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SUMMARY

The Texas Court of Appeals for the Second District reviewed Andrew Moran’s Anders appeal from
concurrent 14-year sentences for three counts of child-pornography possession. The court found no
arguable grounds for relief, deleted unpronounced fines from the judgments, corrected the bill of costs
to show no reimbursement fees owed, affirmed the judgments as modified, and granted appointed

counsel’s motion to withdraw.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Moran appealed concurrent fourteen-year sentences imposed after he

pleaded guilty without an agreement on punishment to three counts of
child-pornography possession. Appointed appellate counsel filed an

Anders brief and a motion to withdraw.

STANDARD OF REVIEW In an Anders appeal, the appellate court must independently examine
the entire record for any arguable ground for appeal before granting

appointed counsel's motion to withdraw.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Nonprecedential; memorandum opinion designated Do Not Publish
under Tex. R. App. P. 47.2(b).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether appointed appellate counsel satisfied the requirements of Anders v. California and whether

independent review revealed any arguable ground for relief.

2. Whether the three judgments could include $100 fines that were not orally pronounced in Moran's

presence.

3. Whether the bill of costs should be corrected to reflect the trial court's credit of the $10 reimbursement
fee for time served.

HOLDINGS

1. After appointed counsel fulfills Anders's requirements, the appellate court must independently examine
the record for any arguable ground for appeal before granting counsel's motion to withdraw. The court

found no arguable ground for relief and granted the motion to withdraw.

2. A fine included as part of a criminal sentence must be orally pronounced in the defendant's presence.

Because the trial court did not orally pronounce the fines, the appellate court deleted the $100 fine from
each of the three judgments.

3. The bill of costs must be corrected to reflect that no reimbursement fee was currently owed when the

trial court credited the $10 reimbursement fee for time served. The court reformed the bill of costs to
show $0.00 in total reimbursement fees.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“After an appellant’s court-appointed counsel fulfills Anders’s requirements, this court must independently

examine the record for any arguable ground that may be raised.” (1)

“Thus, we will delete the fines from each judgment.” (2)

“We dffirm the judgments as modified, and we reform the bill of costs to reflect “$0.00” owed for “Total

Reimbursement Fees.”” (3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Moran pleaded guilty without an agreement on punishment to three counts of possessing child pornography. The
trial court imposed concurrent fourteen-year sentences and included a $100 fine in each judgment, although it
did not orally pronounce any fine in Moran's presence. The trial court also assessed a $10 reimbursement fee in

Count One and credited it for time served, but the bill of costs showed the fee as currently due.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



The 372nd District Court of Tarrant County imposed concurrent fourteen-year sentences and included $100 fines
in each judgment. The court of appeals independently reviewed the record under Anders and found no arguable
grounds for relief, but modified the judgments to delete the unpronounced fines and reformed the bill of costs to
show no reimbursement fees currently owed. The court affirmed the judgments as modified and granted

counsel's motion to withdraw.

DISPOSITION

affirmed

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

No remand. The judgments are affirmed as modified by deleting the $100 fine from each judgment, and the bill

of costs is reformed to show $0.00 owed for total reimbursement fees.
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