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SUMMARY

The Sixth Court of Appeals of Texas at Texarkana affirmed the revocation of Chad Russell George’s
community supervision, adjudication of guilt, and two-year prison sentence for endangering a child. In
an Anders appeal, the court independently reviewed the record and George’s pro se response and

found no reversible error. The court also granted appointed counsel’s motion to withdraw.

CASE DETAILS
COURT Court of Appeals for the Sixth Appellate District of Texas at Texarkana

WRITING FOR THE COURT Scott Stevens, Chief Justice; Charles van Cleef, Justice; Randy

Rambin, Justice

JURISDICTION Court of Appeals for the Sixth Appellate District of Texas at Texarkana
DECIDED March 13, 2026

DOCKET 06-25-00129-CR

DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Anders appeal from the revocation of community supervision,

adjudication of guilt, and imposition of a two-year prison sentence for

endangering a child.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Independent review of the entire appellate record and the appellant's

pro se response for reversible error under Anders v. California.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished and nonprecedential
PARTIES Chad Russell George v. The State of Texas
TOPICS

appellate procedure  criminal procedure  standard of review

PRACTICE AREAS

criminal appellate procedure ~ community supervision revocation  Anders appeals



QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether appointed appellate counsel complied with Anders v. California by filing a brief demonstrating
that no genuinely arguable grounds for appeal existed.

2. Whether independent review of the appellate record and George's pro se response disclosed any

reversible error.

3. Whether counsel should be permitted to withdraw after the Anders review.

HOLDINGS

1. Counsel's brief satisfied Anders because it professionally evaluated the record and explained why no

genuinely arguable grounds for appeal existed.

2. No reversible error existed in the appellate record or in George's pro se response, so the trial court's

judgment was affirmed.

3. Counsel's motion to withdraw was granted, and no substitute counsel was appointed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We have reviewed the entire appellate record and George’s pro se response and have independently

determined that no reversible error exists.”

“We affirm the trial court’s judgment.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

George was placed on community supervision after entering a plea agreement concerning a charge of
endangering a child. The State alleged that he failed to pay required fees and fines and failed to report in
January, February, and March 2025. George pleaded true to the payment allegation and partially true to the
reporting allegation, and the trial court found that he failed to report in February and March. The trial court

revoked his community supervision, adjudicated his guilt, and sentenced him to two years' imprisonment.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

George pleaded guilty pursuant to a plea agreement and received suspended sentences and community
supervision in three separate causes. The State moved to revoke supervision and seek adjudication, alleging
failures to pay required fees and fines and failures to report. George pleaded true to the payment allegation and
partially true to the reporting allegation. After a hearing, the trial court found reporting violations, revoked
community supervision, adjudicated George guilty, and sentenced him to two years' imprisonment. Appointed
appellate counsel filed an Anders brief and a motion to withdraw; George filed a pro se response. The court

independently reviewed the record and affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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