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

No. 01-10591
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
V.
ANTHONY WAYNE G LMORE,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:00-CR-255-1-A

) Decenber 6, 2001
Before DUHE, EMLIO M GARZA and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM !

Ant hony Wayne G | nore appeals fromhis guilty-plea conviction
of possession of nore than 50 grans of a m xture contai ni ng cocai ne
base with intent to distribute, inviolation of 21 U S.C. § 841(a).

G lnore contends that the district court erred in denying his
nmotion to suppress evidence seized pursuant to a search to which
G | nore apparently consented. A voluntary and unconditional guilty
pl ea wai ves an appellant’s right to chal |l enge any nonj uri sdi cti onal
defects in the proceedings leading to his conviction. United

States v. Wse, 179 F. 3d 184, 186 (5th Gr. 1999). This waiver is

applicable to Fourth Anendnent cl ains. See id. In any event,

! Pursuant to 5THGR R 47.5, the court has detern 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



Glnore has fallen far short of denonstrating that the district
court abused its discretion in denying his notion to suppress,
w thout a hearing, on the ground that his supporting allegations

were conclusory. See United States v. Harrel son, 705 F.2d 733, 737

(5th Gr. 1983).

G lnore also argues that the district court erred in denying
his notion for a continuance on the day of sentencing. Gl nore
mai ntains that his roonmate at the trailer where the drugs were
found provided an affidavit “tend[ing] to exonerate” him G | nore.
G lnore has not established that the district court abused its

discretion in denying the notion for a continuance. See United

States v. Peden, 891 F.2d 514, 519 (5th Cr. 1989).

The conviction and sentence are

AFF| RMED.



