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

No. 99-50432
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
LUZ RAJAS,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. EP-98-CR-531-ALL-DB

My 16, 2000

Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Court - appoi nted counsel for Luz Rojas has noved for |eave to
w thdraw and has filed a brief as required by Anders v.
California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). Rojas’ untinely notice of
appeal , however, prevents us fromreaching the nerits of
counsel’s notion to withdraw. The record reflects that Rojas’
noti ce of appeal was filed well beyond the ten-day appeal s
period. See Fed. R App. P. 4(b)(1)(A(i). Because a tinely

notice of appeal is a prerequisite to the exercise of this

court’s jurisdiction, Rojas’ appeal is DI SM SSED as untinely.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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See United States v. Merrifield, 764 F.2d 436, 436-37 (5th Gr.

1985). Counsel’s notion to withdraw is DEN ED as noot.
APPEAL DI SM SSED; MOTI ON TO W THDRAW DENI ED AS MOOT.



