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Defendant-Appellant. Judge.

ORDER

Anthony Thomas pleaded guilty to one count of sexual exploitation of a child
and attempted exploitation of a child. See 18 U.S.C. § 2251(a), (e). The district judge
sentenced him to 360 months in prison and ten years of supervised release, and she
ordered that he pay $10,000 in restitution and a $100 special assessment.

Though his plea agreement contains a broad appeal waiver, Thomas filed a
notice of appeal. His counsel concludes that the appeal is frivolous and moves to
withdraw. See Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 744 (1967). Thomas has not accepted our
invitation to respond to counsel’s motion. See 7TH CIR. R. 51(b). Because counsel’s
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analysis in the brief appears to be thorough, we limit our review to the subjects he
discusses. See United States v. Bey, 748 F.3d 774, 776 (7th Cir. 2014).

Counsel informs us that Thomas does not wish to challenge his guilty plea, so
counsel properly refrains from discussing the voluntariness of the plea. See United States
v. Konczak, 683 F.3d 348, 349 (7th Cir. 2012); United States v. Knox, 287 F.3d 667, 671
(7th Cir. 2002). Counsel does, however, consider whether Thomas can raise any
nonfrivolous challenges to his sentence. He rightly concludes that Thomas cannot.
Thomas’s plea agreement waives his right to “appeal the conviction and sentence
imposed in this case on any ground,” including the length and conditions of his
supervised release and the amount of his fine. An appeal waiver stands or falls with the
guilty plea, see, e.g., United States v. Nulf, 978 F.3d 504, 506 (7th Cir. 2020), and Thomas
chose not to challenge his plea. Additionally, no exception to the appeal waiver would
apply because his prison sentence and supervised-release term do not exceed the
statutory maximumes, see 18 U.S.C. §§ 2251(e), 3583(k), and nothing in the record
suggests that the judge considered any constitutionally impermissible factors,
see United States v. Campbell, 813 F.3d 1016, 1018 (7th Cir. 2016). He is thus bound by the
appeal waiver.

Therefore, we GRANT counsel’s motion to withdraw and DISMISS the appeal.
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