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Appellant Christopher Burris was tried by a jury and found guilty of aggravated
robbery, use of a firearm, and possession of a firearm by certain persons. He was
sentenced to a total of 540 months in the Arkansas Department of Correction, which
included an enhancement for use of a firearm during the commission of a felony.
Pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), and Rule 4-3(k) of the Rules of the
Arkansas Supreme Court and Court of Appeals, appellant’s attorney has filed a motion to
withdraw as counsel on the ground that the appeal is wholly without merit. The motion
is accompanied by an abstract, brief, and addendum that purport to refer to everything in
the record that might arguably support the appeal, and a statement of reasons why none of

those rulings would be a meritorious ground for reversal.
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The clerk of this court furnished appellant with a copy of his counsel’s brief and
notified him of his right to file a pro se statement of points within thirty days, which
appellant has done. However, our review of the record and briefs in this case reveals that
the verdict forms, though included in the record filed with this appeal, were not included
in the addendum to counsel’s brief in accordance with Rule 4-2 of the Rules of the
Arkansas Supreme Court and Court of Appeals. Therefore, we are unable to address the
merits of counsel’s motion to withdraw. We further note that the fact that we have
discovered noncompliance regarding the omission of the verdict forms does not necessarily
mean that there is compliance in all other respects. Consequently, we direct counsel to
file a substituted brief that, in particular, includes the verdict forms and otherwise fully
complies with the requirements of our Rule 4-2 and Anders v. California, supra.

Rebriefing ordered; motion to withdraw denied.

GRUBER and HOOFMAN, JJ., agree.

Robert N. Jeffrey, tor appellant.

Dustin McDaniel, Att’y Gen., by: Nicana C. Sherman, Ass’t Att’y Gen., for appellee.
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