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Darrell Charles Ballard, Jr., appeals fromhis guilty-plea
conviction of conspiring to possess with intent to distribute
marijuana and conspiring to | aunder noney. Ballard contends that
t he appeal waiver provision of his plea agreenent regarding his
sentence should not be enforced because the waiver provision was
confusi ng; because the nulti-defendant plea proceedi ng was
hurried and unorgani zed; and because the district court did not

mention the exceptions to the waiver. He argues that the record
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does not denonstrate that he knew he was waiving his right to
appeal. Apart from arguing that the waiver provision should not
be enforced, Ballard contends that his crimnal history score was
erroneous; that the district court erred when calculating his

of fense level; and that the district court erred by denying the
Governnent’s notion for a downward departure.

The wai ver provision in the plea agreenent was clearly
worded and was | argely bold-faced. The prosecutor clearly
sumari zed the sentenci ng-wai ver provision and its exceptions.
See United States v. Baynon, 312 F.3d 725, 727 (5th Cr. 2002).
The district court ascertained that Ballard understood that he
was waiving his right to appeal, though the district court did
not explain the exceptions to the waiver. The record does not
indicate that the multi-defendant nature of the plea hearing
affected Ballard's ability to understand the waiver provision.
See United States v. Salazar-Qivares, 179 F.3d 228, 230 (5th
Cir. 1999). The district court adequately ascertained that the
wai ver was voluntary; the waiver provision should be enforced.
See United States v. Robinson, 187 F.3d 516, 518 & n.2 (5th Gr.
1999) .

Bal | ard was sentenced within the statutory sentencing range
and there was no upward departure in his case. Ballard waived
his right to appeal his sentence. W therefore do not address
the sentencing contentions Ballard rai ses on appeal.
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