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

No. 99-10137
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus

CHRI STOPHER CROCKETT,
al so known as Charles Wight,

Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
(CR-195-2)

May 10, 1999
Before JOLLY, SM TH, and WENER, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Def endant - Appel | ant Chri st opher Crockett’s nother, Patricia
Bonner, seeks to appeal his convictions for robbery and using and
carrying a firearm during a crinme of violence. Crockett’s
appoi nted counsel, Robert R Smth, seeks to withdraw as Crockett’s
counsel .

W are required to determne, sua sponte, whether we have

appellate jurisdiction. Mosley v. Cozby, 813 F.2d 659, 660 (5th

Cr. 1987). The notice of appeal filed and signed by Crockett’s

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



nmot her is not an effective notice of appeal. The notice of appeal
must be signed by the party or his attorney, and nonlawers who
have not obtained next friend status are not authorized to

represent others or sign their pleadings. See Gonzales v. Watt,

157 F. 3d 1016, 1020-22 (5th Gr. 1998); Carter v. Stalder, 60 F. 3d

238, 239 (5th Cir. 1995).

Crockett’s appeal 1is dismssed for lack of appellate
jurisdiction. As such counsel’s responsibilities to Crockett are
over, so counsel’s notion to withdraw is

DENI ED AS MOOT.



