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PER CURI AM

Panmy Gail Cunm ngs appeal s her sentence of 360 nont hs of
i nprisonnment inposed after she pled guilty, pursuant to a plea
agreenent, to one count of conspiracy to distribute and to possess
wth intent to distribute at |east 500 grans of cocaine, in
violation of 21 U.S.C. 88 841(a)(1), 846 (2000), and one count of
possession of a firearm after having been convicted of a crine
puni shabl e by nore than one year of inprisonnent, in violation of
18 U S.C 8§ 922(g) (2000). The Governnent has noved to dism ss
Cumm ngs’ s appeal based upon a waiver of appellate rights in her
pl ea agreenent.

We deny the Governnment’s notion to dismss. W concl ude,
however, that Cumm ngs waived the right to proceed with each of her
claims on appeal, except her clainms of denial of counsel of her
choosing and i neffective assistance of counsel. Cumm ngs asserts
that her counsel w thdrew from representation as a result of
pressure exerted by the Governnent. The Governnent sought to
di squalify counsel based upon a possible conflict of interest.
Before the issue was squarely raised before the district court,
however, counsel wthdrew and another attorney assumed the
representation. Although a crimnal defendant is entitled to be
represented by counsel of her choice, that right is not absol ute,

and may be overcone by a conflict of interest. United States v.

Howard, 115 F.3d 1151, 1155 (4th GCr. 1997). Qur review of the



record | eads us to conclude that the Governnment’s actions were not
i mproper, and Cummings’s claimis without nerit.

Cumm ngs al so asserts that counsel was ineffective in
failing to raise a Sixth Amendnent objection at sentencing. W
have reviewed Cummngs’s claim and determne that it does not
“concl usively appear[]” on the record t hat counsel was i neffective.

United States v. Richardson, 195 F.3d 192, 198 (4th Gr. 1999)

(internal quotation marks omtted). Cummings nmay raise her
i neffective assi stance claimin proceedi ngs under 28 U S.C. § 2255
(2000) .

I n accordance with Anders, we have reviewed the entire
record in this case and have found no neritorious issues for
appeal. W therefore affirm Cumm ngs’s conviction and sentence.
This court requires that counsel inform Cummings, in witing, of
the right to petition the Suprene Court of the United States for
further review. If Cumm ngs requests that a petition be filed, but
counsel believes that such a petition would be frivolous, then
counsel nmay nove in this court for leave to wthdraw from
representation. Counsel’s notion nust state that a copy thereof
was served on Cunmi ngs. W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argunment would not aid the
deci si onal process.
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