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PER CURI AM

Eri ka Jean Ri ker pled guilty to possession of fifty grans
or nore of cocaine base (crack) with intent to distribute, 21
US C 8§ 841 (2000), and was sentenced to a term of 121 nonths
i nprisonnment. Under the terns of her plea agreenent, R ker wai ved
the right to appeal her sentence. She now seeks to appeal the
district court’s determnation at sentencing that she was not
entitled to an adjustnment for acceptance of responsibility, U.S.

Sentencing CGuidelines Manual 8 3E1.1 (2002), and did not qualify

for a reduction wunder the safety valve provision, USSG
8§ 2D1.1(b)(6). For the reasons explained below, we dismss the
appeal .

A defendant may waive the right to appeal if that waiver

is knowi ng and voluntary. United States v. Brown, 232 F.3d 399,

402-03 (4th Cr. 2000); United States v. Broughton-Jones, 71 F. 3d

1143, 1146 (4th Gr. 1995). To determ ne whether a waiver is
knowing and voluntary, this Court examnes the background,
experience, and conduct of the defendant, as well as the

defendant’s famliarity with the plea agreenent. United States v.

Ceneral, 278 F.3d 389, 400 (4th Cr. 2002) (internal citation
omtted). If the district court fully questions a defendant
regarding the waiver of his right to appeal during the Fed. R
Cim P. 11 colloquy, the waiver is wusually both valid and

enforceable. United States v. Wssells, 936 F.2d 165, 167-68 (4th




Cir. 1991); United States v. Waggins, 905 F.2d 51, 53-54 (4th Cr.

1990). The transcript of Riker’s guilty plea hearing reveal s that
the district court adequately questioned Riker about her
understanding of the waiver provision and that her waiver was
knowi ngly and intelligently nade.

We therefore dismss the appeal. W dispense with oral
argunent because the facts and |legal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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