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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
FRANCI SCO PRADO- MARTI NEZ,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:03-CR-326-8

Before JOLLY, DAVIS, and ONEN, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Court - appoi nted counsel for Francisco Prado-Mrtinez has
nmoved for |eave to withdraw and has filed a brief as required by

Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). Prado-Martinez

responds that his guilty plea was unknow ng and i nvol untary
because of the alleged ineffective assistance of counsel.
Qur independent review of the brief and the record

di scl oses no nonfrivol ous issues for appeal. Counsel’s notion

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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for leave to withdraw is GRANTED, counsel is excused from further
responsibilities, and the appeal is DI SM SSED. See 5TH QR
R 42. 2.

We decline to address the ineffective assistance clains

rai sed by Prado-Martinez in this proceeding. See United States

v. Brewster, 137 F.3d 853, 859 (5th Gr. 1998). OQur decision is

W t hout prejudice to Prado-Martinez’s right to assert such cl ains

in a notion pursuant to 28 U S.C. 8§ 2255. See Massaro v. United

States, 538 U. S. 500, 508 (2003); see also United States v.

Wl kes, 20 F.3d 651, 653 (5th Gr. 1994).

ANDERS MOTI ON GRANTED; APPEAL DI SM SSED.



