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OPINION

Appdlant wascharged withthefe ony offenseof aggravated robbery. Hepleaded guilty tothe
offense. Thecourt found gppd lant guilty and assessad hispunishment in accordance with apleaagreement
at confinement for ten years. Appellant timely filed a notice of appeal.

Appd lant’ scourt appointed counsd filed amotiontowithdraw from representation aongwitha
supporting brief inwhich sheconduded that the gpped iswhoally frivolousand without merit. SeeAnders
v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L .Ed.2d 493 (1967). Thebrief meetstherequirements
of Andersby presenting aprofess ond eva uation of therecord demongtratingwhy thereareno arguable
grounds to be advanced. See High v. Sate, 573 SW.2d 807, 811 (Tex. Crim. App. 1978).



A copy of counsdl’ shrief wasddiveredto gppdlant. Appdlant wasadvised of theright toexamine
theappellaterecord and tofileapro seresponse. Appellant hasfiled apro seresponseclaimingtwo
pointsof error. Inhisbrief, gppe lant contendsthat herecaived ineffective ass sancefrom histria counsd

that rendered his pleainvoluntary.

Appe lant hastheburdento provethat histrid counsda wasineffectiveand thiscontention must
beproven by apreponderanceof theevidence. SeeCannonv. Sate, 668 S.W.2d 401, 403 (Tex.
Crim. App. 1984). Hemust show (1) that hiscounsel’ srepresentation fell bel ow an objectivestandard
of reasonablenessand (2) that the probakility, but for counse’ serrors, that thetria would haveresulted
inadifferent outcome. See Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 104 S.Ct. 2052, 80 L .Ed.2d
674(1984). Inthemgority of instances, therecord on direct gpped issmply undeve oped and cannot
adequatdly reflect thefallingsof tria counsdl. SeeJacksonv. Sate, 973 SW.2d 954, 957 (Tex. Crim.
App. 1998).

Thereexigsastrong presumption that counsd’ sconduct fl withinthewiderangeof reasonable
professiona assistance. See Srickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. at 688. To defesat thispresumption,
any dlegation of ineffectivenessmust befirmly founded intherecord, and therecord must affirmatively
demongtratetheallegedineffectiveness. SeeMcFarlandv. Sate, 928 SW.2d 482, 500 (Tex. Crim.
App. 1996).

Appdlant clamsthat hiscounsd (1) never madeany red attemptstoresearch or investigatethe
case, (2) never filed any pretrid motions, (3) used pressuretacticsto persuade gppel lant to plead guilty to
theoffense, and (4) misinformed gope lant about thelaw concerning pardledigibility. Therecordinthis

caseisslent asto all of these clams.

During the pleahearing, therecord showsthat thetrid court properly admonished the gppel lant
bothordly andinwriting. Appe lant stated that no onehad forced or threatened himto enter thepleaand
that hewaspleading guilty soldly becausehewasquilty. Appdlant sated that no onehad madehimany
promisesof parole. Thetria court admonished gppdlant of thefull rangeof punishment for theoffenseand
gppd lant indicated that he understood therange. Without something intherecord toindicate otherwise,



appdlant hasfalled to rebut the presumption that counsdl’ sconduct fdl withinthewiderangeof reasonable

professional assistance.

Wehavereviewed therecord and gppellant’ spro seresponseto gppel late counsdl’ shrief. We
agreewith gppellate counsd that the gpped isfrivolousand without merit. Appellant’ spro seresponse
to gopelatecounsd’ smotiontowithdraw and thebrief in support of themotion doesnot raiseany arguable

points of error, and our review of the record reveals none.

Accordingly, we grant counsel’ s motion to withdraw and affirm the judgment of the trial court.
PER CURIAM
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