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PER CURI AM *

M guel CGuajardo pleaded guilty to conspiracy, possession
wth intent to distribute nore than 5000 granms of cocai ne, and
distribution of nore than 500 grans of cocaine. There was no
pl ea agreenent, but CGuajardo stipulated to a factual resune
supporting the plea. Quajardo noved 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 deni ed the notion.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Guaj ardo argues that the district court abused its
di scretion by denying his notion to withdraw his guilty plea. In
denying the notion, the district court considered the appropriate

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

(5th Gr. 1984). The district court found, anong other things,
that the plea was knowi ng and voluntary and that Guajardo had
perjured hinself in testifying that the plea docunents and
proceedi ngs were not translated fully. If the district court's
factual findings rest upon credibility determ nations after an
evidentiary hearing, this court will not substitute its reading

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

States v. N xon, 881 F.2d 1305, 1310-12 (5th Gr. 1989). 1In

light of the district court’s credibility determ nation, QGuajardo
has not shown that the district court abused its discretion in

denying his notion to withdraw his guilty plea because he nade no
showi ng of a fair and just reason justifying the w thdrawal under

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

(5th Gir. 1998).

AFFI RVED.



