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

No. 97-41232
Conf er ence Cal endar

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

OCTAVI O ESTRADA- VALDEZ, al so known as
Jaci nto Estrada- Val dez,

Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. B-97-CR-194-1
* Cctober 21, 1998
Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, and WENER and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Cct avi o Estrada-Val dez, proceeding pro se, appeals his
guilty-plea conviction for reentering the United States w thout
the consent of the Attorney General after having been previously
arrested and deported. He argues 1) that his guilty-plea was
i nvol untary because his attorney and the prosecutor prom sed him
prior to pleading guilty that his sentence would be | ess than
what he actually received and 2) that he was deni ed due process

by not being given sufficient tinme to review the addendumto the

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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PSR and object to the recommendati on therein.

Estrada- Val dez’ s contention that the Governnent prom sed him
a particular sentence is not supported by the record.
Furt hernore, Estrada-Valdez was infornmed of the maxi num sentence

he could receive, and his argunent is without nerit. See United

States v. Gracia, 983 F.2d 625, 629 (5th Gr. 1993) (erroneous

predi ction by prosecutor and defense attorney of defendant’s
sentence not grounds for vacating a guilty-plea when def endant
was i nfornmed of the maxi num sentence he coul d receive).

Bot h Estrada-Val dez and his attorney stated at the
sentenci ng hearing that they had reviewed the presentence report
addendum and neither indicated that nore time was needed to
chal | enge the recommendati on contai ned therein. Estrada-Valdez’s
argunent that he was deni ed due process by not having sufficient
time to review and object to the addendumis w thout nerit.

United States v. Johnston, 127 F.3d 380, 403 (5th Gr. 1997).

H's notion for this court to accept his pro se brief and excerpts
in the formpresented is GRANTED. Hi s notion for an enl argenent
of tine to file areply brief is DENIED. Hi's conviction and

sent ence are AFFI RVED



