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PER CURIAM:*

Miguel Baltazar-Lopez appeals his guilty-plea conviction for being an illegal

alien in possession of a firearm, in violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 922(g)(5) and

924(a)(2).  He contends that the factual basis to which he pleaded is insufficient to

support the interstate commerce element of a § 922(g) offense and that we should
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reconsider our jurisprudence respecting the constitutionality of § 922(g) in light of

Jones v. United States1 and United States v. Morrison.2

We have declined to entertain the advanced constitutional challenge to 18

U.S.C. § 922(g)(1).3  For purposes of this appeal, we view 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(5) as

indistinguishable from 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1) for both rely on the same jurisdictional

nexus between the firearm and interstate commerce.4  The cases cited by Baltazar

do not affect our consistent determination respecting the constitutionality of 18

U.S.C. § 922(g).  Consequently, the judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.


