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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
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vVer sus
ALLAN MARTI N BENNETT,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 2:05-CR-20203-1

Bef ore REAVLEY, GARZA and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Al lan Martin Bennett appeals the 132-nonth sentence he
received followng his guilty-plea conviction for conspiracy to
possess and distribute nore than five kilogranms of cocaine, in
violation of 21 U S.C. 8 846. He challenges the presunption of
reasonabl eness that attaches to a sentence inposed within a
properly cal cul ated gui delines range, relying on the Suprene

Court’s grant of certiorari in Rita v. United States, 127 S. Ct.

551 (2006). Because an intervening Suprene Court case explicitly

or inplicitly overruling prior precedent is required to alter

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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this court’s precedent, the grant of certiorari in R_ta has no

i npact on this court’s precedent. See United States v. Short,

181 F. 3d 620, 624 (5th G r. 1999). And now the Suprene Court has
decided Rita, ___ S.Ct. ____ 2007 W. 1772146 (June 21, 2007),
uphol ding the rule of this court.

Bennett’s sentence was within a properly cal cul ated advi sory

guideline range and is entitled to great deference. See United

States v. Mares, 402 F.3d 511, 520 (5th Cr. 2005). But aside

fromthat deference, because of this record and because the
sentencing court considered all the factors for a fair sentence
under 18 U. S.C. 8 3553(a), we conclude that Bennett has failed to
denponstrate that his sentence was unreasonable. See id. at 519-

20. The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



