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USDC No. 4:04-CR-106-20

Bef ore BARKSDALE, GARZA, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Court - appoi nted counsel for Earl WIlianms, Jr., has
requested | eave to withdraw and has filed a brief as required by

Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). WIIlianms has received

a copy of counsel’s notion and has filed a pro se response. In
his response, WIllianms contends that his trial counsel was
ineffective. W conclude that the record is insufficiently
devel oped to all ow consideration on direct appeal of WIllians’s

clains of ineffective assi stance of counsel. See United States

v. Higdon, 832 F.2d 312, 313-14 (5th Gr. 1987).

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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Qur independent review of the record, counsel’s brief, and
WIllians's response di scloses no nonfrivol ous issue for appeal.
Accordi ngly, counsel’s notion for |leave to withdraw i s GRANTED

counsel is excused fromfurther responsibilities, and the APPEAL

IS DI SM SSED. See 5TH QR R 42.2.



