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See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Ezqui el Sierra-Hernandez pleaded guilty to one count of
illegally reentering the United States after renoval, in violation
of 8 U S.C. 88 1326(a) and (b)(2) (2000). The district court found
Sierra-Hernandez had a crimnal history category of IV and an
of fense | evel of thirteen, subjecting himto a gui delines range of

twenty-four to thirty nonths of inprisonnment. See U.S. Sentencing

CGui del i nes Manual 8 5A. The court sentenced Sierra-Hernandez to

twenty-ei ght nonths of inprisonnment, to be foll owed by a three-year
term of supervised rel ease.
Sierra-Hernandez’s counsel filed a brief pursuant to

Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967), stating that there were

no neritorious grounds for appeal, but suggesting one potentia
i ssue: the district court plainly erred in sentencing Sierra-
Her nandez to twenty-ei ght nont hs of inprisonnent. Sierra-Hernandez
was advised of his right to file a pro se supplenental brief, but
he has declined to do so.

W have reviewed the record and conclude that the
district court properly sentenced Si erra-Hernandez. The guidelines
range was correctly cal cul ated and Si erra-Hernandez was sentenced
wi thin that range.

In accordance with the requirenments of Anders, we have
reviewed the entire record in this case and have found no

meritorious issues for appeal. Accordingly, we affirm Sierra-



Her nandez’ s conviction and sentence. This court requires that
counsel informhis client, inwiting, of hisright 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 frivolous, then counsel may nove in this
court for leave to withdraw fromrepresentation. Counsel’s notion
must state that a copy thereof was served on the client.

We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED



