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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Marcus D. Merriweather pled guilty to driving a motor vehicle

after having been declared an habitual offender in violation of Vir-
ginia state law. Because Merriweather's offense occurred on the prop-
erty of Fort Monroe, Virginia, he was charged in district court under
the Assimilated Crimes Act, 18 U.S.C.A. § 13 (West Supp. 1999).
The district court imposed an eighteen-month sentence. Merriwea-
ther's attorney has filed a brief in accordance with Andersv.
California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967). Counsel statesthat there are no mer-
itorious grounds for appeal but raises the following issues: whether
Merriweather was denied effective assistance of counsel; whether the
district court erred in refusing to commit Merriweather to the Virginia
Department of Corrections for evaluation to determine eligibility and
suitability to participate in an alternative sanction program under Vir-
ginialaw; and whether the district court erred in sentencing Merri-
weather to eighteen months' imprisonment. Although informed of his
right to file a supplemental brief, Merriweather has not done so.
Because our review of the record reveals no reversible error, we
affirm.

We have examined the entire record in this case in accordance with
the requirement of Anders and find no meritorious issues for appeal.
This Court requires that counsel inform her client, in writing, of his
right to petition to the Supreme 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
move in this court for leave to withdraw from representation. Coun-
sel's motion must state that a copy thereof was served on the client.
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court and
argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



