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

No. 94-10038
Conf er ence Cal endar

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

NEVI LLE BOYD H BBERT,
a/ k/ a/ "Bl acka",

Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:92-CR-365-D 42
(July 19, 1994)
Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, and JOLLY and DAVIS, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
The appeal of Neville Boyd Hi bbert, in which court-appointed

counsel has filed a brief pursuant to Anders v. California, 386

US 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 993 (1967), raises no issue
of arguable nerit for direct appeal. Therefore, the notion of
counsel to withdraw is GRANTED, and the appeal is DI SM SSED. See
United States v. Jackson, 578 F.2d 1162, 1164 (5th Cr. 1978);

FIFTH QR R 42.2.

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



