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MIldred V. Reed appeals the district court’s denial of her
nmotion to withdraw her guilty plea to a charge of msprision of a
f el ony. Reed contends: she asserted her innocence and did not
delay in filing the notion to wthdraw, she did not receive
adequate assistance from counsel prior to, and during
rearrai gnnent; she was pressured to plead guilty; and her plea was
not knowi ng and vol untary.

The district court’s denial of a notion to withdraw a plea is
reviewed for an abuse of discretion. United States v. Brewster,

137 F.3d 853, 857 (5th Gir.), cert. denied, 525 U S. 908 (1998).

"Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



Factors considered are: whet her the defendant asserted her
i nnocence, delayed in filing the notion, and had cl ose assi stance
of counsel; whether the withdrawal woul d prejudice the Governnent,
i nconveni ence the court, and waste judicial resources; and whet her
the plea was know ng and voluntary. 1d. (citing United States v.
Carr, 740 F.2d 339, 343-44 (5th Gr. 1984), cert. denied, 471 U. S.
1004 (1985)). “No single factor or conbi nation of factors nandates
a particular result.” United States v. Badger, 925 F.2d 101, 104
(5th Gr. 1991). A claimof innocence does not, by itself, warrant
the wwthdrawal of a guilty plea. Carr, 740 F.2d at 344.

An exam nation of the record and the above factors
denonstrates that, based on the totality of the circunstances,
Badger, 925 F.2d at 104, the district court did not abuse its
discretion in denying Reed’ s notion. Brewster, 137 F.3d at 857
Reed does not dispute the district court’s findings that w thdrawal
of the plea would prejudice the Governnent, inconvenience the
court, and waste judicial resource. Al t hough Reed bl anes
bur eaucracy, her notion to withdraw the plea occurred seven nont hs
after entry of the plea and five nonths after new counsel was
appoi nt ed. Wiile her clains of assertion of innocence and
i neffective assi stance of counsel are not wholly without nerit, we
cannot say, based on the totality of the circunstances, that the
district court abused its discretion. Id.
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