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

No. 01-50335
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JAVI ER RUBEN PEREZ- RUELAS,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. EP-00-CR-1493-ALL-H

~ Cctober 23, 2001
Bef ore REAVLEY, DAVIS and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Javi er Ruben Perez-Ruel as (Perez) has appealed his
conviction, based on his guilty plea, of having unlawfully
reentered the United States in violation of 8 U S.C. § 1326. W
affirm

Perez contends that he is entitled to reversal because, at
his rearraignnent, the district court did not advise him (1) that
the court nust consider any applicable guideline in determ ning

his sentence and (2) of the effect of the supervised-rel ease term

which he would receive. See Fed. R Cim P. 11(c)(1).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Perez is not entitled to reversal as a result of the
district court’s not advising himconcerning the guidelines,
because the record shows that it did not affect his willingness

to plead guilty. See United States v. Vasquez-Bernal, 197 F. 3d

169, 171 (5th Gir. 1999), cert. denied, 528 U S. 1130 (2000).

The district court’s failure to explain the effect of a
supervi sed-rel ease termwas harnl ess error because the total of
the prison termand the supervised-rel ease termwhich Perez
actually received, plus the maxi mum prison termhe can receive if
his supervised release is revoked, is |less than the nmaxi mum
prison termprovided by Iaw for the offense, which Perez had been

made aware of at rearraignnment. See United States v. Cuevas-

Andr ade, 232 F.3d 440, 444 (5th Cr. 2000), cert. denied, 121 S
Ct. 1748 (2001).
AFFI RVED.




