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Court - appoi nted counsel representing Rashad Lee Bennett has
moved for |eave to withdraw and has filed a brief pursuant to

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

response.
Qur independent review of the record, counsel’s brief, and

Bennett’ s response shows that there is no nonfrivol ous issue for

appeal. The record is insufficiently devel oped to all ow

consi deration of Bennett’s clains of ineffective assistance of

counsel on direct appeal. See United States v. Higdon, 832 F.2d

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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312, 313-14 (5th Gr. 1987). Accordingly, the notion for |eave
to withdraw i s GRANTED, counsel is excused from further
responsibilities herein, and this APPEAL | S DI SM SSED. See 5TH
CQR R 42.2. Bennett’s notions for appointnent of new counsel,
for substitution of counsel, for an extension of tinme to file his

appel late brief, and to stri ke counsel’s Anders brief are DEN ED.



