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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff - Appellee,

No. 24-3018
(D.C. No. 5:09-CR-40049-KHV-l) 

(D. Kan.)

v.

GREGORY D. CROSBY,

Defendant - Appellant.

ORDER AND JUDGMENT*

Before MORITZ, BALDOCK, and MURPHY, Circuit Judges.

Gregory Crosby, a federal prisoner proceeding pro se,1 appeals the district

court’s order denying his motion for a sentence reduction under 18 U.S.C.

§ 3582(c)(l)(A)(i). Finding no abuse of discretion, we affirm.

* After examining the briefs and appellate record, this panel has determined 
unanimously that oral argument would not materially assist in the determination of 
this appeal. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2); 10th Cir. R. 34.1(G). The case is therefore 
ordered submitted without oral argument. This order and judgment is not binding 
precedent, except under the doctrines of law of the case, res judicata, and collateral 
estoppel. But it may be cited for its persuasive value. See Fed. R. App. P. 32.1(a); 
10th Cir. R. 32.1(A).

We construe Crosby’s pro se filings liberally, “but we do not act as his 
advocate.” United States v. Griffith, 92jL&$*'8<§<§<(.864 n.l (10th Cir. 2019).
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