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

No. 99-40377
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus

ERNEST M CHAEL M LLER,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:98-CR-154-1

July 5, 2000
Before JOLLY, JONES and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *
The attorney appointed to represent Ernest M chael M| er
has noved for |l eave to withdraw and has filed a brief in accordance

wth Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). MIller received

a copy of counsel’s notion and brief but has not filed a response.
Counsel Thomas A. Chanbers was previously ordered to file

a supplenental brief discussing the voluntariness of Mller’s

wai ver of his right to appeal, except for sentencing guideline

i ssues, and counsel failed to do so. This failure is regrettable

and shoul d not happen again. Counsel is adnonished to conply in

the future with this court’s express orders. Nonet hel ess, our

Pursuant to 5THQR R 47.5, the court has determned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under the limted
circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5.4.
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i ndependent reviewof the record reflects that MIIler know ngly and
voluntarily wai ved his right to appeal, except for errors involving
t he sentenci ng guidelines.

Addi tional record review di scl oses no ot her nonfrivol ous
i ssue. Accordingly, counsel’s notion for leave to withdraw is
GRANTED, and the APPEAL IS DISM SSED. See 5th Cir. R 42.2.

MOTI ON GRANTED; APPEAL DI SM SSED; counsel Adnoni shed.



