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PER CURI AM

Ant oi ne Lanonte Mbley appeals the inposition of a
twenty-one nonth sentence of inprisonnment after the revocation of
his supervised rel ease. Counsel for Mbley has filed a brief

pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U. S. 738 (1967), in which he

states there are no nmeritorious issues for appeal, but presenting
one issue for this Court’s review Although notified of his right
to file a supplenmental pro se brief, Mbley has not done so.

Mobl ey cont ends that the sentence i nposed was t oo severe.
After Mobley's admitted violations of the ternms of his supervised
release, the district court determned that WMbley s suggested
prison termwas 21 to 24 nonths. USSG § 7B1.4(b)(2) (2003). The
court sentenced Mobley at the | ow end of this suggested range. He
has provided no support for his claimthat this sentence is too
severe. Accordingly, we reject Mbley' s argunent and affirmthe
sent ence.

I n accordance with Anders, we have reviewed the entire
record in this case and have found no neritorious issues for
appeal . Because this court requires that counsel inform his
client, in witing, of his right to petition the Suprene Court of
the United States for further review, we deny counsel’s notion to
withdraw at this tinme. |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



wi thdraw fromrepresentation. Counsel’s notion nust state that a
copy thereof was served on the client. W dispense with ora

argunent because the facts and |legal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argument woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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