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PER CURIAM: 

 In Appeal No. 08-6798, Deryck Lennox Halley appeals 

the district court’s order denying his motion for reduction of 

sentence pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3582(c)(2) (2006).  In Appeal 

No. 08-6851, Halley appeals the district court’s subsequently 

filed amended judgment denying the same motion.  The two appeals 

have been consolidated.  Because the district court’s amended 

judgment supersedes the court’s previous order denying Halley’s 

§ 3582(c)(2) motion, we dismiss Halley’s appeal of the previous 

order as moot.   

With respect to Halley’s appeal of the district 

court’s amended judgment, we have reviewed the record and find 

no reversible error.  Accordingly, we affirm for the reasons 

stated by the district court.  United States v. Halley, No. 

7:89-cr-00115-jct-1 (W.D. Va. May 13, 2008).  We dispense with 

oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are 

adequately presented in the materials before the court and 

argument would not aid the decisional process. 

     DISMISSED IN PART; 
     AFFIRMED IN PART 


