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PER CURIAM:*

Raul Espinoza-Mondragon (“Espinoza”), a federal prisoner, appeals the

district court’s denial of his motion to vacate, set aside, or correct sentence pursuant

to 28 U.S.C. § 2255.  Espinoza contends that the district court erred in failing to



1 Bonvillian v. Blackburn, 780 F.2d 1248 (5th Cir. 1986); Blackledge v. Allison, 431
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2 Hill v. Lockhart, 474 U.S. 52 (1985).
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hold an evidentiary hearing to address his affidavits, which allegedly support his

claim that his guilty plea to drug-trafficking offenses was invalid because his

attorney performed ineffectively.  The affidavits state only that Espinoza does not

speak or read English, a fact that the court must have been aware of when it

accepted his guilty plea; an interpreter then was present for Espinoza.  The

affidavits contribute nothing relevant to Espinoza’s substantive claim.  The

transcript of the rearraignment shows that Espinoza voluntarily and knowingly

entered his guilty plea.1  Espinoza’s conclusional claims that his attorney’s

ineffective assistance caused him to enter his guilty plea are devoid of merit.2

Espinoza’s request for the appointment of counsel for appeal is DENIED.

AFFIRMED.


