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Bef ore JONES, BENAVI DES, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
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Juan Carl os Trini dad- Renovato (“Trinidad”) appeals the 64-
mont h sentence that was inposed following entry of his guilty
pl ea to one count of possession with intent to distribute
approximately three kil ogranms of cocaine, in violation of 21
US C 8§ 841(a)(1), (b)(1)(A. Trinidad argues that the district
court erroneously denied hima sentence reduction under the

Sentenci ng Cuidelines’ safety valve provision, U S C G 5ClL. 2.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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We review the decision to deny the application of U S C G

8§ 5C1.2 for clear error. United States v. Flanagan, 80 F.3d 143,

145 (5th Cr. 1996). The safety valve provision, in pertinent
part, requires that a defendant, at or before sentencing, provide
the Governnent with all the information and evidence he has
concerning his offense. U S C G 8§ 5Cl.2(a)(5).

We ordinarily do not disturb a district court’s credibility
determ nations and see no reason to do so in the instant case.

See United States v. R dgeway, 321 F.3d 512, 516 (5th G r. 2003).

After reviewing the record, we are convinced that the district
court did not clearly err when it denied Trinidad the reduction

af forded by the safety valve provision. See Flanagan, 80 F.3d at

145.
Trinidad al so challenges the constitutionality of 21 U S. C

841(a) and (b) in light of Apprendi v. New Jersey, 530 U S. 466

(2000). As Trinidad concedes, his Apprendi argunent is

foreclosed by United States v. Sl aughter, 238 F.3d 580, 582 (5th

Cr. 2000). Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court is

AFFI RVED.



