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PER CURI AM

T. B. Mss, Jr., appeals his conviction and sentence
after pleading guilty to possession of a firearm by a convicted
felon in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g) (2000). Mbpss’s attorney

has filed a brief pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738

(1967), stating that, in her opinion, there are no neritorious
i ssues for appeal. Al t hough concluding that such allegations
| acked nerit, counsel asserted clains that the district court erred
when it accepted Moss’s guilty plea and that Moss's trial counsel
was i neffective. Mss has been inforned of his right tofile a pro
se supplenental brief, but has not done so. W affirm Moss's
convi ction and sentence.

Mbss first contends the district court erred when it
accepted his guilty plea because there was no evidence the firearm
he possessed was in or affected interstate commerce. Moss,
however, waived his right to appeal his conviction in his plea
agreenent. A plea of guilty and resulting judgnent of conviction
"conprehend all of the factual and |legal elenents necessary to
sustain a binding, final judgnent of guilt and a | awful sentence.”

United States v. Waqggins, 905 F.2d 51, 52 (4th Cr. 1990). A

def endant who enters a guilty plea waives the right to raise a
constitutional challenge to his or her conviction except in narrow
circunstances. |d. W have noted two exceptions to this rule: if

the plea entered was not knowing and voluntary, or if the



government had no right to bring the charges at all. Uni t ed

States v. Brown, 155 F.3d 431, 434 (4th Cr. 1998).

A wai ver of a defendant’s right to appeal contained in a
valid pl ea agreenent is “enforceabl e agai nst the defendant so | ong
as it is ‘theresult of a knowng and intelligent decision to forgo

the right to appeal.’”” United States v. Attar, 38 F.3d 727, 731

(4th Cr. 1994) (quoting United States v. Wessells, 936 F.2d 165,

167 (4th Gr. 1991)). Whether a defendant validly waived his right
to appeal is a question of law that we review de novo. Uni t ed

States v. Marin, 961 F.2d 493, 496 (4th Cr. 1992). Accordingly,

because we conclude Mss knowingly and intelligently waived his
right to appeal, we reject Mdss's claim

Mbss’s second claim is that he received ineffective
assi stance of trial counsel. Moss specifically reserved the right
to appeal clains of ineffective assistance of counsel in his plea
agreenent. Generally, a claimof ineffective assistance of counsel
should be asserted on collateral review, not on direct appeal
unl ess ineffective assistance is apparent on the face of the

record. United States v. King, 119 F. 3d 290, 295 (4th Cr. 1997).

We conclude the record does not reveal ineffective assistance by
Moss’s trial counsel and therefore reject this claimas well.

As required by Anders, we have reviewed the entire record
and have found no neritorious issues for appeal. We therefore

affirm Moss's conviction and sentence. The court requires that
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counsel informhis client, inwiting, of hisright to petition the
Suprene Court of the United States for further review If the
client requests that a petition be filed, but counsel believes that
such a petition would be frivolous, then counsel may nove in this
court for leave to withdraw fromrepresentation. Counsel’s notion
must state that a copy thereof was served on the client. W
di spense with oral argunment because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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