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

No. 00-41411
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
Rl CARDO PERELES, JR.,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:00-CR-17-3
‘Septenber 14, 2001
Before JOLLY, BENAVI DES, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Appoi nted counsel for Ricardo Pereles, Jr. requests

perm ssion to withdraw pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U S.

738 (1967). Pereles has not filed a response.
The evidence was sufficient to support the jury's verdict
convicting Pereles of possession with intent to distribute and

di stributi on of cocai ne base. United States v. ©Mreno, 185 F. 3d

465, 471 (5th Gir. 1999), cert. denied, 528 U.S. 1095 (2000):

United States v. Lechuga, 888 F.2d 1472, 1478 (5th Cr. 1989).

Pursuant to 5" CR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5" QR R 47.5. 4.
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In light of the testinony at trial, the district court’s
failure to instruct the jury on the credibility of a conpensated

i nformant was not an abuse of discretion. See United States V.

Villafranca, 2001 W. 838867, *2 (5'" Cir. 2001); United States v.

Abrego, 141 F.3d 142, 152 (5" Gr. 1998).

An i ndependent review of counsel’s brief and the record
reveal s no nonfrivol ous issue for appeal. Anders, 386 U S at
744. Accordingly, counsel’s notion is GRANTED and the APPEAL | S
DI SM SSED.



