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

No. 01-11453

Summary Cal endar

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

ver sus

M CHAEL JEROVE HENDERSON,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Northern District of Texas

(4: 00- CR- 294- 1)
July 18, 2002

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The federal public defender appointed to represent M chael
Jerone Henderson has requested | eave to wi t hdraw as counsel and has
filed a brief as required by Anders v. California.! Henderson has
not filed a response to counsel’s notion to w thdraw.

Qur independent review of the brief and the record discl oses

"Pursuant to 5TH CR. 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.

1386 U.S. 738 (1967).



no nonfrivol ous issue for appeal.? Accordingly, the notion for
leave to withdraw is GRANTED, counsel is excused from further

responsibilities in this case, and the appeal is D SM SSED.

2 Counsel’s brief does not discuss whether 8 922(g)(1) is a
constitutional exercise of Congress’s Commerce C ause power.
Nonet hel ess, we have held that 8 922(g)(1) is constitutional in
United States v. Kuban, 94 F. 3d 971 (5th Cr. 1996), and United
States v. Raws, 85 F. 3d 240 (5th Cr. 1996). It does not present
a nonfrivol ous issue for appeal.



