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

No. 98-40918
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
DONNA PORTER HEDRI CK
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 2:97-CR-11-5
May 25, 1999
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM JONES, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Donna Porter Hedrick appeals fromher conviction of conspiracy
t o possess crack cocaine with intent to distribute. Hedrick argues
that her plea was involuntary because she did not understand the
nature of duress as a defense to crimnal liability; because she
pl eaded guilty to obtain nedical treatnent; and because she was
mental |y di sabled. She contends that her duress defense rendered
the factual basis for her plea inadequate.

The Governnent argues that Hedrick wai ved her right to appeal.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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The explanation of the waiver provision of the plea agreenent
offered at Hedrick’s sentencing hearing, however, limted the
wai ver to sentencing issues only. Al t hough Hedrick raises no
sentencing issues in this appeal, the issues she raises are not
barred by the wavier provision.

Regardi ng Hedrick’s contentions, our de novo review of the
record of Hedrick’s plea hearing indicates that her plea was
know ng and voluntary. See United States v. Amaya, 111 F. 3d 386,
388 (5th Gr. 1997). Qur review of the record indicates that the
district court’s finding that there was a factual basis for
Hedrick’s qguilty plea was not erroneous. United States v.
Schmal zried, 152 F.3d 354, 356 (5th Cr. 1998).

AFFI RVED.



