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SUMMARY

The Seventh Court of Appeals of Texas affirmed the trial court’s adjudication of Celia Nicole
Camacho’s guilt for injury to a child and twelve-year sentence after finding that she violated deferred-
adjudication community supervision by committing theft. The court held that sufficient circumstantial
evidence supported the theft violation and reformed the judgment to reflect that Camacho pleaded
“Not True” to the motion to revoke.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Appeal from a judgment adjudicating appellant guilty of injury to a
child after the trial court found that she violated deferred-adjudication
community supervision by committing theft.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviews an order revoking community supervision for abuse
of discretion, viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the
trial court's ruling. The State must prove a community-supervision
violation by a preponderance of the evidence.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished, nonprecedential memorandum opinion
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether sufficient evidence supported the trial court's finding that Camacho violated the terms of
deferred-adjudication community supervision by committing theft.

2. Whether the judgment should be reformed to state that Camacho pleaded not true, rather than true, to the
motion to revoke.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for the trial court to find by a preponderance of the evidence that Camacho
committed theft and violated a condition of community supervision. The trial court therefore did not
abuse its discretion in adjudicating her guilt.

2. The appellate court reformed the judgment to state that Camacho pleaded "Not True" to the motion to
revoke and ordered the trial court to prepare and file a corrected judgment.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A person need not physically move property to exercise control over it.” (at 4)

“Nor does it depend on exclusive control.” (at 4)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Camacho and her husband leased a house containing staging furniture from Chelsea Fhemister. After the
Camachos failed to make agreed payments for certain furniture and were evicted, the furniture and a refrigerator
were removed from the house and found at another residence rented by Camacho's husband. Camacho knew the
property had been taken, stayed at the residence where it was found, kept clothing there, and appeared in
photographs with the furniture, although she claimed she did not physically move the property and objected to
taking it.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Camacho pleaded guilty to injury to a child in 2018 and received ten years of deferred-adjudication community
supervision. The State moved to proceed with adjudication based on an alleged theft violation. After a revocation
hearing, the trial court adjudicated Camacho guilty and sentenced her to twelve years' confinement. On appeal,
she challenged the sufficiency of the evidence supporting the violation and asserted that the judgment incorrectly
stated her plea to the motion to revoke. The court affirmed the judgment as reformed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS



The trial court must prepare and file a corrected judgment reflecting that Camacho pleaded "Not True" to the
motion to revoke.
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