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PER CURI AM *

Ceorge Paul Salenp appeals his conviction for aiding and
abetting and escape fromcustody. He contends that his guilty pl ea
is invalid because the district court violated several provisions

of FED. R CRM P. 11 during the coll oquy.

Pursuant to 5TH QR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



The district court failed to inform Saleno during the plea
colloquy that his nmaxinmum sentence includes three years of
supervi sed rel ease. This om ssion, however, when added to Sal enp’ s
sentence of inprisonnent of 27 nonths, resulted in a total sentence
of only three nonths nore than the maxi nrum 60 nonths stated by the
district court during the colloquy. Moreover, this period of
supervised release is to run concurrently with the period of
supervised release inposed on Saleno for his prior offenses.
Accordingly, the error was harm ess. See United States v. Johnson,
1 F.3d 296, 302 (5th Cr. 1993) (en banc) (substantial rights are
af fected when “the district court’s flawed conpliance with ... Rule
11 ... may reasonably be viewed as having been a material factor
affecting [defendant]’s decision to plead guilty”).

Sal enb contends al so that his substantial rights were affected
when the district court failed to address individually the rights
enunerated in Rule 11(c)(3). Instead, the court asked Sal enb and
hi s counsel whether they had di scussed the rights Sal eno woul d gi ve
up in pleading guilty. Saleno fails to explain how this om ssion
affected his substantial rights; therefore, it is unnecessary to

address this contenti on. |d. at 298.

AFFI RVED.



