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PER CURIAM: 

 Maurice Williams was convicted of multiple counts of drug 

and firearms offenses, including possession with intent to 

distribute (“PWID”) more than five grams of crack, see 21 U.S.C. 

§ 841(a), and possession of a firearm in furtherance of a drug 

trafficking offense, see

 Williams first argues that his sentence should be governed 

by the Fair Sentencing Act of 2010, Pub. L. No. 111-220, 124 

Stat. 2372 (the “FSA”).  Among other things, the FSA increases 

the quantity of crack cocaine necessary to trigger the mandatory 

minimum sentences set forth in § 841; if the FSA were applicable 

to this case, Williams would not have been subject to a 

mandatory minimum sentence on the PWID charge.  This court has 

recently concluded, like every other circuit to have considered 

the issue, that the FSA does not apply retroactively.  

 18 U.S.C. § 924(c)(1).  The district 

court sentenced Williams to 180 months, the minimum sentence 

allowed under the statutes then in effect.  Williams appeals, 

challenging only his sentence.  We affirm. 

See 

United States v. Bullard

 Williams also contends that the district court erred by 

imposing a five-year consecutive sentence for his § 924(c) 

, No. 09-5214 (filed May 6, 2011).  

Because Williams was convicted and sentenced before the FSA took 

effect, he was properly sentenced under the version of § 841 

then in effect.  
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conviction.  Section 924(c) provides for a mandatory minimum 

consecutive sentence “[e]xcept to the extent that a greater 

minimum sentence is otherwise provided by this subsection or by 

any other provision of law.”  18 U.S.C. § 924(c)(1)(A).  

Williams, who had a prior felony drug conviction, argues that 

because he was already subject to a 10-year mandatory minimum 

sentence under § 841(b)(1)(B)(iii), the mandatory minimum 

sentence of § 924(c) should not apply.  We have previously 

rejected this argument, see United States v. Studifin, 240 F.3d 

415, 423 (4th Cir. 2001), and the Supreme Court recently 

confirmed that Studifin’s construction of the statute was 

correct, see Abbott v. United States

 Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, we hereby affirm 

Williams’s sentence. 

, 131 S. Ct. 18, 30-31 

(2010). 

 

AFFIRMED 


