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PER CURI AM

Bobby Leon Johnson appeals the district court’s judgnment
sentencing himto 300 nonths in prison following his guilty pleato
nine counts of an eleven-count indictnent for bank robbery in
violation of 18 U S.C. 88 371, 922(9g)(1), 924(c), 1951, 1956(h),
and 2113 (2000). In his appeal, filed pursuant to Anders v.
California, 386 U. S. 738 (1967), counsel for Johnson asserts there
are no non-frivol ous issues for appeal. Al though concl uding that
such allegations lack nerit, counsel asserts that Johnson’s plea
was not knowi ng and voluntary. Johnson has been informed of his
right to file a pro se supplenental brief but has not done so.
Because our review of the record discloses no reversible error, we
affirm Johnson’s conviction and sentence.

Johnson was advi sed of the nature of the charges agai nst
him the potential punishnent, and the rights he was waiving by
entering a plea of guilty, and he knowingly and intelligently
wai ved those rights and pled guilty. Mreover, Johnson’ s appell ate
wai ver forecloses any argunent that his sentence, issued under the

mandatory gui delines system was unconstitutional. See United

States v. Blick, 408 F.3d 162 (4th Cr. 2005).

In accordance with Anders, we have reviewed the entire
record in this case and have found no neritorious issues for
appeal. W therefore affirm Johnson’s convictions and sentence.

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 be filed,
but counsel believes that such a petition would be frivol ous, 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 the client.

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

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