COURT OF APPEALS, NINTH DISTRICT OF TEXAS AT BEAUMONT

Carla Culver v. The State of Texas
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SUMMARY

The Ninth Court of Appeals of Texas at Beaumont affirmed the trial court’s decision to rescind an
appeal bond and deny Carla Culver bail pending her direct appeal. The court held that the trial court
had authority to rescind its prior bail order and did not abuse its discretion because the record
supported a reasonable conclusion that good cause existed to believe Culver might not appear or might

commit another offense while on bail. The court overruled both issues presented and affirmed.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the trial court had authority to rescind its prior order granting bail pending appeal.

2. Whether the trial court abused its discretion or committed reversible error by denying bail pending

Culver's direct appeal.

HOLDINGS

1. A trial court may rescind an earlier order granting bail pending appeal even when no condition of bail

was violated.

2. Culver was eligible for bail pending appeal because she received a sentence of eight years and her

conviction was not for an offense listed in article 42A.054(a).

3. The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying Culver bail pending appeal because the record
supported a reasonable finding of good cause to believe that she might not appear when her conviction

became final or might commit another offense while on bail.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A trial court may deny bail altogether if there exists good cause to believe that the defendant would not

appear when her conviction became final or is likely to commit another offense while on bail.” (at 5)

“Here, the trial court could have reasonably inferred, based on Culver’s criminal history and the facts of the
underlying offense involving her attempt to avoid the repossession and her use of the vehicle as a deadly
weapon to assault the victim, that good cause exists to believe that Culver would not appear when her

conviction became final or is likely to commit another offense while on bail.” (at 10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Culver was convicted of aggravated assault causing serious bodily injury after evidence showed that she used a
vehicle to strike a man involved in repossessing the vehicle. The jury assessed eight years' imprisonment, and
the trial court initially granted Culver a $20,000 bond pending appeal. After reviewing the trial transcript and
finding discrepancies between it and Culver's motion for new trial, the trial court rescinded the bond. The court
also considered the deadly-weapon finding, the nature of the offense, and Culver's prior misdemeanor probation
revocation in denying bail.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Culver was convicted by a jury of aggravated assault causing serious bodily injury and sentenced to eight years'
imprisonment. After initially granting her a $20,000 appeal bond, the trial court held additional hearings,
rescinded its prior order, and denied bail pending appeal. Culver timely appealed, arguing that the rescission and

denial were an abuse of discretion and reversible error.
DISPOSITION

affirmed
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