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Heather Schutz appeals from the district court’s order denying her motion

for a sentence reduction under 18 U.S.C. § 3582(c)(2).  We have jurisdiction under

28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.
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Schutz contends that the district court erred by failing to consider whether

she was entitled to a sentence reduction under Amendment 750, which amended

the drug quantity table in U.S.S.G. § 2D1.1 for offenses involving crack cocaine. 

Contrary to Schutz’s contention, the district court considered her motion.  It

declined to grant the requested reduction, however, in light of Schutz’s prior

sentence reductions, which resulted in her sentence being below the amended

Guideline range and the mandatory minimum.  The court did not abuse its

discretion by denying the motion.  See United States v. Austin, 676 F.3d 924, 926

(9th Cir. 2012).

AFFIRMED.


