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PER CURIAM:

Dontay Markeith Wells pleaded nolo contendere to
assaulting a federal correctional officer, in violation of 18
U.S.C.A. 8 111(a) (West 2012 & Supp. 2014). The district court
sentenced Wells to thirty days of 11mprisonment and he now
appeals. Appellate counsel filed a brief pursuant to Anders v.
California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), questioning whether the
district court erred in failing to rule on Wells” pro se motions
filed prior to his entering his plea to the charge. Wells has
filed a pro se supplemental brief raising additional issues.”
Finding no error, we affirm.

“When a defendant pleads guilty, he waives all
nonjurisdictional defects iIn the proceedings conducted prior to

entry of the plea.” United States v. Moussaoul, 591 F.3d 263,

279 (4th Cir. 2010) (internal quotation marks and citation
omitted). “Thus, the defendant who has pled guilty has no
non-jurisdictional ground upon which to attack that judgment
except the iI1nadequacy of the plea, . . . or the government®s
power to bring any indictment at all.” 1d. (internal quotation

marks and citations omitted); see also Tollett v. Henderson, 411

U.S. 258, 267 (1973) (holding valid guilty plea waives any

*

We have reviewed the 1issues raised iIn Wells” pro se
supplemental brief and conclude they lack merit.



challenge to indicting grand jury). We have reviewed the record
and conclude that Wells” plea was knowing and intelligent.
Therefore, Wells has waived the right to challenge any
non-jurisdictional defects occurring prior to his plea.

We have examined the entire record In accordance with
the requirements of Anders and have found no meritorious Iissues
for appeal. Accordingly, we affirm the judgment of the district
court. This court requires that counsel inform Wells, 1iIn
writing, of the right to petition the Supreme Court of the
United States for further review. IT Wells requests that a
petition be Tfiled, but counsel believes that such a petition
would be frivolous, then counsel may move in this court for
leave to withdraw from representation. Counsel”’s motion must
state that a copy thereof was served on Wells. We dispense with
oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately presented i1n the materials before this court and
argument would not aid in the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



