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ORDER

Appellant George Taylor’s appeal was pending when the Supreme Court decided
Kimbrough v. United States, 128 S. Ct. 558 (2007). We therefore remanded Taylor’s sentence
to the district court for the limited purpose of permitting the sentencing judge to advise this
court whether she was inclined to resentence Taylor in light of Kimbrough. However, we
instructed the district court judge to hold off telling the court whether she was inclined to
resentence the defendant under Kimbrough until she decided whether to act favorably on a
motion to reduce the defendant’s sentence under the new guidelines range, U.S.S5.G.

§ 1B1.10(b)(2)(A). United States v. Taylor, 520 F.3d 746, 748 (7th Cir. 2008).

Following our opinion, Taylor filed a motion to reduce his sentence, which the
district court granted and reduced Taylor’s sentence to 87 months, the bottom of the
amended guidelines range and the sentence requested by Taylor. The judge explained that
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she was persuaded that a reduction to the bottom of the range was justified as a response to
the sentencing discrepancy between crack and powder cocaine offenses. She continued that
Taylor had not asked for a sentence below the guideline range and that she was not inclined
to give him one under any authority she may have under Kimbrough. Instead, she noted
that the reduced sentence she was imposing would best carry out the statutory purposes of
sentencing by reflecting the severity of Taylor’s crime, protecting the community, and
achieving parity with the sentences of similarly situated defendants.

The district judge resentenced Taylor under the amended guidelines range, and
Taylor did not argue that 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) would warrant a still-lower sentence. The
judge confirmed that she would not be inclined to impose a lower sentence in light of
Kimbrough. Accordingly, we AFFIRM the judgment of the district court.



