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

No. 00-20013
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
ANELE BEKE,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. 99-CR-397-ALL

Before DAVIS, STEWART, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Court - appoi nt ed counsel representing Anel e Beke has noved
for leave to withdraw and has filed a brief in accordance with

Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). Beke was provided

Wi th copies of counsel’s Anders notion and brief. Beke has filed
a response stating that he does not object to counsel’s

w t hdrawal and arguing that the district court erred in

i ncreasing his sentence based on its determ nation of the | oss

resulting fromhis offense and in not awardi ng hima 1-point

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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acceptance of responsibility adjustnent pursuant to U S. S G
8§ 3E1l.1(b)(2).
To the extent that Beke’'s response requests | eave to proceed

pro se on appeal, his request is DENIED. See United States V.

Wagner, 158 F.3d 901, 902-03 (5th Gr. 1998) (holding that once
an Anders brief has been filed, it is too late for a defendant to
file a notion to proceed pro se on appeal). Furthernore, our

i ndependent review of the record, counsel’s brief, and Beke’'s
response shows that there are no nonfrivol ous issues for appeal.
Consequently, counsel’s notion for |leave to withdraw i s GRANTED,
counsel is excused fromfurther responsibilities herein, and the

APPEAL |S DISM SSED. See 5th Gr. R 42.2.



