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PER CURI AM *
The attorney appoi nted to represent Joseph Robi cheaux has
noved for leave to withdrawn and has filed a brief in accordance

wth Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). In response to

counsel s notion, Robicheaux has raised several appellate issues,
i ncluding cl ai ns that counsel perforned ineffectively at trial and

at sentencing, and he noves this court to appoint new appellate

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



counsel. The notion for appointnent of new appellate counsel is
DENI ED.

We pretermt consideration of Robicheaux’s ineffective
counsel argunents because the record is not adequately devel oped

for appellate review. United States v. Chavez-Valencia, 116 F. 3d

127, 133-34 (5th Cr. 1997). Robi cheaux’ s responses, counsel’s
brief, and our independent review of the record reveal no other
potentially nonfrivol ous i ssue. Consequently, counsel’s notion for
| eave to withdraw i s GRANTED and counsel is excused from further
responsibilities herein. Robi cheaux’s clains of ineffective
counsel are DI SM SSED W THOUT PREJUDI CE to his ability to raise the
issues on 28 U S.C. § 2255 review. The APPEAL |S DI SM SSED. See

5th Gr. R 42. 2.



