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SUMMARY

The Texas Court of Appeals, Third District, reviewed an Anders appeal from a judgment adjudicating
Patrick Darrell Gibson guilty, revoking his deferred-adjudication community supervision, and
sentencing him to 240 days in jail for possession of a controlled substance. The court granted
appointed counsel’s motion to withdraw, concluded the appeal was frivolous and without merit, and

affirmed the trial court’s judgment.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Appeal from a judgment adjudicating guilt, revoking deferred-

adjudication community supervision, and imposing a 240-day jail
sentence after the appellant pleaded true to the State's revocation

allegations.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court independently reviewed the record under the Anders
procedure to determine whether any arguably meritorious ground for

appeal existed.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether appointed appellate counsel's Anders brief and motion to withdraw satisfied the applicable

requirements.

2. Whether the record contained any arguably meritorious ground for appeal from the judgment
adjudicating guilt and revoking community supervision.

HOLDINGS

1. Appointed counsel's motion to withdraw and Anders brief satisfied the requirements of Anders by

providing a professional evaluation of the record and demonstrating that no arguable grounds for appeal
existed.

2. After independently reviewing the record and counsel's brief, the court found no issue that might

arguably support the appeal and held that the appeal was frivolous and without merit.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“assisting the court in determining both that counsel in fact conducted the required detailed review of the

case and that the appeal is . . . frivolous™ (opinion at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Gibson was charged with the state jail felony of possession of a controlled substance and pleaded guilty under a
plea agreement. The trial court deferred adjudication and placed him on four years of community supervision.

After Gibson pleaded true to allegations in the State's motion to revoke, the trial court adjudicated guilt, revoked
supervision, and imposed a 240-day jail sentence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Gibson pleaded guilty to possession of a controlled substance pursuant to a plea agreement. The trial court
deferred adjudication and placed him on four years of deferred-adjudication community supervision. After the
State moved to revoke supervision, Gibson pleaded true; the trial court adjudicated him guilty, revoked

supervision, and sentenced him to 240 days in jail. On appeal, appointed counsel filed an Anders motion to
withdraw and brief, and Gibson did not file a pro se brief.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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