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SUMMARY

The Sixth Court of Appeals of Texas at Texarkana affirmed Edwardo Morrow’s conviction and twenty-
seven-year sentence for possession of four grams or more but less than 200 grams of
methamphetamine. Applying Anders v. California, the court independently reviewed the record, found
no reversible error, and granted appellate counsel’s motion to withdraw.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Morrow appealed his conviction and sentence following a guilty plea.
Appellate counsel filed an Anders brief asserting that the appeal
presented no meritorious or reversible error and moved to withdraw.

STANDARD OF REVIEW In an Anders appeal, the appellate court independently reviews the
entire record to determine whether reversible error exists.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished memorandum opinion; marked Do Not Publish.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether independent review of the record in accordance with Anders disclosed any reversible error
requiring reversal of Morrow's conviction or sentence.

2. Whether appellate counsel should be permitted to withdraw after filing an Anders brief.

HOLDINGS

1. After independently reviewing the entire appellate record and the Anders brief, the court determined that
no reversible error existed and affirmed the trial court's judgment.

2. Counsel's professional evaluation of the record satisfied the requirements of Anders.

3. The court granted appellate counsel's motion to withdraw after determining that the case presented no
reversible error.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We have reviewed the entire appellate record and have independently determined that no reversible error
exists.”

“In the Anders context, once we determine that no reversible error exists, we must affirm the trial court’s
judgment.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Morrow pleaded guilty to second-degree felony possession of methamphetamine in an amount of four grams or
more but less than 200 grams. Following closing arguments by both parties without the presentation of evidence,
the trial court accepted the plea and assessed a twenty-seven-year prison sentence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Morrow pleaded guilty in the 124th District Court of Gregg County to second-degree felony possession of
methamphetamine weighing four grams or more but less than 200 grams. After closing arguments without the
presentation of evidence, the trial court accepted the plea and assessed twenty-seven years' imprisonment. On
appeal, counsel filed an Anders brief and motion to withdraw; Morrow was notified of his right to file a pro se
response but filed none. The Court of Appeals independently reviewed the record, found no reversible error,
affirmed the judgment, and granted counsel's motion to withdraw.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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