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

No. 00-20110
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
VI CTOR URI BE- GUERRERG,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 99-CR-435

 June 19, 2001
Before SM TH, BENAVI DES, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Victor Uribe-Guerrero (Uribe) appeals his conviction and
sentence following a guilty plea for illegal reentry into the
United States followi ng deportation in violation of 8 U.S. C
§ 1326. He argues that his indictnment was defective because it
failed to all ege specific intent, general intent, or an actus reus.

Uribe’' s argunents challenging his indictnent are foreclosed by

controlling Fifth Grcuit precedent . United States V.

Berri os-Cent eno, No. 00-20373, 2001 W. 435494, *2-4 (5'" Cir. Apr.

27, 2001) (reviewing de novo challenge to indictnent charging

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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of fense under 8 U.S.C. §8 1326 and hol ding indictnent’s all egations

of general intent sufficient); United States v. Tovi as-Marroquin,

218 F. 3d 455, 456-57 (5th Cr.) (holding that 8 U S.C. 8§ 1326 does
not establish a status offense that inproperly puni shes def endant

i n absence of an actus reus), cert. denied, 121 S. . 670 (2000);

United States v. Trevino-Martinez, 86 F.3d 65, 68-69 (5th GCr.

1996) (holding that 8 U S.C. 8 1326 does not require proof of
specific intent).

Ui be also contends that his three 1990 cocai ne convictions
are “related” for purposes of U S S . G 8§ 4Al1.2(a)(2) and that the
district court erred in assigning to him nine crimnal history
points for the three convictions. The district court did not abuse
its discretion in finding that Ui be s offenses were not rel ated

for purposes of US S .G § 4Al1.2(a)(2). See Buford v. United

States, 121 S. . 1276, 1276-81 (2001).

Uri be’'s conviction and sentence are AFFI RVED.



