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Before:  GOODWIN, WALLACE, and W. FLETCHER, Circuit Judges.

Hurist Joubert appeals from the district court’s order denying his 18 U.S.C.

§ 3582(c)(2) motion for a reduced sentence.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C.

§ 1291, and we affirm.
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Joubert contends that the district court erred by denying his motion without

considering the relevant statutory factors, including his conduct while incarcerated

over the past ten years.  The record reflects that the district court complied with

18 U.S.C. § 3582(c)(2) and considered the relevant factors under 18 U.S.C.

§ 3553(a) in denying Joubert’s motion.  Accordingly, the district court did not err. 

See Dillon v. United States, 130 S. Ct. 2683, 2690-92 (2010).  We further reject

Joubert’s argument that he was entitled to greater notice regarding what procedures

the district court would employ in denying his motion.  See Dillon, 130 S. Ct. at

2691 (Section 3582(c)(2) is “intended to authorize only a limited adjustment to an

otherwise final sentence and not a plenary resentencing proceeding”). 

AFFIRMED.


