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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JOSE ALBERTO JOHNSON- RAM REZ,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:04-CR-15-ALL

Bef ore DeMOSS, STEWART, and PRADO, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jose Al berto Johnson-Ramirez appeals fromthe sentence
i nposed pursuant to his guilty-plea conviction for transportation
of illegal aliens and aiding and abetting. Johnson-Ram rez
argues that he should not have received an adjustnent for
obstruction of justice and he should have received an adj ust nent
for acceptance of responsibility.

The Governnent noves for dism ssal of this appeal because,
as part of his plea agreenent, Johnson-Ramrez waived his right

to appeal his conviction and sentence except on grounds that the

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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sentence exceeded the statutory maxi num puni shnent or that his
counsel rendered ineffective assistance. Johnson-Ramrez’s
argunents do not rest upon either of these exceptions to his
wai ver. Johnson-Ramrez did not respond to the Governnent’s
nmotion and did not challenge the validity of his guilty plea or
t he appeal -wai ver provi sion.

There is nothing in the record on appeal to suggest that
Johnson-Ram rez did not knowi ngly and voluntarily waived his
right to appeal his sentence. Accordingly, Johnson-Ramrez’s
appeal is barred by the waiver contained in the plea agreenent.

See United States v. Portillo, 18 F.3d 290, 292-93 (5th Cr

1994). The Governnent’s notion to summarily affirmis granted.
The Governnent’s notion to dismss or alternatively for an
extension of tine is denied as unnecessary.

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON TO SUMWWARI LY AFFI RM GRANTED; MOTI ON TO

DI SM SS OR ALTERNATI VELY FOR AN EXTENSI ON OF TI ME DENI ED



