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SUMMARY

The Ninth District Court of Appeals of Texas reviewed an Anders appeal from William Mitchell
Keen’s conviction for indecency with a child and nine-year sentence. After examining the record,
counsel’s Anders brief, and Keen’s pro se brief, the court found no arguable grounds for reversal and
affirmed the trial court’s judgment.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the Anders review disclosed any arguable grounds for reversal.

2. Whether the court was required to appoint new counsel to rebrief the appeal after receiving Keen's pro se
brief.

HOLDINGS

1. The appeal was wholly frivolous because the court's full review of the record and briefs revealed no
arguable grounds for reversal.

2. The court was not required to appoint new counsel because it found no arguable grounds for appeal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“It may determine that the appeal is wholly frivolous and issue an opinion explaining that it has reviewed the
record and finds no reversible error[;] [o]r, it may determine that arguable grounds for appeal exist and
remand the cause to the trial court so that new counsel may be appointed to brief the issues.” (at 2)

“Due to the nature of Anders briefs, by indicating in the opinion that it considered the issues raised in the
briefs and reviewed the record for reversible error but found none, the court of appeals met the requirements
of Texas Rule of Appellate Procedure 47.1.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A grand jury indicted William Mitchell Keen for indecency with a child, a third-degree felony under Texas Penal
Code section 21.11(a)(2)(A), (d). Keen pleaded not guilty, and a jury found him guilty and assessed punishment
at nine years of confinement. The appellate court reviewed the entire record, appointed counsel's Anders brief,
and Keen's pro se brief and found no arguably reversible error.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Montgomery County grand jury indicted Keen for indecency with a child, and a jury found him guilty after he
pleaded not guilty. The jury assessed punishment at nine years' confinement. Keen timely appealed; appointed
appellate counsel filed an Anders brief asserting that no arguable grounds for reversal existed, and Keen filed a
pro se brief. After independently reviewing the entire record, the briefs, and the applicable law, the court found
no arguable basis for reversal and affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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