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WYNN, Judge.

Defendant Vancal Hawkins appeals from his convictions for
three counts of robbery with a dangerous weapon and consolidated
sentence of fifty-seven to seventy-eight months imprisonment.

Defendant’s appellate counsel states that she has been unable
to identify any meritorious argument, and therefore requests review
pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 18 L. Ed. 2d 493
(1967), and State v. Kinch, 314 N.C. 99, 331 S.E.2d 665 (1985).
The record shows that Defendant’s appellate counsel has shown, to
the satisfaction of this Court, that she has complied with the

requirements of Anders and Kinch by advising Defendant of his right



_2_
to file written arguments with this Court and providing him with
the documents necessary to do so. Defendant has not filed any
written arguments, and a reasonable time for him to do so has
passed.

In accordance with Anders, we have fully examined the record
to determine whether any issues of arguable merit exist. We find
no error in the record before this Court, but we note that four of
Defendant’s assignments of error allege ineffective assistance of
counsel. Because we find Defendant’s ineffective assistance of
counsel claims more appropriately raised in a post-conviction
motion, we dismiss those assignments of error without prejudice to
Defendant’s right to raise them in a motion for appropriate relief
in the trial court. See State v. Clark, 159 N.C. App. 520, 531,
583 S.E.2d 680, 687 (2003).

No error in part; dismissed without prejudice in part.

Judges CALABRIA and STROUD concur.

Report per Rule 30(e).



