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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS F I L E D

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT FEB 26 2026

MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK
U.S. COURT OF APPEALS

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, No. 25-1415
. D.C. No.
Flainii,: APPElES, 2:23-c1-00600-JJT-1
District of Arizona,
V. Phoenix
ERIC THOMAS SCIONTI, ORDER

Defendant - Appellant.

No. 25-1416

D.C. No.
2:24-cr-00890-JJT-1
District of Arizona,
Phoenix

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff - Appellee,
V.
ERIC THOMAS SCIONTI,

Defendant - Appellant.

Before: SILVERMAN, M. SMITH, and NGUYEN, Circuit Judges.

The motion (Docket Entry No. 31) to dismiss these appeals in light of
the valid appeal waivers is granted. See United States v. Harris, 628 F.3d 1203,
1205 (9th Cir. 2011) (knowing and voluntary appeal waiver whose language
encompasses the right to appeal on the grounds raised is enforceable). Appellant’s
argument that the appeal waivers are unenforceable because he is raising

constitutional challenges to his convictions is unavailing. See United States v.
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Goodall, 21 F.4th 555, 562-64 (9th Cir. 2021). Moreover, even if this court were to
recognize a miscarriage of justice exception to the enforcement of an appeal

waiver, appellant has not shown it would apply here.

DISMISSED.
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