IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-40195
(Summary Cal endar)

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JOHN QLI VO,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas

(4:99-CR-34-ALL)
January 8, 2001

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Attorney Curtis d over was appointed to represent Defendant-
Appel lant John divo on appeal, and has now noved for |eave to

wthdraw, filing a brief as required by Anders v. California, 386

U S 738 (1967). divo received a copy of counsel’s notion and
brief and requested an extension of tine to file a response; on
Septenber 7, 2000, we granted Aivo a thirty day extension, but
Adivofailedto file any response. W therefore consider counsel’s

pendi ng notion to w thdraw

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



Qur independent review of counsel’s brief and the record
di scloses no non-frivolous issues for appeal. Accor di ngly,
counsel’s notion for leave to withdraw is granted, counsel is
excused fromfurther responsibilities herein, and Aivo’'s appeal is

di sm ssed. See 5th CGr. R 42.2.



