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PER CURIAM:

Julie Policano appeals her conviction and 110-month
sentence following her guilty plea to conspiracy to possess with
intent to distribute and to distribute in excess of five grams of
cocaine base, in violation of 21 U.S.C. 8§ 846, 841 (a) (1), and
(b) (1) (B) (2000). The Government filed a motion to dismiss based
upon the waiver of appellate rights to which Policano agreed as a
part of her plea agreement.

We conclude that Policano’s appellate waiver is valid and
encompasses her sentencing claim regarding the district court’s
consideration of her objections to the presentence report. We
therefore grant in part the Government’s motion to dismiss, and we
dismiss the portion of the appeal related to Policano’s sentence.
With respect to Policano’s claims that the district court erred in
accepting her guilty plea and violated her Sixth Amendment rights
during the sentencing hearing, we have reviewed those claims as
well and find them to be without merit. Accordingly, although we
deny the motion to dismiss the appeal as to Policano’s conviction,

see United States v. Attar, 38 F.3d 727, 732-33 & n.2 (4th Cir.

1994), we affirm the conviction. 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.

DISMISSED IN PART;
AFFIRMED IN PART




