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PER CURI AM

Jeronme Wal den seeks to appeal his sentence of 210 nonths im
prisonnent. Wal den pled guilty to possession of nore than 50 grans
of crack cocainewithintent todistribute, 21 U. S.C A § 841 (\West
1981 & Supp. 1996). He argues that the district court erredin re-
fusing to depart bel owthe guideline range on two grounds. Because
Wal den expressly waived his right to appeal his sentence in his
pl ea agreenent, we dism ss the appeal.

Par agraph Five of Wal den's plea agreenent stated:

The defendant is aware that Title 18, United States Code,

Section 3742 affords a defendant the right to appeal the

sentence i nposed. Acknow edging all this, the defendant

know ngly wai ves the right to appeal any sentence within

the maxi numprovided in the statute(s) of conviction (or

t he manner in which that sentence was determ ned) on the

grounds set forth in Title 18, United States Code, Sec-

tion 3742 or on any ground whatever, in exchange for the

concessi ons made by the United States in this plea agree-

ment. This agreenent does not affect the rights or obli-

gations of the United States as set forth in Title 18,

United States Code, Section 3742(b).

Before accepting Walden's guilty plea, the district court
i nqui red of \Wal den whet her he understood t he key provi sions of his
pl ea agreenent, including the wai ver provision. Wal den sai d he di d.
There is nothing inthe materials before us to i ndicate that he did
not conprehend the significance of the waiver. A defendant may
wai ve his statutory right to appeal his sentence if the waiver is

knowi ng and voluntary. United States v. Marin, 961 F.2d 493, 496

(4th Cr. 1992). W find that Wal den's wai ver was vali d.
W therefore dismss the appeal. W dispense with oral

argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately



presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d not

aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



