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PER CURIAM 
 

Christopher J. Deans seeks to appeal the district court’s denial of his motion to 

withdraw his guilty plea to one count of conspiring to restrain trade or commerce in 

violation of 15 U.S.C. § 1 (2012).  He contends that the district court should have allowed 

him to withdraw his guilty plea pursuant to Fed. R. Crim. P. 11(d) in light of previously 

unavailable, allegedly exculpatory testimony in the trial of one of Deans’ coconspirators.  

The Government seeks to dismiss the appeal as barred by the waiver of the right to appeal 

the conviction included in Deans’ plea agreement. 

Upon review of the plea agreement and the transcript of the Fed. R. Crim. P. 11 

hearing, we conclude that Deans knowingly and voluntarily waived his right to appeal his 

conviction.  Deans’ appeal of the district court’s denial of his motion to withdraw his 

guilty plea falls within the compass of his waiver of appellate rights.  United States v. 

Alcala, 678 F.3d 574, 577-78 & n.1 (7th Cir. 2012) (collecting cases).  Although Deans 

refers to the testimony he relied on in his motion to withdraw as “Brady evidence,” he 

does not allege and the record in no way suggests that his plea was tainted by government 

misconduct.  He also does not contend that his plea was caused by ineffective assistance 

of counsel.  Accordingly, we dismiss the appeal.  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 


