(b) requires a hearing

only if the proposed relief is not favorable to the defendant. In

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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



this case, the proposed relief was favorable. That favorable
relief was not granted does not mandate a hearing under Rule
32.1(b). Balu has shown no reversible error in the district
court’s denial of what is at |least her third notion to term nate
her probation. This court affirnmed the denial of an earlier such
nmotion by Balu on January 25, 1995. Balu' s npbst recent previous
nmoti on was deni ed August 25, 1995, and reconsideration was denied
Septenber 1, 1995; no appeal was taken. | nstead, the instant
notion, asserting essentially the sane grounds, was fil ed Sept enber
28, 1995. The district court clearly proceeded on the assunption
that it had jurisdictionto grant the relief sought, and we al so so
assune (arguendo).

Bal u’s notion for expedited hearing i s deni ed as unnecessary.

AFFI RVED.



