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PER CURI AM

Appel l ant Donald Lee MIler was convicted of a marijuana
trafficking offense. Three days later, the governnent filed civil
forfeiture conplaints against real property owned by MIller,
alleging that the properties in question were forfeitable as
crimnal proceeds derived fromMIller's drug trafficking activity.
Approxi mately a year later, the governnent's notion for summary
judgment inthe forfeiture action was granted. Ml er's conviction
and 150-nonth sentence having been affirnmed on direct appeal, see
United States v. Mller, 995 F.2d 865 (8th Cr.), cert. denied, 510
U S 1018 (1993), MIller filed a 28 U.S.C. § 2255 (1994) noti on,
cont endi ng t hat he has been puni shed twi ce for the sane offense, in
vi ol ati on of the Doubl e Jeopardy C ause, by his crim nal conviction
on the marijuana charge and the civil forfeiture of his property.
The District Court rejected this contention, and M| er appeals.




Mller's argunment is forecl osed by the decision of this Court
in United States v. Cenenti, 70 F.3d 997 (8th Cr. 1995) (hol ding
that forfeiture of fruits of crimnal activity is not punishnment
for purposes of double jeopardy analysis), and by the decision of
the Suprenme Court in United States v. Ursery, 116 S. . 2135, 2149

(1996) (holding that in rem civil forfeitures are neither
puni shment nor crimnal for purposes of the Double Jeopardy
Cl ause) . Accordingly, the judgnment of the District Court is
af firnmed.
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