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PER CURI AM

Cory Scott pled guilty to possession of a firearmafter
bei ng convicted of a felony, in violation of 18 U S.C. § 922(g)(1)
(2000). The district court sentenced hi mon Decenber 2, 2004, over

his objection based on Blakely v. Wshington, 124 S. . 2531

(2004), to aforty-six nonth termof inprisonnment to be foll owed by
three years of supervised release. After Scott filed his notice of

appeal, the Supreme Court decided United States v. Booker, 125 S.

Ct. 738 (2005). Scott has filed a notion for an expedited renmand
of this case to the district court for that court to inplenent the
thirty-nonth alternative sentence announced by the court in

accordance with our decision in United States v. Hanmoud, 378 F. 3d

426 (4th Cr. 2004) (order), opinion issued by 381 F. 3d 316, 353-54

(4th Cr. 2004) (en banc), cert. granted and judgnent vacated, 125

S. C. 1051 (2005).°

We grant Scott’s notion for remand to allow the district
court to reconsider Scott's sentence in light of the Booker
deci si on. Scott states in his notion that the sentencing issue
raised in the notion is the only issue he woul d pursue on appeal.
Therefore, we affirmhis conviction, vacate the sentence i nposed by
the district court, and remand for reconsideration of the sentence.

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and |egal

"The Governnent does not oppose Scott’s notion.
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contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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