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Before QUINN, C.J., and REAVIS and CAMPBELL, JJ.

 Appellant, John Zavala, appealed his convictions for arson and burglary of a

habitation.  His appointed counsel has filed a motion to withdraw, together with an Anders1

brief.  He certified that, after diligently searching the record, he found the appeal meritless.

Appellate counsel served his client with a copy of his brief and motion.  So too did he tell

appellant of his conclusions and of appellant’s right to file a pro se response or brief and
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review the record.  This court also informed appellant of the same matters and directed him

to file any response or brief he cared to by November 30, 2005.  To date, appellant has

neither filed a response, brief, or request for an extension. 

Per Anders, appellate counsel explained, in his brief, why the appeal was meritless.

We conducted our own review of the record to uncover potential error, reversible or

otherwise, pursuant to Stafford v. State, 813 S.W.2d 503 (Tex. Crim. App. 1991).  Like that

of appellate counsel, our review uncovered none. 

Accordingly, the motion to withdraw is granted, and the judgment is affirmed.
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