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PER CURIAM:

A jury convicted Xzeria Damont Jeter of conspiracy to
possess with intent to distribute and to distribute cocaine and
cocaline base, in violation of 21 U.S.C. § 846 (2006). Based on
the drug quantity found by the jury and an enhancement filed by
the Government, Jeter faced a mandatory minimum sentence of 240
months’ imprisonment. However, in exchange for Jeter’s waiver
of his appellate rights, the Government withdrew the enhancement
and Jeter consequently received a significantly lower sentence
of 121 months’ imprisonment. Jeter now appeals, arguing that at
trial the Government failed to disclose certain evidence, 1in

violation of United States v. Brady, 373 U.S. 83 (1963). The

Government responds that the appellate waiver should be enforced
and this appeal dismissed. We agree.
A defendant may waive the right to appeal if that

waiver is knowing and intelligent. United States v. Poindexter,

492 F.3d 263, 270 (4th Cir. 2007). Generally, if the district
court fully questions a defendant regarding the waiver of his
right to appeal, the waiver 1is both wvalid and enforceable.

United States v. Johnson, 410 F.3d 137, 151 (4th Cir. 2005);

United States v. Wessells, 936 F.2d 165, 167-68 (4th Cir. 1991).

The question of whether a defendant validly waived his right to



appeal is a question of law that we review de novo. United

States v. Blick, 408 F.3d 162, 168 (4th Cir. 2005).

Our review of the record leads us to conclude that
Jeter knowingly and voluntarily waived his right to appeal.
Because Jeter’s valid and enforceable waiver of appellate rights
precludes review of his conviction issue, we dismiss the appeal.
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and 1legal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

DISMISSED



