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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Wallace Powell appeals his conviction and sentence for hisrolein
aconspiracy to possess with intent to distribute crack cocaine. See 21
U.S.C. § 841(a)(1) (1994). Powell noted atimely appeal and his attor-
ney filed a brief pursuant to Andersv. California, 386 U.S. 738, 744
(1967), in which he represents that there are no arguabl e issues of
merit in this appeal. Nonetheless, in his brief, counsel addressed
whether the district court imposed a sentence that was "too severe."
The time for filing a supplemental brief has passed and Powell has not
responded despite being advised of hisright to do so. Because we find
this assignment of error to be without merit and can discern no other
error in the record on appeal, we affirm Powell's conviction and sen-
tence.

Powell objects to his 188-month sentence. He contends that it was
too severe and inherently unjust in light of his relatively minor role
in alarge conspiracy. Powell claims no error in the application of the
Guidelines and we find none. The district court correctly ascertained
that Powell's total offense level was 34, his criminal history category
of I11, and that resulted in a sentencing range of 188-235 months.
Congress provided that the Guidelines sentence shall be imposed by
the district court unless the court finds that the Sentencing Commis-
sion failed to adequately take into consideration a relevant sentencing
factor. See 18 U.S.C. § 3553(b). Because Powell's sentence is within
the applicable guideline range and the statutory maximum penalty for
his crime, this court lacks authority to review his sentence. See United
States v. Porter, 909 F.2d 789, 794 (4th Cir. 1990).

Asrequired by Anders, we have independently reviewed the entire
record and all pertinent documents. We have considered all possible
issues presented by this record and conclude that there are no non-
frivolous grounds for this appeal. Pursuant to the plan adopted by the
Fourth Circuit Judicial Council in implementation of the Criminal
Justice Act of 1964, 18 U.S.C. § 3006A (1994), this court requires
that counsel inform his client, in writing, of hisright to petition the
Supreme Court for further review. If requested by his client to do so,
counsel should prepare atimely petition for writ of certiorari. We dis-
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pense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are

adequately presented in the materials before the Court and argument

would not aid the decisional process. Wallace's pro se motion for the
appointment of replacement counsel is denied.

AFFIRMED



