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PER CURI AM *
This court affirmed the sentence of Sergio Al ani s- Gonzal es.

United States v. Al ani s-Gonzales, No. 04-40532 (5th Gr. Dec. 17,

2004) (unpublished). The Suprene Court vacated and remanded for

further consideration in light of United States v. Booker, 125

S. . 738 (2005).
Al anis contended for the first tine in his petition for

certiorari that pursuant to Booker, his sentencing pursuant to

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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the fornmerly mandatory gui deline sentencing schene was a
structural error that should be presuned prejudicial. He
concedes that his argunent is foreclosed by this court’s casel aw,
but he raises it to preserve it for further review He further
argues that he can satisfy his burden under the plain error
review standard, and that the plain error standard for show ng
prejudi ce applied by this court inposes a nore stringent burden

than the Suprene Court allowed in United States v. Dom nguez

Benitez, 124 S. C. 2333 (2004). Al anis concedes that his
argunent against this court’s plain error standard for show ng
prejudice is precluded by the caselaw of this court, but he
raises it to preserve it for further review

This court will not consider a Booker-related claimraised
for the first time in a petition for certiorari to the Suprene

Court “absent extraordinary circunstances.” United States v.

Taylor, 409 F.3d 675, 676 (5th G r. 2005). Alanis cannot
denonstrate reversible plain error; he therefore cannot satisfy
the nore stringent standard for extraordi nary circunstances.

Al ani s cannot establish that this application of the
formerly mandat ory gui deline sentencing schene affected his

substantial rights. See United States v. Val enzuel a- Quevedo, 407

F.3d 728, 733 (5th Gr. 2005). Alanis has not pointed to
anything in the record indicating that, and our review of the
record does not reveal anything suggesting that, the district

court woul d have inposed a | ower sentence had it sentenced him
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under an advisory guideline sentencing schene. United States v.

Bringier, 405 F.3d 310, 317 & n.4. (5th Gr. 2005).

Accordi ngly, we conclude that nothing in the Suprene Court’s
Booker decision requires us to change our prior affirmance in
this case. W therefore reinstate our judgnent affirmng his
convi ction and sentence.

AFFI RVED.



