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PER CURI AM *

The attorney appointed to represent Isidoro Rafael De Ochoa
has noved for leave to wthdraw fromthis direct appeal and has

filed a brief as required by Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738

(1967). De Ochoa has received a copy of counsel’s notion and has
filed a pro se notion seeking to enforce the plea agreenent, which
we construe as a response to the Anders notion. De Ochoa contends,
inter alia, that his trial counsel commtted certain errors that
affected his guilty plea and wai ver of appeal, which we construe as

asserting clains of ineffective assi stance of counsel. W concl ude

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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that the record is insufficiently devel oped to all ow consi deration
on direct appeal of these clains of ineffective assistance of

counsel . See United States v. Brewster, 137 F.3d 853, 859 (5th

Cir. 1998). To the extent that De Ochoa raises other argunents
regarding the voluntariness of his qguilty plea and waiver, his
argunents are without nerit.

Qur independent review of counsel’s brief, De GCchoa’s
response, and the record discloses no nonfrivolous issues for
appeal . Accordingly, the notion for |eave to withdraw is GRANTED,
counsel is excused from further responsibilities herein, and the
APPEAL | S DISM SSED. See 5TH QR R 42.2. To the extent that De
Cchoa’ s notion seeks to enforce the plea agreenent, it is DEN ED.
This ruling is without prejudice to De Cchoa’s right to raise his
i neffective assistance of counsel clains in a 28 U S . C § 2255
proceedi ng to the extent that such clains are not precluded by his

wai ver .



