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PER CURI AM

Terry Nat hani al Keith pled guilty on August 26, 2004, to
possession of a firearmafter conviction of a felony, in violation
of 18 U.S.C. 8§ 922(g)(1) (2000). The district court sentenced
Kei t h on Novenber 19, 2004, over his objection based on Bl akely v.
Washi ngton, 124 S. C. 2531 (2004), to fifty-seven nonths of
i nprisonnment to be followed by three years of supervised rel ease.
The district court al so specified an alternative sentence of forty-
ei ght nmont hs  of | mpri sonment pur suant to this court’s

recommendation in United States v. Hanmoud, 378 F.3d 426 (4th G r

2004) (order), opinion issued by 381 F.3d 316, 353-54 (4th Grr.

2004) (en banc), cert. granted and judgnent vacated, 125 S. C

1051 (2005).
Kei t h appeal ed, chall enging the constitutionality of the
federal sentencing schene in |light of the Supreme Court’s decision

in Blakely v. Washington, 124 S. C. 2531 (2004)." The case was

held i n abeyance pending the decision in United States v. Booker,

125 S. C. 738 (2005). That opinion has now i ssued, and applies
the Court’s reasoning in Blakely to the federal sentencing
gui del i nes.

Kei th now noves for an expedited remand of this case to

the district court to allow inplenentation of the alternative

"He al so challenged the anount of credit given himfor tine
spent in state custody, but has now withdrawmn that claim as
premat ur e.



sent ence previously announced by the district court, a notion which
i s unopposed by the Governnment. W grant the notion to allow the
district court to reconsider Keith's sentence in light of the
Booker decision. Therefore, we affirmhis conviction, vacate the
sentence inposed by the district «court, and remand for
reconsi deration of the sentence. W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the
deci si onal process.
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