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PER CURI AM

Jose Breton-Pi chardo pled guilty to conspiracy to possess
wthintent to distribute less than fifty grans of cocai ne base, in
violation of 21 U . S.C. 8 846 (2000). The district court sentenced
Breton-Pichardo to 262 nonths of inprisonnment followed by eight
years of supervised release. Breton-Pi chardo appeals his

convi ction and sentence. Counsel has filed a brief in accordance

with Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967), stating that, in
his view, there are no neritorious grounds for appeal. Finding no
error, we affirm?’

Counsel first questions whether trial counsel provided
i neffective assistance of counsel by failing properly to advise
Breton-Pichardo of the application of the sentencing guidelines
regardi ng career of fender status. Cains of ineffective assi stance
generally are not cognizable on direct appeal, but should be
asserted on collateral review Only if ineffective assistance is
conclusively established on the face of the record should such

clainms be entertained on direct appeal. United States v. King, 119

F.3d 290, 295 (4th Cr. 1997). Because ineffective assistance is

"Counsel for Breton-Pichardo has filed a notion seeking
perm ssion to provide supplenental argunment to challenge the
sentence under Blakely v. Washington, 124 S. C. 2531 (2004). W
grant the notion and construe the notion as the suppl enental brief

attacking the sentence under Bl akely. In Iight of the opinion
i ssued by the en banc court in United States v. Hammoud, _ F.3d
., 2004 W 2005622 (4th Cr. Sept. 8, 2004) (No. 03-4253),
petition for cert. filed, US LW  (US Aug. 6, 2004) (No.

04-193), we find no Blakely error in Breton-Pichardo’ s sentence.
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not conclusively shown on the face of the record, Breton-Pichardo
nmust assert his claimon collateral review

Next, counsel raises as a potential issue that trial
counsel was ineffective because he failed to argue that the career
of fender provision in the presentence report’s offense |evel
conputation overstated Breton-Pichardo’s crimnal hi story.
However, ineffective assistance is not conclusively shown on the
face of the record in this regard either; therefore, Breton-
Pi chardo’ s cl ai m shoul d be asserted on collateral review

As required by Anders, we have exam ned the entire record
and find no neritorious issues for appeal. Accordingly, we affirm
Bret on-Pi chardo's conviction and sentence. This court requires
that counsel inform his client, in witing, of his right to
petition the Suprenme Court of the United States for further review.
If the client requests that a petition be filed, but counsel
bel i eves that such a petition would be frivol ous, then counsel may
move in this court for leave to withdraw from representation.
Counsel 's notion nust state that a copy thereof was served on the
client.

We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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