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

No. 96-10213
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

ver sus

NATHANI EL W LLI AMS, al so
known as Pee- \We,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:95-CR-252-X
Novenber 6, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, JOLLY, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The Governnent filed a notion to dism ss Nathaniel WIIians’
appeal based of his execution of a plea agreenent containing a
wai ver of his right to appeal his sentence. The notion is
DENI ED

WIllians argues that his guilty plea is invalid because the

district court failed to conply with Fed. R Cim P. R 11 by

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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failing to advise Wllians of the nature of the charge agai nst
hi m or of the consequences of his plea.

We have reviewed the record, including the transcript of the
rearrai gnnment hearing, the plea agreenent, and the factual resune
supporting the guilty plea, and hold that WIllians was aware of
the nature of the charge against himand of the consequences of
his plea. Further, even if the district court varied fromRul e
11 by not expressly stating the elenents of the offense of
convi ction, such variance cannot be reasonably viewed as a
material factor affecting WIllianms’ decision to plead guilty.

See United States v. Johnson, 1 F.3d 296, 302 (5th Gr. 1993) (en

banc). The district court also conplied with Rule 11 by insuring
that WIllians was aware of the maxi numterm of inprisonnent that

he coul d receive for the offense of conviction. See United

States v. Jones, 905 F.2d 867, 868 (5th Cr. 1990). WIlians has

not denonstrated that his guilty plea was involuntarily entered
because he was not aware of the nature of the charge against him
or of the consequences of his plea.

AFFI RVED.



