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PER CURI AM

W liamLuther Young, Jr. appeals his conviction and sentence
for interstate travel wwth intent to engage in a sex act with m nor
inviolation of 18 U . S.C. § 2423(b) (1994). Appell ant contends t hat
the statute: (1) exceeds Congress’s authority under the Commrerce
Cl ause; (2) is unconstitutionally vague; (3) inpinges upon consti -
tutionally protected behavior; and (4) does not require the neces-
sary overt act.

Appel lant, who was residing in Pennsylvania, established
contact through the Internet with a 12-year old Maryland girl. He
traveled to Maryland to neet her, at which tinme he had sexua
contact with her. He travel ed again to Maryl and to neet her and was
arrested. The Appellant noved to dismss the indictnent, raising
the sanme issues raised in the instant appeal. The district court
deni ed the notion. The Appell ant then pled guilty and was sent enced
to 12 nonths' inprisonnment and three years of supervised rel ease.

We affirmAppel l ant's conviction and sentence on the reasoni ng
of the district court as expressed in its conprehensive nenorandum
opi nion denying Appellant's notion to dismss the indictnment.

United States v. Young, No. 96-CR- 393 (D. Ml. Feb. 18, 1997). W

di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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