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PER CURI AM

Thonmas Robert Hubers pl eaded guilty to possessing cocaine with intent
to distribute, in violation of 21 U S. C. 8 841(a), and the district court!?
sentenced him to 210 nonths inprisonnent wunder the career-offender
Quideline, U S. Sentencing Quidelines Manual § 4B1.1 (1990). We affirned
Hubers's sentence and the subsequent denial of his 28 U S.C. § 2255 noti on.
See United States v. Hubers, 938 F.2d 827, 829-30 (8th Cir.) (per curian,
cert. denied, 502 U S 961 (1991); Hubers v. United States, 1993 W. 89019
(8th Cir. Mar. 30, 1993) (unpublished per curiam). Hubers then brought
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this 18 U S.C. 8§ 3582(c)(2) notion for resentencing, which the district
court also denied. Hubers appeals, and we affirm

In support of his section 3582(c)(2) request for resentencing, Hubers
argued that one of the state drug convictions underlying his career-
of fender status was actually a mnisdeneanor under state |aw, and woul d not
disqualify him from possessing a firearm under federal |aw. Section
3582(c)(2) allows a district court to reduce a defendant's prison termif
the defendant was sentenced "based on a sentencing range that has
subsequently been |owered by the Sentencing Conmission." Because the
sent encing range applied to Hubers has not been | owered, we agree with the
district court that section 3582(c)(2) is inapplicable here.

Accordingly, we affirm
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