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PER CURI AM

Pursuant to a plea agreenent, Kevin Conway, Jr., pled guilty
to one count of aggravated sexual abuse of a child, in violation of
18 U.S.C A 8§ 2242(2) (West 2000), and one count of theft of per-
sonal property of a value greater than $1000, in violation of 18
US CA 8661 (Wst 2000). The district court sentenced Conway to
218 nonths in prison. Conway appeal s,” chall engi ng his sentence on
that ground that the district court erred in determning his crim
inal history category by relying on information in the presentence
i nvestigation report concerning his juvenile adjudications.

W find that Conway has had a fair opportunity to chall enge
the information concerning his juvenile record in the presentence
report and has failed to show that the information was incorrect.

Consequently, we affirm his sentence. United States v. lInglesi,

988 F.2d 500, 502 (4th Cr. 1993). W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the
deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED

" Conway’ s pl ea agreenent included an appeal waiver provision.
However, because this provision was not discussed at his Federal
Rul e of Crimnal Procedure 11 hearing and there i s no other indica-
tion in the record that Conway understood the full significance of
the waiver, we find that he did not waive his right to appeal
United States v. Marin, 961 F.2d 493, 496 (4th Gr. 1992).
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