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PER CURI AM *

This court affirnmed Donald Keith Crawford s conviction and
sentence, followng a jury trial, for 11 counts of bank fraud, in
violation of 18 U S.C 88 1344 and 2, and two counts of making
fal se statenments for the purpose of influencing the action of a
financial institution, in violation of 18 U S.C. § 1014. United
States v. Crawford, 03-50160, 2004 W. 887316 (5th Cr. 27 April

2004). The Suprene Court granted Crawford’s petition for wit of

" Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



certiorari and for | eave to proceed in forma pauperis; vacated our
previ ous judgnent; and remanded the case for further consideration
inthe light of United States v. Booker, 543 U S. _ |, 125 S
738 (2005). Crawford v. United States, 125 S. . 991 (2005).

We requested supplenental briefs fromthe parties addressing
the inpact of Booker. Crawford filed a supplenental brief; the
Governnent noved to reinstate the prior affirmance of Crawford’s
conviction and sentence, or, in the alternative, for an extension
of tinme to file its supplenental brief. Crawford did not respond
to this notion.

Crawford did not raise Booker-error until his petition for
wit of certiorari. Absent extraordinary circunstances, we wll
not consi der a defendant’ s Booker-rel ated clains presented for the
first time in a petition for wit of certiorari. United States v.
Taylor, _ F.3d __, 2005 W. 1155245, at * 1 (5th Gir. 17 My
2005). Crawford has not denonstrated the requisite extraordinary
circunstances. Therefore,

IT IS ORDERED that Appellee’s notion to reinstate prior
af firmance of Appellant’s conviction and sentence is

GRANTED.

| T I'S FURTHER ORDERED t hat Appel |l ee’s alternative request for

an extension of tinme of 14 days from the court’s denial of the



nmotion to reinstate prior affirmance of Appellant’s conviction and
sentence to file its supplenental brief is

DENI ED AS MOOT.



