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PER CURIAM: 

 Zachary Liverman appeals the district court’s order 

denying his 18 U.S.C. § 3582(c)(2) (2006) motion.  The district 

court may reduce a sentence under § 3582(c)(2) “if such a 

reduction is consistent with applicable policy statements issued 

by the Sentencing Commission.”  18 U.S.C. § 3582(c)(2).  A 

reduction “is not consistent with [the Commission’s] policy 

statement and therefore is not authorized under 18 U.S.C. 

§ 3582(c)(2)” if the amendment “does not have the effect of 

lowering the defendant’s applicable guideline range.”  USSG 

§ 1B1.10(a)(2)(B) (2011).  The district court correctly 

determined that it lacked authority to reduce Liverman’s 

sentence under Amendment 750 and § 3582(c)(2), because the 

amendment did not have the effect of lowering his Guidelines 

range.  Under the new Guidelines, a level thirty-six applies to 

cocaine base quantities of between 2.8 kilograms and less than 

8.4 kilograms.  See USSG § 2D1.1(c)(3) (2011). 

 We have reviewed the record and find no reversible 

error.  Accordingly, we affirm the district court’s order. 

United States v. Liverman, No. 2:95-cr-00151-FBS-8 (E.D. Va. 

filed Nov. 10, & entered Nov. 14, 2011).  We dispense with oral 

argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately  
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presented in the materials before the court and argument would 

not aid the decisional process. 

 

AFFIRMED 

 


