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

No. 01-20422
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

ver sus

PECO PERI CO MALLARD,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 00-CR-605-2

February 26, 2002
Before JONES, SMTH, and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *
Counsel appointed to represent Peco Perico Mallard on
direct appeal has filed a notion to wthdraw and a brief pursuant

to Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738, 744 (1967). Mal | ard has

filed a response in which he lists the follow ng potential issues
for appeal: the evidence was not sufficient to connect himto a
drug conspiracy; his plea was involuntary; he should have been
allowed to plead to a | esser charge; the evidence does not support

the drug quantity that was used to determ ne his sentence; and the

Pursuant to 5THQR R 47.5, the court has determned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under the limted
circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5.4.
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district court erred in attributing as rel evant conduct the drug
quantity that was used to determ ne his sentence.

Qur i ndependent review of the brief, Mallard s response,
and the record discloses no nonfrivolous issue in this direct
appeal . Accordingly, the notion for |eave to withdraw is GRANTED,
counsel is excused from further responsibilities herein, and the

APPEAL | S DI SM SSED. See 5TH QR R 42. 2.



