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and the information. The court explained to Johnstone the
rights he wouleng.o-r i g h t s r i g h t s

rights












“aggravated felony.” U S.S.G 8§ 2L1.2(b)(1)(A). The comentary
to this section defines "aggravated felony" by reference to 8

U S C 8§ 1101(a)(43), id., cnt. n.1, which includes “an of fense

relating to . . . forgery . . . for whhich the term of

i nprisonment is at |east one year . . . .7 8 USC 8
di d TD erenseen it(id.only)(la
T 5 Tj O 4 .on -Cil(.5a)p s a a , 7

SJohnstone also contends that the facts on which his
conviction was based anount only to petty larceny at npbst, not
forgery. For the reasons explained infra, we cannot
collaterally review the Colorado court's conviction.
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post-conviction review is conplete. W review the |egal
determ nation of the guidelines' neaning and scope de novo.

Luna- Di az
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contends that wunder Apprendi, he is entitled to a jury
det erm nati on of whether he was deported foll ow ng an aggravat ed

fel ony conviction. See Appr endi
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Mor eover, by its express ternms, Apprendi concerns only



‘I'n addition, Johnstone nmakes two nore cursory argunments,
neit her



