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PER CURI AM *

In 1963, Jerry Mack Dorrough pleaded guilty to robbery of a
postal enployee and putting the life of a postal enployee in
j eopardy during a robbery in violation of 18 U S.C. § 2114.
After being released on parole in Novenber 1978, he fled and
el uded authorities until his arrest in May 1999; he is currently
serving his parole. Dorrough appeals the district court’s denial
of his notion to correct or reduce his sentence pursuant to FED.

R CRM P. 35. Dorrough argues that his guilty plea was invalid

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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because the trial court did not advise himof the existence of a
| esser included offense. Because Dorrough’s claimis actually a
chall enge to his conviction, the district court did not abuse its
discretion in holding that Dorrough’s challenge to his guilty

pl ea was not properly raised under Rule 35. See United States V.

Prest enbach, 230 F.3d 780, 782 (5th Cr. 2000)(“Under Rule 35(a),

a def endant cannot chall enge his conviction; he can only
chal | enge his sentence.”). Even if the notion were construed as
a 28 U S C 8 2255 notion, the district court did not err in
determning that it should be dism ssed because the notion woul d
be successive, and Dorrough did not show that he had obtai ned

authorization to file a successive 28 U S.C. § 2255 noti on. See

United States v. R ch, 141 F. 3d 550, 551-52 (5th GCr. 1998).

AFFI RVED.



