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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Plaintiff - Appellee,

Ver sus

FLOYD ROBERT W LLI AMS, al/ k/a Robbie Swain,
Def endant - Appel |l ant.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Southern
District of West Virginia, at Beckley. El i zabeth V. Hall anan,
District Judge. (CR-95-73)

Subm tted: Novenmber 21, 1996 Deci ded: Decenber 4, 1996

Before HALL, WLKINS, and HAM LTON, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

G Ernest Skaggs, SKAGGS & SKAGGS, Fayetteville, West Virginia, for
Appel I ant. Rebecca A. Betts, United States Attorney, John C. Parr,
Assistant United States Attorney, Charleston, West Virginia, for

Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Fl oyd Robert WIllians pled guilty to distributing crack co-
caine, 21 U S.C A 8 841 (West 1981 & Supp. 1996). He was sent enced
to a term of 83 nonths inprisonnent and three years supervised
rel ease. A $2000 fine was inposed. WIllians' attorney has filed a

brief inaccordance with Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967),

raising one issue but stating that, in his view, there are no
meritorious grounds for appeal. WIlians was notified of his right
to file a pro se supplenental brief, but has not filed a brief.

In the Anders brief, WIIlianms' counsel suggests that the
district court may have sentenced Wl lians above the | ow end of the
gui deli ne range of 78-97 nonths because of his race; Wllians is
bl ack. However, there is nothing in the record to support that
contention. We cannot find that race was a factor in the court's
determ nati on of the sentence.

I n accordance with Anders, we have exam ned the entire record
inthis case and find no neritorious i ssues for appeal. This court
requires that counsel informhis client, in witing, of his right
to petition the Suprene Court of the United States for further
review. We therefore deny defense counsel's notion to w thdraw at
this time. If the client requests that a petition be filed, but
counsel believes that such a petition would be frivolous, then
counsel may again nove in this court for leave to withdraw from
representation. Counsel's notion nust state that a copy thereof was

served on the client.



We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | ega
contentions are adequately presented in the record and briefs, and

oral argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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