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PER CURI AM *

Arturo Laredo-Mlinar pleaded guilty of inporting into the
United States nore than 100 kil ogranms of marijuana in violation
of 21 U S.C. 8§ 952(a). He appeals the enhanced sentence inposed
in his case under 21 U.S. C. 88 960(a)(1l), and (b)(2)(Q.
Laredo- Mol i nar argues that 21 U S.C. §8 960(b)(2)(Q is facially

unconstitutional in light of Apprendi v. New Jersey, 530 U S. 466

(2000). Laredo-Mdlinar raises his argunent only to preserve

it for Suprenme Court review. As he acknow edges, his argunent

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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is foreclosed by this court's decision in United States

v. Slaughter, 238 F.3d 580, 582 (5th G r. 2000), which held

that Apprendi did not render anal ogous statutes under the
Controll ed Substances Act facially unconstitutional.

This court is bound by its precedent absent an intervening
Suprene Court decision or a subsequent en banc deci sion.

See United States v. Short, 181 F.3d 620, 624 (5th Gr. 1999);

United States v. Mathena, 23 F.3d 87, 91 (5th CGr. 1994).

Laredo-Mlinar’s argunent is indeed forecl osed. Because Laredo-
Mol inar’s argunent is foreclosed, the Governnent has filed a
nmotion asking this court to summarily affirmthe district court’s
judgnent. That notion is GRANTED. The judgnent of the district
court is AFFI RVED

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON GRANTED



