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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Cecil Fernando Crawford pled guilty to illegal re-entry by a
deported alien, 8 U.S.C.A. § 1326(a), (b)(2) (West Supp. 1995), and
to making false statements on a passport application, 18 U.S.C.A.
§ 1542 (West Supp. 1995). He received a sentence of 68 months im-
prisonment which, by operation of 18 U.S.C. § 3584(a) (1988), will
run consecutively to the state sentence he was serving when he was
sentenced for the instant offense. Crawford contends on appeal, and
the government concedes, that the district court erred in failing to
apply USSG § 5G1.3(c), p.s.1 to determine to what extent a con-
secutive sentence was necessary to achieve a reasonable incremental
punishment for the instant offense. We vacate the sentence and
remand for resentencing.

Crawford, a Jamaican citizen, was deported in 1991 after being
convicted of cocaine trafficking in Missouri. In June 1994, Crawford
was arrested in Winston-Salem, North Carolina, on drug charges. In
September, he received a state sentence of seven years imprisonment.
In December 1994, Crawford pled guilty to illegally re-entering the
country and to making false statements on a passport application. The
second charge was based on Crawford's attempt, in May 1994, to
obtain a United States passport under the name of Clarence Britton,
an American citizen.

The probation officer recommended an offense level of 21, a crimi-
nal history category of IV, and a guideline range of 57-71 months. At
the sentencing hearing, defense counsel informed the district court
that Crawford's expected release date for his state sentence was
December 1997, leaving him approximately 30 months still to serve.
_________________________________________________________________
1 United States Sentencing Commission, Guidelines Manual (Nov.
1994).
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The attorney asked the district court to apply USSG§ 5G1.3(c)2 by
imposing a sentence partially concurrent with the state sentence
Crawford was already serving. Under USSG § 5G1.3(c), when a
defendant is sentenced while serving an undischarged sentence, a con-
secutive sentence is imposed for the instant offense"to the extent nec-
essary to achieve a reasonable incremental punishment."

The district court explained its understanding of the procedure for
applying USSG § 5G1.3(c). However, the court then sentenced Craw-
ford without applying USSG § 5G1.3(c), leaving open the possibility
of changing the sentence later if necessary. The court stated that it
would contact the Sentencing Commission for guidance and invited
the parties to do the same. No further action was taken.

The district court was required to apply USSG § 5G1.3(c) to deter-
mine a reasonable incremental punishment. United States v. Johnson,
48 F.3d 806, 807 (4th Cir. 1995). Therefore, we vacate Crawford's
sentence and remand for resentencing. On remand, the district court
should determine to what extent, if any, a consecutive sentence is nec-
essary to achieve a reasonable incremental punishment for the instant
offense. We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the court
and argument would not aid the decisional process.

VACATED AND REMANDED
_________________________________________________________________
2 Neither § 5G1.3(a) nor§ 5G1.3(b) applied; a defendant who is sen-
tenced while serving an undischarged sentence in any other case is sen-
tenced under § 5G1.3(c).
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