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PER CURIAM.

After reserving hisright to challenge the warrantless search of hisvehicle, James
Little entered a conditional plea of guilty to a charge of being afelon in possession of
a weapon, a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1), and was sentenced to 60 months
imprisonment and threeyears of supervised release. Little appeals, contending that the
district court erred in denying as moot his motion to suppress the evidence discovered
during the search rather than by entering findings of fact or conclusions of law



regarding the motion or by adopting the findings set forth in the magistrate judge’s
report and recommendation.

Citing United States v. Bloomfield, 40 F.3d 910, 913-15 (8th Cir. 1994) (en
banc), the government contends that by accepting Little’ sguilty pleathe district court
implicitly adopted the magistrate judge’ s findings of fact and conclusions of law and
that in any event any reasonable view of the evidence will support the district court’s
decision, thus rendering aremand for findings unnecessary. In Bloomfield, however,
the district court had made some explicit factua findings, though not covering all
aspects of the facts giving rise to its conclusion that the stop and seizure was based
upon reasonable suspicion. We concluded that because a reasonable view of the
overal evidence supported the district court’s decision, no remand for additional
findings of fact was necessary.

Here, on the other hand, we have no findings of any kind by the district court.
Accordingly, we conclude that the case must be remanded for the entry of findings of
fact and conclusions of law with respect to Little's motion to suppress.

Thejudgment isvacated, and the caseisremanded to thedistrict court for further
proceedings in accordance with this opinion.
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