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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Tamara Llamas appeals from the district court's judgment entered
pursuant to a plea agreement in which Llamas pled guilty to conspir-
acy to distribute and to possess with intent to distribute marijuanain
violation of 21 U.S.C.A. § 846 (West Supp. 1999); interstate travel
with intent to commit murder for hirein violation of 18 U.S.C.A.
§1958(a) (West Supp. 1999) and 18 U.S.C.§ 2 (1994); using and car-
rying afirearm causing death, in violation of 18 U.S.C.A. § 924(j)
(West Supp. 1999) and 18 U.S.C. § 2; tampering with awitness or
informant by killing in violation of 18 U.S.C.A.8§ 1512(a)(1)(C)
(West Supp. 1999) and 18 U.S.C. § 2. Llamas later moved to with-
draw her guilty plea. The district court denied the motion. LIamas was
sentenced to four terms of life imprisonment. The only issuein this
appeal isthe propriety of the court's denia of Llamas motion to
withdraw her guilty plea

We review the denial of Llamas motion for abuse of discretion.

See United Statesv. Craig, 985 F.2d 175, 178 (4th Cir. 1993). A
defendant does not have an absolute right to withdraw a guilty plea,
see United Statesv. Ewing, 957 F.2d 115, 119 (4th Cir. 1992), but
must present a “fair and just” reason. See Fed. R. Crim. P. 32(e);
United States v. Lambey, 974 F.2d 1389, 1394 (4th Cir. 1992). We
find that the district court did not abuse its discretion in denying Lla
mas motion to withdraw her guilty plea. See United Statesv. Moore,
931 F.2d 245, 248 (4th Cir. 1991); United Statesv. Truglio, 493 F.2d
574, 578 (4th Cir. 1974). Accordingly, we affirm Llamas' convictions
and sentences. We dispense with oral argument because the facts and
legal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the
court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



