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PER CURIAM:"

Kior Dejay Goodley appeals his conviction for possession with intent
to distribute methamphetamine and possession of a firearm in furtherance of
a drug trafficking crime. He challenges the denial of his motion to withdraw

his guilty plea.

" This opinion is not designated for publication. See 5TH CIR. R. 47.5.
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Once a district court accepts a guilty plea, the defendant has no
absolute right to withdraw it. See FED. R. CRIM. P. 11(d); United States v.
Powell, 354 F.3d 362, 370 (5th Cir. 2003). A district court may grant a motion
to withdraw a guilty plea upon a showing of “a fair and just reason for
requesting the withdrawal.” FED. R. Crim. P. 11(d)(2)(B). The burden
of establishing a fair and just reason for withdrawing a guilty plea rests with
the defendant. Powell, 354 F.3d at 370. This inquiry requires consideration
of the factors set forth in Unsted States v. Carr, 740 F.2d 339, 343-44 (5th Cir.
1984).

Goodley has not shown that the district court clearly erred by finding
that the Carr factors weigh against withdrawal. United States v. McKnight,
570 F.3d 641, 648-49 (5th Cir. 2009). For this reason, he fails to show that
the district court abused its discretion by denying his motion to withdraw his
guilty plea. Powell, 354 F.3d at 370. Accordingly, the judgment of the district
courtis AFFIRMED.

Although the judgment correctly states that Goodley was convicted
under, inter alia, 21 U.S.C. §841(b)(1)(C), the judgment incorrectly
describes an offense as involving “50 grams or more of” actual
methamphetamine. In light of this clerical error, we REMAND the case to
the district court for the limited purpose of correcting the judgment to amend
the nature of the offense for count one. FED. R. CrIM. P. 36.



