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

No. 96-40882
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

vVer sus
WALTER EARL HACKLER
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. C96-CR-80-1

June 17, 1997
Before SMTH, STEWART, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

VWal ter Earl Hackl er appeals fromhis conviction by guilty
pl ea of bank robbery and using a firearmin a bank robbery. He
contends solely that there was no factual basis to support his
pl ea because he was i nsane when he conmtted his offense.

Hackl er’ s appeal is frivolous; he waived any insanity defense

when he entered his guilty plea. United States v. Smallwood, 920

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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F.2d 1231, 1240 (5th Gr. 1991).

We adnoni sh counsel that he has a duty not to pursue
frivol ous appeals. United States v. Burleson, 22 F.3d 93, 95
(5th Gr. 1994). Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967),
provi des a procedure for appointed counsel to nove for w thdrawal
fromrepresentation of a defendant when counsel determ nes that
there are no nonfrivol ous appell ate issues.
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