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PER CURI AM *

Vi ncent Edward Hunphrey, federal prisoner #22045-077, appeals
the district court’s denial of his 28 US. C 8§ 2255 notion, in
whi ch he asserted that his counsel was ineffective for failing to
file a notice of appeal. Hunphrey argues that the district court
used an inproper analysis in denying his notion and that its
j udgnent therefore should be reversed and the natter remanded. As

t he Governnent mai ntai ns, however, this court’s recent decision in

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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United States v. Wite, 307 F.3d 336 (5th Gr. 2000), requires that

the district court’s judgnent be affirned.

Hunmphrey’ s pl ea agreenent contained a waiver of his right to
seek 28 U S.C. 8§ 2255 relief. Hunphrey signed the plea agreenent
and stated at rearraignnent that he understood the waiver.
Hunphrey does not argue that the waiver or his plea agreenent was
unknowi ng or involuntary. H's ineffective assistance claim does
not relate to the voluntariness of his waiver or his plea
agreenent, but concerns counsel’s performance foll owi ng Hunphrey’s
sent enci ng.

Because Hunphrey waived his right to 28 U S.C. 8§ 2255 relief
in his plea agreenent, and Hunphrey knew that when he signed the
agreenent, this court nust “hold himto his word and affirm the
district court’s denial of his section 2255 notion.” \Wite, 307
F.3d at 344.

AFFI RVED.



