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Joe Willie Hooks appeals from the district court’s order denying his 18

U.S.C. § 3582(c)(2) motion for reduction of sentence.  We have jurisdiction under

28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.
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Hooks contends that he is eligible for a sentence reduction under

Amendment 750 to the Sentencing Guidelines, which changed the drug quantity

table in U.S.S.G. § 2D1.1 for offenses involving crack cocaine.  This contention

fails.  Amendment 750 did not alter the Guidelines range applicable to the drug

quantity used to determine Hooks’s sentence.  See U.S.S.G. app. C, amend. 750. 

Because Amendment 750 did not lower Hooks’s advisory Sentencing Guidelines

range, the district court lacked jurisdiction to reduce his sentence.  See 18 U.S.C.

§ 3582(c)(2); United States v. Leniear, 574 F.3d 668, 674 (9th Cir. 2009).

In light of this conclusion, we do not reach Hooks’s contention that the

district court abused its discretion by failing to state reasons for denying his

motion.

AFFIRMED.


