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Jerald Peter D’Souza appeals pro se from the district court’s order denying

his pro se motion to withdraw his guilty plea. We have jurisdiction under 28

U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

This disposition is not appropriate for publication and is not precedent
except as provided by 9th Cir. R. 36-3.

Kk

The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision
without oral argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).



D’Souza pleaded guilty to use of a facility of interstate commerce to
induce a minor to engage in criminal sexual activity, in violation of 18 U.S.C.
§ 2422(b). D’Souza did not file a direct appeal, and over one year after he was
sentenced, he filed the instant motion to withdraw his guilty plea under Federal
Rule of Criminal Procedure 11, challenging the factual basis underlying his guilty
plea. The district court denied the motion.

The district court properly denied D’Souza’s motion because Rule 11 does
not permit a defendant to withdraw his guilty plea after sentencing. See Fed. R.
Crim. P. 11(e) (“After the court imposes sentence, the defendant may not withdraw
a plea of guilty or nolo contendere, and the plea may be set aside only on direct
appeal or collateral attack.”).

AFFIRMED.

2 12-10156



