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

No. 99-60575
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
LARRY MOCRE,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 4:98-CR-23-ALL-B

June 12, 2000

Before JOLLY, JONES and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The attorney appointed to represent Larry More has noved for
| eave to withdraw and has filed a brief in accordance with Anders

v. California, 386 US. 738 (1967). Moore was notified of

counsel’s notion and brief, and he has filed a request for
different court-appointed counsel. Qur independent review of the
record, and counsel’s brief shows that there are no nonfrivol ous
i ssues for appeal. Consequently, Moore’'s notion for different
court -appoi nted counsel is DEN ED, counsel’s notion for |eave to

withdraw is GRANTED, counsel i s excused from further

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opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under the limted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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responsibilities herein, and the APPEAL | S DI SM SSED. See 5TH QR
R 42.2.



