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PER CURI AM

Dwayne Marcel | us Odom appeal s the judgnment order of the
district court sentencing himto sixty-four nonths of inprisonnment
following his guilty plea to possession of a firearmas a convicted
felon, in violation of 18 U S. C. 88 922(g)(1), 924(a)(2) (2000).

In his appeal, filed pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738

(1967), counsel clainms to have found no non-frivol ous issues for
appeal but questions whether Odom s sentence i s unduly harsh. Gdom
has been advised of his right to file a pro se supplenental brief
but has el ected not to do so.

We have perfornmed an i ndependent review of the record and
likewise find no nmeritorious issues. The district court conplied
with the mandates of Fed. R Crim P. 11 in accepting Odomis guilty
plea, and Gdomis challenge to a sentence within the properly
cal cul at ed gui deli ne range i s not reviewabl e on appeal. See United

States v. Jones, 18 F.3d 1145, 1151 (4th Cr. 1994). Accordingly,

we affirm the judgnment of the district court. W also deny
counsel’s notion to wthdraw. This court requires that counsel
informhis client, inwiting, of his right to petition the Suprene
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 frivol ous, then counsel may nove in this court
for leave to withdraw fromrepresentation. Counsel’s notion nust

state that a copy thereof was served on the client. W dispense



with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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