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

No. 98-40835
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
BOBBY DUANE BATES,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. C-97-CR-280-2

Oct ober 20, 1999
Before JONES, W ENER, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Bobby Duane Bates, prisoner No. 29699-080, appearing pro se,
entered a plea of guilty to one count of conspiracy to possess
wth intent to distribute marijuana and one count of possession
wth intent to distribute marijuana. Bates now appeals the
judgnent of the district court.

Bates conplains in Issues | and Il of ineffective assistance
of counsel, setting forth a nunber of alleged errors. However, a

claimof ineffective assistance ordinarily may not be nmade for

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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the first tinme on appeal as the district court nust devel op an
adequate record so that this court may evaluate the nerits of the

claim See United States v. Bounds, 943 F.2d 541, 544 (5th G

1991). The record in this case is not sufficient for review,
therefore, we will dismss his ineffective assistance clains
W thout prejudice to his ability to bring themagain in a notion
pursuant to 28 U. S.C. § 2255. See id.

Bat es next argues in Issues |IIl and IV that the district
court erred in denying his notion to suppress. This argunent is

forecl osed by Bates’s unconditional plea of guilty. See United

States v. Smallwood, 920 F.2d 1231, 1240 (5th Cr. 1991)

(unconditional guilty plea constitutes waiver of al
nonj urisdictional defects in the proceedi ngs agai nst a
def endant) .

In his last point of error, Issue V, Bates contends that his
guilty plea was not made know ngly and voluntarily. Bates’s
entire argunent, however, consists of a single sentence w thout
citation to any authority or to the record. Accordingly, Bates’'s

appeal on this point is deened abandoned. See Yohey v. Collins,

985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993) (failure to brief issue
adequately, even in pro se appeal, results in abandonnment of
claim. 1In any event, the transcript of Bates’'s guilty-plea
heari ng denonstrates that Bates’s plea was both know ng and
voluntary, and his strategic decision to plead guilty rather than
face a potentially greater sentence does not render his plea
invalid. See Starling v. Estelle, 651 F.2d 1082, 1083 (5th Cr
1981) .
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For the foregoing reasons, we DISM SS the clai ns of
i neffective assistance of counsel wthout prejudice to Bates’s
right to raise those clains in a proceeding pursuant to 28 U S. C
8§ 2255. As to all other issues, we AFFIRM the judgnent of the
district court.

APPEAL DI SM SSED | N PART W THOUT PREJUDI CE; JUDGVENT
AFFI RVED.



