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Al Christopher Braxton Allen appeals from the district court’s judgment and

challenges his guilty-plea conviction and 102-month sentence for using a firearm

during and in relation to a crime of violence, in violation of 18 U.S.C.

*

This disposition is not appropriate for publication and is not precedent
except as provided by Ninth Circuit Rule 36-3.

3k

The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision
without oral argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).



§ 924(c)(1)(A)(11)). We dismiss.
Allen contends that his conviction and sentence are illegal because Hobbs
Act robbery under 18 U.S.C. § 1951 does not qualify as a crime of violence under
§ 924(c)(3)(A). The government argues that this appeal should be dismissed based
on the appeal waiver contained in the plea agreement. We review de novo both the
enforceability of an appeal waiver, see United States v. Watson, 582 F.3d 974, 981
(9th Cir. 2009), and whether a conviction is a crime of violence under 18 U.S.C.
§ 924(c)(3), see United States v. Dominguez, 954 F.3d 1251, 1256 (9th Cir. 2020).
Contrary to Allen’s contention, Hobbs Act robbery qualifies as a crime of
violence under the elements clause in § 924(¢)(3)(A). See Dominguez, 954 F.3d at
1260-61. Accordingly, Allen’s conviction and sentence are not illegal, and we
dismiss pursuant to the valid appeal waiver. See Watson, 582 F.3d at 988.

DISMISSED.
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