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

No. 99-60192
Summary Cal endar

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

JAVES W LSON BROCK, al so known
as Tobert Sones Brock Jr.,

Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3-97-CR-56-ALL-LN
o jude-l: éOdO- )

Before JOLLY, JONES, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Janes W son Brock was convicted of conspiracy to defraud
t he Governnent of clains in violation of 18 U S.C. § 286.
Brock’s court-appoi nted counsel, Cynthia A Stewart, has noved

for leave to wthdraw and has filed a brief as required by Anders

v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). Brock was sent a copy of

counsel’s notion and brief, but has not filed a response. Qur

i ndependent review of the brief and the record discloses no

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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nonfrivol ous issue for appeal. Accordingly, counsel’s notion for
| eave to withdraw i s GRANTED, and the APPEAL |S DI SM SSED.

We previously ordered Stewart to file a copy of the
Menor andum of Under standi ng referenced in her notion and brief as
providing for a waiver of Brock’s right to appeal. She has not
done so but has filed a letter indicating that she does not have
a signed copy of such docunent. Although Stewart stated that she
reviewed this nmenorandum and represented to the court that Brock
wai ved his right to appeal his guilty plea and sentence, the
record is devoid of any evidence that Brock waived his right to
appeal. Stewart is, therefore, ORDERED TO SHOW CAUSE why she
shoul d not be sanctioned for making material m srepresentations
to this court. Stewart shall have until June 15, 2000, to file
wth the Cerk of this Court under oath her response to this show
cause order.

MOTI ON GRANTED; APPEAL DI SM SSED; ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
| SSUED



