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

No. 97-10085
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
MARCUS HARRI S

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{e; ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:96-CR-066-1-A
‘Septenber 24, 1997

Bef ore REAVLEY, KING and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Marcus Harris appeals fromthe district court’s denial of
his request to withdraw his guilty plea. Harris argues that his
guilty plea was not knowi ng and vol untary because he did not
understand that his unconditional guilty plea would waive his
right to appeal his claimpursuant to the Speedy Trial Act.

Harris further argues that the district court abused its

di scretion when it denied his notion to withdraw his guilty plea.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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We have reviewed the record and find no reversible error.
The district court conplied with the dictates of Fed. R Cim
P. 11(c) and inforned Harris that he was waiving his right to a

speedy and public trial by pleading guilty. United States v.

Johnson, 1 F.3d 296, 298 (5th Gr. 1993) (en banc). The district
court did not abuse its discretion in denying the notion to

wthdraw his guilty plea. United States v. Bond, 87 F.3d 695,

701 (5th Cr. 1996). The judgnent of the district court is
AFFI RVED.

AFFI RVED.



