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

No. 97-41283
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
RUDOLPH RODRI GUEZ,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:96-CR-92-1
- -C£t5bér-1é,-2000
Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Rudol ph Rodri guez appeals his conviction and sentence
followng a guilty plea for conspiracy to possess and possessi on
wth intent to distribute marijuana in violation of 21 U S. C
88 841, 846. Rodriguez argues that the district court failed to
conply with Fed. R Cim P. 11 because the district court
(1) failed to specifically inquire whether his guilty plea was
the result of any threats; (2) failed to specifically advise him

that he had the right to persist in a plea of not guilty; and

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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(3) failed to advise himthat he faced a three-year term of
supervi sed rel ease.

Rodri guez wai ved the right to appeal any error involving the
subst ance, procedure, or formof the conviction. See United
States v. Packer, 70 F.3d 357, 359 (5th Cr. 1995). Furthernore,
the district court determ ned that Rodriguez know ngly and
voluntarily waived his right to appeal. See United States v.

Mel ancon, 972 F.2d 566, 567 (5th Cr. 1992). Accordingly, the
district court’s judgnent is AFFI RVED



