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PER CURIAM:*

Darrell Jermaine Long appeals the sentence he received

following his guilty-plea conviction for transporting aliens for

financial gain, in violation of 8 U.S.C. § 1324.  He challenges

the district court’s denial of a U.S.S.G. § 3E1.1 reduction for

acceptance of responsibility.  

The district court denied the § 3E1.1 reduction because,

after pleading guilty and while on pretrial release in the
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instant case, Long pleaded guilty to fraud charges in Georgia and

was sentenced to two years’ imprisonment.  Long contends that

this was error, urging that, pursuant to § 3E1.1 (n.1(b)), the

determination whether a defendant accepted responsibility should

be limited to the offense of conviction and to conduct related to

the offense of conviction. 

Long concedes that his argument is foreclosed by our opinion

in United States v. Watkins, 911 F.2d 983, 985 (5th Cir. 1990). 

In Watkins, we rejected the precise argument that Long now

asserts and held that the application note to § 3E1.1 was

“phrased in general terms and does not specify that the defendant

need only refrain from criminal conduct associated with the

offense of conviction in order to qualify for the reduction.” 

Id.  One panel of this court may not ignore or overrule a prior

panel decision.  See United States v. Ruiz, 180 F.3d 675, 676

(5th Cir. 1999).  Accordingly, the judgment of the district court

is AFFIRMED.


