UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FIFTH O RCU T

No. 94-50722

(Summary Cal endar)

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
DAVERNE M FOY,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Western District of Texas
(A 91 CR 172 01 SS)

August 25, 1995

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM DUHE, and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Court - appoi nted counsel for Daverne M Foy has filed a brief
in conpliance with Anders v. California, 386 U S 738, 87 S. .
1396, 18 L. Ed. 2d 493 (1967), and has noved to w thdraw as
counsel, stating that the district court has conplied with the
instructions of this Court in United States v. Foy, 28 F.3d 464
(5th CGr.), cert. denied, = US __ , 115 S C. 610, 130 L. Ed.

2d 520 (1994). W have i ndependently revi ewed counsel's brief, the

Local Rule 47.5.1 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
opi ni on shoul d not be published.



points raised by Foy in his response to counsel's brief, and we
have found no nonfrivol ous i ssue. Accordingly, we GRANT counsel's
nmotion to wthdraw, DENY Foy's request for appointnent of new

counsel, and DI SM SS Foy's appeal .



