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PER CURI AM

Dani el Wayne Cade pled guilty to one count of distribution of
met hanphetam ne, in violation of 21 U S.C. § 841(a)(1) (2000), and
one count of being a felon in possession of afirearm in violation
of 18 U.S.C. 88 922(g)(1), 924(a)(2) (2000). Cade’'s attorney filed

a brief in accordance with Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738

(1967), stating there are no neritorious issues for appeal. Cade
has filed a pro se suppl enental brief raising the foll ow ng cl ai ns:
(1) the search pursuant to a warrant violated his right to due
process; (2) the prosecutor acted vindictively in prosecuting the
case; and (3) counsel was ineffective for failing to consider an
appeal. Finding no reversible error, we affirm

I n accordance with Anders, we have reviewed the entire record
and have found no neritorious i ssues for appeal. W have consi dered
Cade’s issues raised in the supplenental brief and find them
w thout nmerit. We therefore affirmCade’s convictions and sent ence.
W require that counsel informher client, inwiting, of his right
to petition the Suprene Court of the United States for further
revi ew. If the client requests that a petition be filed, but
counsel believes that such petition would be frivolous, then
counsel may nove in this court for leave to wthdraw from
representation. Counsel’s notion nust state that a copy thereof
was served on the client. W dispense with oral argunent because

the facts and |legal contentions are adequately presented in the



materials before the court and argument would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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