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Appellant Thomas R. appeals the trial court’s orders terminating his

parental rights to his children J.L.R., II, A.R.L.R., T.R., and J.D.–W.R.  We

affirm.
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Appellant’s court-appointed appellate counsel has filed a motion to

withdraw and an Anders2 brief in support stating that after diligently reviewing

the record, he believes any appeal in these consolidated cases would be

frivolous.

The brief meets the requirements of Anders by presenting a professional

evaluation of the record and demonstrating why there are no arguable grounds

of error to be advanced.3  Appellant’s counsel delivered a copy of the motion

and supporting brief to appellant advising him of his right to contest the motion,

review the record, and file a pro se brief with this court.  The time for filing

such a brief has expired, and we have not received a pro se brief.  The State

has not filed a brief.

As the reviewing appellate court, we must conduct an independent

evaluation of the record to decide whether counsel is correct in determining the

appeals are frivolous.4



5… See Bledsoe v. State, 178 S.W.3d 824, 827 (Tex. Crim. App. 2005);
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Having carefully reviewed the record and the appellate brief, we agree

with appellate counsel that appellant’s appeals are frivolous and without merit.

We find nothing in the record that might arguably support the appeals.5

Accordingly, we affirm the trial court’s termination orders and grant

counsel’s motion to withdraw. 

PER CURIAM
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