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

No. 01-11336
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus

EDGAR JONES,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 5:01-CR-30-2
June 4, 2002
Bef ore DeMOSS, PARKER, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Counsel for Edgar Jones has noved for |eave to wthdraw and

has filed a brief in accordance with Anders v. California.' Qur

i ndependent review of the record, counsel’s brief, and Jones’ pro
se response shows that there are no nonfrivol ous issues for
appeal. To the extent that Jones argues in his response that his
counsel was ineffective for failing to (1) comunicate the terns
of the plea agreenent, (2) provide Jones with discovery
docunents, (3) consult with Jones prior to his guilty-plea

hearing, and (4) discuss with Jones issues related to his appeal,

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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

1386 U.S. 738 (1967).
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the record has not been adequately devel oped for us to consider

Jones’ argunents on direct appeal. See United States v. Rivas,

157 F.3d 364, 369 (5th Gr. 1998).
Accordi ngly, counsel’s notion for leave to withdraw is
CGRANTED, counsel is excused fromfurther responsibilities herein,

and this appeal is DISM SSED. See 5THCR R 42.2.



