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M GUEL JUAREZ- GONZALEZ, al so known as M guel Gonzal ez,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-03-CR-275-3-SS

Bef ore W ENER, BENAVIDES, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Court - appoi nted counsel for M guel Juarez-CGonzal ez (Juarez)
has noved for |leave to withdraw and has filed a brief pursuant to

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

response to the notion. Qur review of the brief filed by
counsel, Juarez’s response, and the record discloses no
nonfrivol ous issue for appeal. W conclude that the record is
insufficiently devel oped to all ow consideration on direct appeal

of Juarez’s claimof ineffective assi stance of counsel. See

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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United States v. Hi gdon, 832 F.2d 312, 314 (5th Cr. 1987).

Accordingly, without prejudice to Juarez’s right to file a notion
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2255, the notion for leave to withdraw is
CGRANTED, counsel is excused fromfurther responsibilities, and
the APPEAL |S DISM SSED. See 5THCR R 42.2. Juarez’s nptions
for the appointnment of counsel and to proceed in forma pauperis

are DEN ED.



