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OPINION

Appdlant entered pleas of guilty in two separate cases of deadly conduct, without an agreed
recommendationon punishment fromthe State. Following thereturn of apre-sentenceinvestigation report,
the court assessed punishment in each case a confinement for four yearsin the Indtitutiona Divisonof the
Texas Department of Crimina Judtice.

Appdlant's appointed counsd filed amotionto withdraw from representation of appellant in each
case dong with a supporting brief in which he concludes that the appeal is whally frivolous and without



merit. The briefs meet the requirements of Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18
L.Ed.2d 493 (1967), by presenting a professond eva uation of the record demongtrating why there are
no arguable grounds to be advanced. See High v. State, 573 SW.2d 807 (Tex. Crim. App. 1978).

A copy of each of counsdl's briefs was ddlivered to gppellant. Appelant was advised of the right
to examine the appellate record and to fileapro se response. Asof thisdate, no pro se response has
been filed.

We have carefully reviewed the record and counsdl’ s brief in each case and agreethat the appedls
are whally frivolous and without merit. Further, wefind no reversble error in either record. A discussion

of the briefs would add nothing to the jurisprudence of the State.

Accordingly, ineach case the judgment of thetrid court is affirmed and the maotion to withdraw is
granted.

PER CURIAM

Judgment rendered and Opinion filed January 18, 2001.
Pand consigts of Justices Y ates, Wittig, and Frost.
Do Not Publish— TEX. R. APP. P. 47.3(b).



