IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-51128
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
JEFFREY K. HEBERT,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. W99-CR-51-1

 March 11, 2002
Before DUHE, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Jeffrey K. Hebert appeals his guilty-plea conviction for noney
| aundering and conspiracy to possess anphetamine with intent to
distribute, violations of 18 U.S.C. 8§ 1956(h) and 21 U S.C. § 841,
846. He first argues that the Governnent breached the plea
agreenent by not filing a U S. S.G 8 5K1.1 notion for downward
departure. Hebert is m staken. The record reflects that the

Governnent did file such a notion in this case. Hebert thus has

not shown that the Governnent breached the plea agreenent.

! Pursuant to 5THGR R 47.5, the court has detern ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



Hebert next argues that the district court erred by not
advi sing himof the proper maxi num sentence that he could receive
and by not ensuring that he was aware of the nature of the charges
to whi ch he was pl eading. The rearrai gnnent transcript controverts
this assertion. Mor eover , Hebert’s plea agreenent also
sufficiently inforns hi mof the nature of the charges agai nst him

See United States v. Cuevas- Andrade, 232 F. 3d 440, 444 (5th Gr.),

cert. denied, 121 S. . 1748 (2001). Hebert also raises several

sentenci ng i ssues that are barred by t he wai ver-of - appeal provision
found in his plea agreenent. See FED. R CRM P. 11(c)(6); United
States v. Baty, 980 F.2d 977, 979 (5th Cr. 1992).

Hebert has not shown that he is entitled to relief on any of
the issues he raises. Accordingly, the judgnment of the district
court is

AFFI RVED.



