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James P. Lewis appeals the district court’s denial of his 28 U.S.C. § 2255

motion.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1291 and 2253, and we affirm.
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Notwithstanding his counsel’s sentencing prediction, the plea agreement, the

prosecutor, and the district court fully informed Lewis that he could be sentenced

to the statutory maximum of 30 years and that the district court retained ultimate

discretion in sentencing Lewis to any reasonable sentence within that maximum. 

Because Lewis was fully apprised of his sentencing exposure, and his responses

during the plea colloquy manifested his understanding of such exposure, Lewis’

claim that his plea was involuntary due to ineffective assistance of counsel fails. 

See Womack v. Del Papa, 497 F.3d 998, 1003 (9th Cir. 2007). 

Because “the motion and the files and records of the case conclusively show

that the prisoner is entitled to no relief,” the district court did not abuse its

discretion in denying Lewis’ motion without an evidentiary hearing.  28 U.S.C. §

2255(b).

AFFIRMED.


