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Jose Luis CGonzal ez appeals his jury-trial conviction for
possession with intent to distribute nore than five kil ograns of
cocaine. See 21 U.S. C. 88 841(a)(1l), (b)(1)(A.

Gonzal ez first argues that the district court erred by not
allowing certain testinony froma | aw enforcenent agent. That
testi nony concerned specific information about possible
sentenci ng reductions that the agent provided to Gonzal ez during

his interrogation. Because other |aw enforcenent agents

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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testified that Gonzal ez already had confessed before being
advi sed of possible sentence reductions, and because the jury
heard sonme testinony that Gonzal ez had been advi sed of the
possibility of sentencing reductions during his interrogation,
we conclude that any error in excluding the specific testinony

was harnl ess. See Del aware v. Van Arsdall, 475 U S. 673, 681

(1986) (“[Aln otherwi se valid conviction should not be set
aside if . . . the constitutional error was harnl ess beyond a
reasonabl e doubt.”).

Gonzal ez al so argues that the Governnent failed to prove
that he know ngly possessed the type and anmount of controlled

substance alleged in the indictnent. As Gonzal ez concedes, this

argunent is foreclosed by this court’s decision in United States

v. Ganez- Gonzales, 319 F. 3d 695, 700 (5th Gr.), cert. denied

538 U. S. 1068 (2003).

AFFI RVED.



