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Miguel Francisco Sandoval-Lopez appeals from his jury conviction for

being an alien in the United States after deportation, in violation of 8 U.S.C. 

§ 1326.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.
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Sandoval-Lopez contends that his counsel was ineffective by failing to

object to his appearance at trial in jail clothing.  We decline to review this claim on

direct appeal because the record is insufficiently developed and the legal

representation was not so inadequate that it obviously denied Sandoval-Lopez his

Sixth Amendment right to counsel.  See United States v. Benford, 574 F.3d 1228,

1231 (9th Cir. 2009).  Accordingly, we affirm the district court’s judgment without

prejudice to Sandoval-Lopez raising this issue in a collateral attack on the

conviction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255.

AFFIRMED.


