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July 18, 2000

Per Curiam After a thorough review of the record

and of the parties’ subm ssions, we agree with the joint
recomrendation of the parties; accordingly, we summarily
vacate the sentence inposed bel ow and remand the matter for
resentencing. “The |anguage of [U.S.S.G 8§ 3E1.1(b)(2)] is
absolute on its face. It sinply does not confer any
di scretion on the sentencing judge to deny the extra one-
| evel reduction so long as the subsection’'s stated

requirements are satisfied.” United States v. Tall adino, 38

F. 3d 1255, 1264 (1t Cir. 1994). It is clear that appellant
Noe Mateo-Mrales qualified for a one-level decrease in his
offense level pursuant to U S . S.G 8§ 3E1.1(b)(2). The
sentencing court agreed that he qualified for a decrease
under subsection (a), his offense | evel was greater than 16
before (and after) that decrease, and he tinely notified the
governnment of his intention to plead guilty.

The sentence is vacated and the matter i s remanded

for resentencing consistent with this opinion. 1st Cir. Loc.

R 27(c).



