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PER CURIAM: 

Michael Gilbert appeals from the district court’s order denying his motion for a 

reduction in his sentence pursuant to Section 404 of the First Step Act of 2018, Pub. L. 

No. 115-391, 132 Stat. 5194.  On appeal, he contends that the district court abused its 

discretion by failing to recalculate the Guidelines range prior to denying his motion.  When 

the district court decided Gilbert’s motion, it did not have the benefit of our recent decision 

in United States v. Chambers, 956 F.3d 667, 672 (4th Cir. 2020) (holding that the district 

court must recalculate Guidelines range when considering sentence reduction under First 

Step Act).  Accordingly, we vacate the district court’s order and remand for further 

proceedings in light of Chambers.  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 
 

 

 


