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PER CURI AM
Gregory Peter Hansen pled guilty pursuant to a witten plea
agreenent to three counts of bank robbery, in violation of 18
U S . C 8§ 2113(a)(2000). He was sentenced to 135 nonths in prison.
Hansen’s appellate counsel has filed a brief pursuant to

Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967), raising only the issue

of whether Hansen received ineffective assistance of counsel in
relation to his guilty plea and stating that, in his view, there
are no neritorious grounds for appeal.” Though notified of his
opportunity to do so, Hansen did not file a pro se suppl enenta
brief.

In addition to the one issue raised by appellate counsel
pursuant to Anders, we have reviewed the entire record in this case
and find no neritorious issues for appeal. W therefore affirm
Hansen’ s convi cti ons and sentence. This court requires that counsel
informhis client, inwiting, of his right to petition the Suprene
Court of the United States for further review If the client
requests that a petition be filed, but counsel believes that such
a petition would be frivol ous, then counsel may nove in this court
for leave to withdraw fromrepresentation. Counsel’s notion nust
state that a copy thereof was served on the client. W dispense

with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are

" The Governnment has elected not to file a brief.



adequately presented in the materi als before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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