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

No. 00-40149
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
ARMANDO VASQUEZ- GARCI A,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. B-99-CR-320-2
Before DAVIS, STEWART, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Armando Vasquez- Garcia appeals his guilty-plea conviction

for possession with intent to distribute approxi mately one
kil ogram of cocaine, in violation of 21 U S. C 8§ 841(a)(1l) and
(b)(1)(B) and 18 U.S.C. 8 2. He argues that his plea was
i nvoluntary due to his counsel’s representation that the 60-nonth
m ni mum mandat ory sentence was i napplicable to his case and that

he woul d receive a sentence | ess than the m ni num mandat ory

sent ence.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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When a defendant pleads guilty to a crimnal offense, he
wai ves several constitutional rights. The record of the guilty-
pl ea hearing therefore nust affirmatively reflect that the plea

is know ng and voluntary. Boykin v. Al abama, 395 U S. 238, 243

(1969). The voluntariness of a defendant’s guilty plea is

reviewed de novo. United States v. Amaya, 111 F. 3d 386, 388 (5th

Cr. 1997).

Even if it is assuned that counsel erroneously advised
Vasquez-Garcia that the m ni nrum nandat ory sentence was
i napplicable to his case and that he woul d receive a sentence
| ess than the 60-nmonth m ni rum nmandat ory sentence, such erroneous
information is insufficient to establish that Vasquez-Garcia’'s
pl ea was involuntary. “[R]Jeliance on the erroneous advice of
counsel relative to the sentence likely to be inposed does not

render a guilty plea unknowi ng or involuntary.” United States V.

Santa lLucia, 991 F.2d 179, 180 (5th Gr. 1993). As long as the

def endant understood the length of tinme he m ght possibly
receive, he was aware of the plea s consequences. |d.

The district court’s adnoni shnents with regard to the
correct statutory range of Vasquez-Garcia' s sentence at the plea
heari ng and Vasquez-Garcia s sworn acknow edgnent that he
under st ood the possi bl e range of punishnment show that Vasquez-
Garcia' s plea was know ng and vol untary.

AFFI RVED.



