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Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit. See
Local Rule 36(c). 

OPINION

PER CURIAM: 

Korell Ellis appeals his conviction and 295-month sentence follow-
ing his guilty plea to possession with intent to distribute crack
cocaine, in violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1) (2000), and carrying or
possessing a firearm during a drug trafficking crime, in violation of
18 U.S.C. § 924(c)(1) (2000).

Ellis claims the Assistant United States Attorney failed to inform
his defense counsel regarding the drug quantity attributable to him as
relevant conduct during plea negotiations. Ellis further contends that
this constituted a breach of the plea agreement. Ellis also claims he
relied on the predictions of counsel regarding his likely sentence and
that these predictions were based on his counsel’s discussions with
the prosecutor. At his Rule 11 hearing, however, Ellis affirmed that
no one had promised him what his sentence would be. Moreover,
Ellis concedes his plea agreement does not contain any language
regarding his guidelines range or promises from the Government as
to his guidelines range. 

During the plea hearing, Ellis was informed of the process by
which the relevant conduct determination would be made and the
maximum sentence he faced. Ellis told the court that he had not been
promised a specific sentence and that no one made any prediction as
to what his sentence might be. The court informed Ellis that it would
make an independent determination regarding relevant conduct and
that a presentence report would be prepared by the probation office.

Furthermore, there is no evidence of prosecutorial misconduct. The
prosecutor advised the district court that defense counsel was
informed that other individuals had been interviewed and "put weight
on the defendant." Ellis cites no evidence in the record that these
statements were incorrect or that the Government misled defense
counsel during plea negotiations. 
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Accordingly, we affirm Ellis’ conviction and sentence. We dis-
pense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and argument
would not aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED
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