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PER CURIAM:"

Carlos Jones appeals his guilty plea conviction for conspiracy to
possess with intent to distribute 50 grams or more of methamphetamine. He
argues that the factual basis for his plea was insufficient to demonstrate that

his conduct constituted a drug conspiracy offense. We review the forfeited

" This opinion is not designated for publication. See 5TH CIR. R. 47.5.
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objection for plain error. See United States v. Trejo, 610 F.3d 308, 313 (5th
Cir. 2010).

According to Jones, the record did not establish his agreement to
possess with intent to distribute methamphetamine, and even if we assumed
that it did, the record did not reflect that the conspiracy involved 50 grams or
more of methamphetamine or his knowledge of that quantity. Jones also
claims there was no evidence regarding the frequency of his sales or the
individuals to whom he distributed methamphetamine. However, for
purposes of the guilty plea, there was no requirement of any of these
elements. See United States v. Jones, 969 F.3d 192, 196 (5th Cir. 2020);
United States v. Daniels, 723 F.3d 562, 572-74 (5th Cir.), modified in part on
reh’g, 729 F.3d 496 (5th Cir. 2013); United States v. Betancourt, 586 F.3d 303,
308-09 (5th Cir. 2009).

The entirety of the record supports a reasonable inference of an
agreement among, at the very least, Jones, an unindicted coconspirator, and
a supply source to possess with intent to distribute methamphetamine. See
Jones, 969 F.3d at 196; United States v. Patino-Prado, 533 F.3d 304, 309 (5th
Cir. 2008); Trejo, 610 F.3d at 317. That evidence is bolstered by Jones’s own
admission to investigators that he purchased methamphetamine and
regularly distributed it. He thus fails to show error, plain or otherwise,

concerning the factual basis. See Trejo, 610 F.3d at 313.
The judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.



