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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
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REAGAN SULLI VAN,
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. 1:05-CR-191-1

Bef ore REAVLEY, WENER and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Counsel appointed to represent Reagan Sul livan has requested
| eave to withdraw and has filed a brief as required by Anders v.

California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). Sullivan has filed a response.

The record is insufficiently devel oped to all ow consi deration at
this time of Sullivan’s clains of ineffective assistance of

counsel. See United States v. Cantwell, 470 F. 3d 1087, 1091 (5th

Gir. 2006).

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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
Sullivan’s response di scl oses no nonfrivol ous issue for appeal,
except that the district court’s witten judgnent fails to
reflect the dism ssal of Count Five and Count Six of the
i ndi ctment against Sullivan. These counts were dism ssed by the
district court on the Governnent’s notion. A sinple remand to
correct such an om ssion or oversight is proper. See United

States v. Powell, 354 F.3d 362, 372 (5th Gr. 2003); see also

FED. R CRM P. 36.

Accordi ngly, we GRANT counsel’s notion for |eave to
wi t hdraw, AFFIRM Sullivan’s conviction and sentences, and REMAND
to the district court wwth an instruction to correct the judgnent
to reflect dism ssal of Count Five and Count Six agai nst

Sul I'i van.



