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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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PER CURI AM

Victor M Castillo and Sal vador Vill aneuva appeal fromtheir
convi ctions and sentences inposed for conspiracy to possess nari -
juana with intent to distribute. W affirm

Appel l ants' attorneys have filed a brief in accordance with

Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967), concluding that there
are no neritorious grounds for appeal, but raising the issues of
whet her the district court conplied with Fed. R GCv. P. 11 when it
accepted the Appellants' guilty pleas and whether it properly
applied the United States Sentencing Guidelines to the factual
findings nade at sentencing. Qur review of the record reveal s that
the district court was in conpliance with Rule 11 and properly
applied the Sentencing Guidelines in its inposition of sentence.
Pursuant to Anders, this court has reviewed the record for poten-
tial error and has found none. Accordingly, we affirm

This Court requires that counsel inform their clients, in
witing, of their right to petition the Suprene Court of the United
States for further review If the clients request that a petition
be filed, but counsel believes that such a petition would be frivo-
| ous, then counsel may nove this Court for |leave to wthdraw from
representation. Counsels' notion nust state that a copy thereof was
served on their clients. W di spense with oral argunent because the

facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-



rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional
process.
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