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

No. 01-41379
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JOHN ERI C MACI AS,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC Nos. L-96-CR-19-1
C-01-CR-231
Cct ober 30, 2002

Bef ore DeMOSS, BENAVI DES, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Appoi nted counsel for John Eric Macias has noved for |eave
to withdraw and has filed a brief as required by Anders v.
California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). Macias received a copy of
counsel’s notion and brief and has filed a response. He submts
t hat he does not chall enge the conduct for which revocation of

hi s supervi sed rel ease was sought. Macias argues instead that

because of his cooperation with the Governnent he nust serve his

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 01-41379
-2

sentence in solitary confinenent. This issue does not go to
Maci as’s direct appeal. Because Macias did not raise clainms of
i neffective assistance of counsel in the district court, no
record was nade relative to this issue. This court does not
resolve clains of ineffective assistance of counsel on direct

appeal if the record is not sufficiently devel oped. See United

States v. Haese, 162 F.3d 359, 363 (5th Cr. 1998).

Qur independent review of the brief, the issue raised in
Maci as’ s response, and the record discloses no nonfrivol ous
i ssue. Accordingly, counsel’s notion for leave to wthdraw is
CGRANTED, counsel is excused fromfurther responsibilities herein.

The APPEAL |S DI SM SSED. See 5THQR R 42. 2.



