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PER CURI AM

Agnes Patricia Dixon pled guilty to two counts of a nineteen-
count indictnment charging D xon with conspiracy and substantive
violations of 18 U.S.C. A 8 1014 (West 1976 and Supp. 1996) and 18
US CA 8215(a)(1), (2) (West 1969). The district court sentenced
Di xon to serve fourteen nonths i nprisonnent fol |l owed by five years
of supervised rel ease and to pay a speci al assessnent fee of $100.
She appeal s her convictions and sentence. Dixon's attorney has

filed a brief inaccordance with Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738

(1967), raising one issue but indicating that, in his view, there
are no neritorious issues for appeal. D xon was informed of her
right tofile a pro se supplenental brief, which she has failed to
file.

Di xon's counsel raises the question of whether the district
court conplied wth requirenents outlinedin Rule 11 of the Federal
Rul es of Crim nal Procedure when taking Dixon's plea. Follow ng a
de novo review of the entire record, we conclude that the district
court conplied with all the nmandates of Rule 11 in accepting
Dixon's guilty plea. We therefore affirm Di xon's conviction and
sent ence.

In accordance with the requirenents of Anders, we have exam
ined the entire record in this case and find no other neritorious
I ssues for appeal. This court requires that counsel inform his
client, inwiting, of her 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

2



woul d be frivol ous, then counsel may nove in this court for |eave
to withdraw fromrepresentati on. Counsel's notion nust state that
a copy thereof was served on the client.

We di spense with oral argunment because the facts and | ega
contentions are adequately presented in the naterials before the

court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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