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PER CURIAM: 
 
 Kenyatte Brown petitions this court for panel rehearing and rehearing en banc of 

our decision affirming the district court’s denial of relief on Brown’s motion for a sentence 

reduction pursuant to section 404 of the First Step Act of 2018, Pub. L. No. 115-391, 132 

Stat. 5194, 5222.  See United States v. Brown, 785 F. App’x 189, 190 (4th Cir. 2019).  In 

light of our decisions in United States v. Woodson, __ F.3d__, No. 19-6976, 2020 WL 

3443925 (4th Cir. June 24, 2020), and United States v. Chambers, 956 F.3d 667 (4th Cir. 

2020), we grant Brown’s petition for panel rehearing, vacate the district court’s order, and 

remand for consideration of Brown’s claims on the merits.∗  We express no opinion on the 

merits of Brown’s First Step Act motion.  We dispense with oral argument because the 

facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before this court and 

argument would not aid the decisional process. 

VACATED AND REMANDED 

 

 
∗ The district court did not have the benefit of Woodson and Chambers when it 

denied Brown’s motion in this case.   


