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

No. 00-50191
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Plaintiff - Appellee
V.
JESSE MANUEL PALACI CS, JR
Def endant - Appel | ant

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. MO 98- CR-133-1

 March 1, 2001
Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and JONES and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
The attorney appointed to represent Jesse Manuel Pal aci os,

Jr., has npved for |leave to withdraw and has filed a brief as

required by Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). Pal aci os

has received a copy of counsel’s notion and brief, and, in
response, has filed a notion for appoi ntnent of new appell ate
counsel. To the extent that Palacios is attenpting to raise
i neffective-assi stance-of-counsel clainms, we pretermt

consi deration of those clains because the record is not

adequat el y devel oped for appellate review. United States v.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Chavez-Val encia, 116 F.3d 127, 133-34 (5th Cr. 1997). CQur

i ndependent review of counsel’s brief, Palacios’ notion, and the
record di scloses no nonfrivol ous issue. Accordingly, the notion
for leave to withdraw is GRANTED, counsel is excused from further
responsibilities herein, and the APPEAL IS DI SM SSED. See 5TH
CGR R 42.2. Further, Palacios’ notion for appointnent of new
appel l ate counsel is DENIED. See Fifth Crcuit Plan under the
Crimnal Justice Act, 88 2, 3.



