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PER CURI AM

In these consol i dated appeals, Mchael Janmes Patterson brings
a claimof ineffective assistance of counsel during his plea and
sentencing on one count of unlawful possession of a firearmin
violation of 18 U S.C. A 8 922(g)(1) (West 2000) and one count of
conspiracy to possess with intent to distribute cocai ne and cocai ne
base in violation of 21 U S . C A 88 841(a)(1l), 846 (Wst 1999 &
Supp. 2001). Patterson’s appellate counsel has filed a brief

pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967), asserting

there are no neritorious issues for appeal but addressi ng whet her
Patt erson’s counsel conclusively provided ineffective assi stance of
counsel at either Patterson’s plea hearings or sentencing hearing
and whet her any ot her neritorious clains exist.” W have thoroughly
reviewed the record and find no evidence on the face of the record
that Patterson’s attorney provided ineffective assistance of
counsel at either his plea hearing or at sentencing.

W have exam ned the entire record in this case in accordance
with the requirements of Anders and find no neritorious issues for
appeal . This court requires that counsel informhis client, in
witing, of his right to petition the Supreme Court of the United

States for further review |If the client requests that a petition

*

Patterson was notified by counsel of his right to file a
suppl enental brief raising issues he deened significant and has
el ected not to do so.



be filed, but counsel believes that such a petition would be
frivolous, then counsel may nove in this court for leave to
w thdraw fromrepresentation. Counsel’s notion nust state that a
copy thereof was served on the client. Finally, we dispense with
oral argunent, because the facts and I|egal contentions are
adequately presented in the naterials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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