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

No. 99-40575
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
CARLOS MENDEZ,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. C-98-CR-361-1
Decenber 22, 1999

Before DAVIS, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The federal public defender appointed to represent Carlos
Mendez has noved for |eave to withdraw and has filed a brief as

requi red by Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). Mendez

has filed a response to counsel’s notion, asserting that the
district court erred when it declined to suppress nmarijuana
seized after an illegal stop, that his sentence was in violation
of the Sentencing CGuidelines, and that his counsel was

i neffective because he failed to challenge the district court’s

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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application of the guidelines. Mndez al so suggests that he was
not permtted to plead guilty.
The record is adequately devel oped for us to reject Mendez’s

i neffective-assi stance-of -counsel argunent. See United States V.

H gdon, 832 F.2d 312, 314 (5th Gr. 1987); Strickland v.

Washi ngton, 466 U.S. 668, 692 (1994). Qur independent review of
the briefs and the record discloses no nonfrivol ous appel |l ate

i ssue. Accordingly, the notion for leave to withdraw is GRANTED
counsel is excused fromfurther responsibilities herein, and the

APPEAL | S DI SM SSED.



