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PER CURIAM:*

Miguel Guajardo pleaded guilty to conspiracy, possession

with intent to distribute more than 5000 grams of cocaine, and

distribution of more than 500 grams of cocaine.  There was no

plea agreement, but Guajardo stipulated to a factual resume

supporting the plea.  Guajardo moved to withdraw his guilty plea,

asserting that he did not speak English and did not understand

the guilty plea proceeding.  The district court held a hearing

and denied the motion.
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Guajardo argues that the district court abused its

discretion by denying his motion to withdraw his guilty plea.  In

denying the motion, the district court considered the appropriate

factors set out in United States v. Carr, 740 F.2d 339, 343-44

(5th Cir. 1984).  The district court found, among other things,

that the plea was knowing and voluntary and that Guajardo had

perjured himself in testifying that the plea documents and

proceedings were not translated fully.  If the district court's

factual findings rest upon credibility determinations after an

evidentiary hearing, this court will not substitute its reading

of the evidence for that of the district court.  See United

States v. Nixon, 881 F.2d 1305, 1310-12 (5th Cir. 1989).  In

light of the district court’s credibility determination, Guajardo

has not shown that the district court abused its discretion in

denying his motion to withdraw his guilty plea because he made no

showing of a fair and just reason justifying the withdrawal under

Carr.  See United States v. Brewster, 137 F.3d 853, 857-58

(5th Cir. 1998).

AFFIRMED.


