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

No. 94-30492
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
VERSUS
REG NALD VWHI TE,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
(94- CR-30-0O

(March 16, 1995)
Bef ore JONES, BARKSDALE, and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Reginald Wiite was convicted by a jury of possession of a
firearmby a convicted felon. After preparation of the Presentence
I nvestigation Report, Wite nmade several objections for factual
corrections, in addition to making the foll ow ng objections to the
sentenci ng recommendation: (1) he should be awarded a two-Ievel
reduction for acceptance of responsibility; (2) his crimnal-

hi story category overrepresented the seriousness of his crimnal

Local Rule 47.5.1 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that rule, the court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



hi story and warranted a one-category departure; and, (3) he should
be awar ded a downward departure fromthe applicabl e gui deli ne range
because the facts of his case fell outside the core concern of the
prohi bition against possession of a firearm by a felon. The
district court overruled Wiite's first and third objections, but
granted a one-category departure under his second. |t sentenced
him inter alia, to 77 nonths' inprisonnent.

White's court-appointed counsel seeks to be permtted to
wthdraw, and has filed a brief as required by Anders wv.
California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). W have independently revi ewed
counsel's brief, the points raised by Wite in response to that
brief, and the record, and have found no non-frivol ous issue.

White responds, that he wants to pursue an appeal; but, the
only issue that he identifies is an ineffective assistance of
counsel claim(concerning trial counsel). Hi s desiretoraisethis
i ssue on direct appeal is not well-taken. Not having raised the
issue at trial, this claimshould be raised pursuant to 28 U S. C
§ 2255. E.g., United States v. Hi gdon, 832 F.2d 312, 314 (5th Gr
1987), cert. denied, 484 U.S. 1075 (1988).

Accordi ngly, counsel's notionto withdrawis GRANTED, Wite's
nmoti ons for appoi ntnent of new counsel and a 60-day extension are

DENI ED; and the appeal is DI SM SSED.



