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

No. 96-11233
Summary Cal endar

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

ver sus
DYANNE FAYE JONES,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:94-CR-362-X
) Cct ober 29, 1997
Bef ore WSDOM DUHE, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Before the Court is Dyanne Faye Jones’s appeal from her
guilty plea to the charge of conspiracy to distribute cocaine and
her sentence of 51 nonths inprisonnent, followed by 5 years of
supervi sed rel ease. Her Court-appointed counsel, George W Lang,

1, has filed a notion to withdraw as counsel in this case al ong

Wi th an acconpanying brief as required by Anders v. California,

386 U.S. 738 (1967). Jones was given an opportunity to respond

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5THGQR R
47.5. 4.
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to counsel’s brief and to call the Court’s attention to any
meritorious issues for appeal. She did not file an answer. Qur

i ndependent review of counsel’s brief and the record discloses no
non-frivol ous issues for appeal.

The district court conplied wwth Fed. R Cim P. 11 in
accepting Jones’s guilty plea. The record shows that Jones was
conpetent to enter a plea and that she did so voluntarily, with
an understandi ng of the rights she surrendered by pleading

guilty. See Boykin v. Al abama, 395 U S. 238, 242-4 (1969). As

part of her plea, Jones waived her right to appeal her plea and
sentence except for a fewlimted exceptions which are not
present in this case. The district court did not sentence Jones
above the statutory maxi num of 40 years, nor did the court depart
upwards fromthe sentencing guideline range of 57-71 nonths for
this offense.! Finally, the current state of the record on this
di rect appeal does not show that Jones received ineffective
assi stance of counsel.

We find no non-frivol ous issues presented in this appeal.
Accordi ngly, court-appointed counsel’s notion to withdraw is

GRANTED and Jones’s APPEAL IS DISM SSED. See 5th Gr. R 42.2.

. In fact, Jones received a dowmward departure fromthe
sentenci ng gui deline range due to her cooperation with the
gover nnent .



