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Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
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USDC No. 1:02-CR-48-ALL

Bef ore BARKSDALE, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Her man CGeorge appeals his guilty-plea conviction and
sentence for possession of firearns by an arned career crimnal.
See 18 U.S.C. 88 922(g)(1), 924(e). GCeorge argues that the
district court abused its discretion in denying the Assistant
Federal Public Defender Chris A Cooklin's first notion to
W t hdraw as appointed counsel. A valid guilty plea waives any

nonj urisdictional defects leading to a conviction United States

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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v. Omens, 996 F.2d 59, 60 (5th Cr. 1993). The issue of the

district court’s denial of appointed counsel’s notion to w thdraw
i nvol ves a purported nonjurisdictional defect waived by George’s
valid guilty plea. See id.

Ceorge al so argues that the district court erred in denying
his notion to withdraw his guilty plea. A district court may
grant a notion to wthdraw a guilty plea before a defendant is
sentenced upon a showi ng by the defendant of “a fair and just

reason for requesting the withdrawal.” Feb. R CRMm P.

11(d)(2)(B)(2003); United States v. Brewster, 137 F.3d 853, 857

(5th Cir. 1998) (citing former FED. R CRM P. 32(e)); see also

United States v. Carr, 740 F.2d 339, 343-44 (5th Gr. 1984). The

district court did not abuse its discretion in denying George’s

motion to withdraw his guilty plea. See Brewster, 137 F.3d at

857-58.

AFFI RVED.



