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PER CURIAM

Dominique Alexander Jones pled guilty pursuant to a
plea agreement to possession with intent to distribute Tfifty
grams or more of cocaine base, in violation of 21 U.S.C.
8§ 841(a)(1) (2006). Jones now seeks to appeal his conviction
and sentence. The Government has moved to dismiss the appeal as
barred by Jones’s waiver of the right to appeal included in his
plea agreement. Our reading of the wailver convinces us that
Jones may proceed with his challenge to his conviction, but that
his challenges to the validity of his sentence are waived.
Therefore, we grant the Government’s motion to dismiss as to the
sentencing issues and deny i1t as to Jones’s challenge to his
guilty plea.

Jones first argues that his conviction 1is invalid
because his guilty plea was not knowing and voluntary. Prior to
accepting a guilty plea, a district court must inform the
defendant of, and determine that the defendant comprehends, the
nature of the charge to which he 1is pleading guilty, any
mandatory minimum penalty, the maximum possible penalty he
faces, and the rights he 1is relinquishing by pleading guilty.

United States v. DeFusco, 949 F.2d 114, 116 (4th Cir. 1991).

The court must also determine whether there is a factual basis
for the plea. Id. at 120. In the absence of a motion to

withdraw a guilty plea, this court reviews the adequacy of a
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guilty plea pursuant to Fed. R. Crim. P. 11 for plain error.

See United States v. Martinez, 277 F.3d 517, 525 (4th Cir.

2002).

Our review of the record reveals that the district
court TFTully complied with the requirements of Rule 11 1in
accepting Jones’s plea. Furthermore, we find no merit 1in
Jones’s argument that Fed. R. Crim. P. 11(b)(1)(M) required the
district court to provide him with additional i1nformation
regarding his potential sentence before accepting his plea.
Accordingly, we find that Jones’s plea was knowing and voluntary
and affirm his conviction.

Jones also asserts that the sentencing issues he seeks
to raise on appeal are not barred by the terms of his waiver of
appellate rights. Pursuant to a plea agreement, a defendant may
waive his appellate rights under 18 U.S.C. 8 3742 (2006).

United States v. Manigan, 592 F.3d 621, 627 (4th Cir. 2010). A

valid waiver will preclude appeal of a given issue If the issue

iIs within the scope of the waiver. United States v. Blick, 408

F.3d 162, 168 (4th Cir. 2005). Jones does not contest the
validity of his waiver, and we find that the sentencing issues
he seeks to raise on appeal fall squarely within the scope of
his waiver of appellate rights. Additionally, we find no merit
in his contention that the wording of his waiver i1s ambiguous or

subject to multiple interpretations. Therefore, we find that
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the sentencing issues Jones seeks to raise on appeal are barred
by the terms of his waiver of appellate rights.

Accordingly, we dismiss the appeal in part and affirm
Jones’s conviction. We dispense with oral argument because the
facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before this court and argument would not aid the
decisional process.

DISMISSED IN PART;
AFFIRMED IN PART




