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PER CURI AM

Charl es Edward Pal ner, Jr., appeals fromhis convictions pur-
suant to his guilty plea for bank robbery and use of a firearmdur-
ing an attenpted bank robbery in violation of 18 U.S.C A 8 924(c)
(West 1994 & Supp. 1998) and 18 U. S. C. 88 2113(a), (d) (1994) and
his resulting sentence. W affirm

Palmer’s attorney filed a brief pursuant to Anders v. Cali-

fornia, 386 U S. 738 (1967), raising as a potentially neritorious
issue the district court’s denial of Palmer’s notion to w thdraw
his guilty plea and his notion for reconsideration of the sanme. W
have revi ewed each of the allegations of error cited bel ow and on
appeal and conclude that the district court did not abuse its dis-

cretion in denying Palnmer’s notions. See United States v. W1 son,

81 F. 3d 1300, 1305 (4th Cr. 1996) (providing standard). Pal ner has
also filed a pro se brief raising several allegations of error. W
have revi ewed each of these clains and determ ne themto be w t hout
merit. Pursuant to Anders, this court has reviewed the record for
potential error and has found none. Therefore, we affirm Pal ner’s
convi ction and sentence.

This court requires that counsel inform his 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 friv-

ol ous, then counsel may nove this court for |eave to withdraw 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 | egal contentions are adequately presented in the nate-
rial before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

process.
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