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MEMORANDUM*
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James Ware, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted October 19, 2010**  

Before:  O’SCANNLAIN, TALLMAN, and BEA, Circuit Judges.

Jorge Aguilar-Vallejo appeals from the district court’s denial of his motion

to dismiss the indictment.  We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and

we dismiss.
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Aguilar-Vallejo contends that the district court erred when it denied his

motion to dismiss the indictment.  When Aguilar-Vallejo entered an unconditional

guilty plea, however, he waived the right to appeal the denial of his motion to

dismiss.  See Tollett v. Henderson, 411 U.S. 258, 267 (1973).  We therefore do not

address the merits of Aguilar-Vallejo’s motion to dismiss.  See United States v.

Lopez-Armenta, 400 F.3d 1173, 1175 (9th Cir. 2005).  

DISMISSED.


