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

No. 99-20527
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
MAE JUNE HI CKS,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 98-CR-195-1
My 2, 2000

Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Mae June Hicks appeals her jury convictions for conspiracy
to conmt noney |laundering, mail fraud, and wire fraud. The
record is not adequately developed in this direct crimnal appeal
for this court to review H cks' ineffective assistance of counse
claim Accordingly, we decline to consider this claimwthout
prejudice to Hicks’ right to raise the claimin a 28 U S. C

8 2255 noti on. See United States v. Rivas, 157 F.3d 364, 369

(5th Gr. 1998). W discern no plain error in the district

court’s failure to order sua sponte the production of a summary

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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report prepared by an unidentified federal agent who had
i nterviewed H cks’ coconspirator. The district court did not
abuse its discretion in its handling of H cks’ cross-exam nation

of her coconspirator. See United States v. Alexius, 76 F.3d 642,

644 (5th Cr. 1996). Finally, the prosecutor’s comrents during
cl osing do not cast serious doubt on the correctness of the
jury’s verdict in |ight of the overwhel m ng evidence of Hi cks’

guilt and the court’s curative instruction to the jury. See

United States v. Mirrow, 177 F.3d 272, 299 (5th Cr. 1999), cert.
denied, 120 S. . 333, 514, 600 (1999), and 120 S. C. 814
(2000). Accordingly, the judgnment of the district court is

AFFI RVED.



