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PER CURIAM:

Mohammad B. Al-Kurdi pleaded guilty, pursuant to a
plea agreement, to a one-count information that alleged that he
engaged in a conspiracy to commit identity fraud, receipt and
possession of items stolen from a bank, sale of stolen goods,
and false representation of a social security number, in
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 371 (2006). The district court
sentenced Al-Kurdi on November 19, 2008, to twenty-seven months
of imprisonment, and allowed him to self-report for service of
his sentence. Al-Kurdi was directed to report to begin his
sentence on February 2, 2009, but failed to zreport and his
whereabouts are unknown. Al-Kurdi’s attorney timely filed an
appeal and has filed an appellate brief pursuant to Anders wv.
California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967). For the reasons that follow,
we dismiss the appeal.

“It has been settled for well over a century that an
appellate court may dismiss the appeal of a defendant who is a
fugitive from Jjustice during the pendency of his appeal.”

Ortega-Rodriguez v. United States, 507 U.S. 234, 239 (1993).

Al-Kurdi’s fugitive status “disentitles [him] to call wupon the
resources of the Court for determination of his claims.” Id. at

240 (quoting Molinaro v. New Jersey, 396 U.S. 365, 366 (1970)).

Accordingly, we dismiss the appeal. We dispense with

oral argument because the facts and 1legal contentions are



adequately presented in the materials before the court and
argument would not aid the decisional process.

DISMISSED



