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Before POLI TZ, Chief Judge, GARWOOD and SMTH, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Nearly two years after his guilty plea conviction of bank
robbery, 18 U S.C 8§ 2113(a), WIllie Janes Chastain noved to
dismss his indictnent and to conpel disclosure of purportedly
favorabl e evidence. The notions were denied. W affirm

A defendant who pleads guilty waives all non-jurisdictional

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



defects arising prior to entry of the plea.! Failure to disclose
excul patory evidence is not a jurisdictional defect.? Nor is
Chastain's allegation that the governnent obtained evidence from
the State of Texas and the Gty of Amarillo wthout a
"writ/warrant/request," notwi thstanding his attenpt to characterize
it as such.® Chastain contends that his | awer was i neffective for
failing to protest the i nproperly obtained evidence. Cuilty pleas,
however, bar conplaints of ineffective assistance of counsel unl ess
they relate to the voluntariness of the plea.* Chastain does not
claim that he would have insisted on going to trial but for his
attorney's purportedly deficient performance.® Accordingly, this
conplaint too is forecl osed.
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