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In these consolidated appeals, Karlos Ariel Ramos-Blanco appeals from his

guilty-plea conviction and 12-month-and-one-day sentence for reentry of a

removed alien in violation of 8 U.S.C. § 1326, and the revocation of his supervised
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release and consecutive 3-month sentence imposed upon revocation.

Ramos-Blanco’s counsel filed a brief under Anders v. California, 386 U.S.
738 (1967), stating that there are no non-frivolous arguments for appeal. Ramos-
Blanco has not filed a pro se supplemental brief.

The record reflects that Ramos-Blanco entered into a global plea agreement
resolving both his illegal reentry offense and his supervised release violation. By
the terms of that agreement, Ramos-Blanco waived his right to appeal his illegal
reentry conviction and sentence. Our independent review of the record pursuant to
Penson v. Ohio, 488 U.S. 75, 80 (1988), discloses no non-frivolous issue as to
whether the appeal waiver is enforceable. See United States v. Watson, 582 F.3d
974, 986-88 (9th Cir. 2009). We therefore dismiss Appeal No. 26-1711. See id. at
988.

In Appeal No. 26-1712, our independent review of the record under Penson
discloses no non-frivolous arguments to be made on direct appeal as to the
revocation of supervised release or the sentence. We therefore affirm this appeal.

We remand to the district court, however, with instructions to correct the
record. The plea agreement at Docket Entry No. 32 on the district court docket
appears to be from Ramos-Blanco’s prior illegal reentry case. The global plea
agreement that the court accepted in these proceedings is at Docket Entry No. 14

and 1s not signed by the court. We remand for the district court to sign that plea
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agreement and take any other action necessary to correct the record.
Counsel’s motion to withdraw is granted.
APPEAL NO. 26-1711 DISMISSED and REMANDED with
instructions.

APPEAL NO. 26-1712 AFFIRMED.
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