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PER CURI AM *
Jose Bernardo Marquez-Roa (“Marquez”) appeals his conviction

followng his plea of guilty toillegal reentry into the United

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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States after deportation, a violation of 8 U S.C. § 1326.

Mar quez argues that his indictnent was defective under the Fifth

and Si xth Anmendnents because it did not allege general intent.
Because Marquez did not present this argunent to the district

court, the indictnent is reviewed with “maxinmum|liberality.”

United States v. GQuznman- Ccanpo, 236 F.3d 233, 236 (5th Gr

2000). WMarquez’ indictnent listed every statutorily required
element of 8 U.S.C. 8§ 1326, infornmed himof the charge, and
fairly inported that his reentry was a voluntary act in view of
the allegation that he had been deported and renpoved fromthe
United States and was subsequently found in the United States
wi t hout havi ng obtai ned the consent of the Attorney Ceneral.
Mar quez’ indictnent was statutorily and constitutionally
sufficient. See id. at 239 n.13.

Mar quez’ conviction and sentence are AFFI RVED



