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PER CURI AM *

Counsel appointed to represent Wayne Earl Wtcher has noved
for leave to withdraw and has filed a brief in accordance with

Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). Wtcher has filed a

response to counsel’s notion. Qur independent review of
counsel’s brief, the record, and Wtcher’s response di scl oses no
nonfrivol ous issues for appeal. The record is insufficiently
devel oped to all ow consideration of Wtcher’s clai m of

i neffective assistance of counsel in this direct appeal. See

United States v. MEI haney, 469 F.3d 382, 383 n.1 (5th G

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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2006). Accordingly, counsel’s notion for leave to wthdraw is
CGRANTED, counsel is excused fromfurther responsibilities herein,

and the APPEAL IS DI SM SSED. See 5TH QR R 42. 2.



