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SUMMARY

The Seventh Court of Appeals of Texas reviewed an Anders appeal from the adjudication of guilt
following alleged violations of deferred-adjudication community supervision for assault family
violence. The court found no nonfrivolous grounds for reversal, affirmed the judgment adjudicating

guilt, and granted appointed counsel’s motion to withdraw.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Anders appeal from a judgment adjudicating guilt after revocation of
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether appointed appellate counsel complied with the requirements governing an Anders brief and

motion to withdraw.

2. Whether independent review of the record disclosed any nonfrivolous issue or plausible basis for

reversal of the judgment adjudicating guilt.

HOLDINGS

1. Counsel complied with the requirements for an Anders appeal and motion to withdraw by evaluating the
record, providing Soto with the brief and record, notifying him of his right to file a pro se response, and

informing him of his right to file a pro se petition for discretionary review.

2. The record contained no nonfrivolous issue or plausible basis for reversal; the judgment adjudicating

guilt was affirmed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We too have independently examined the record to determine whether there are any non-frivolous issues

which might support this appeal.” (at 3)

“After reviewing the record and counsel’s brief, we agree there is no plausible basis for reversal of

Appellant’s conviction.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Pursuant to a plea agreement, Rogelio Soto was placed on deferred-adjudication community supervision for four
years for assault family violence and assessed a $1,000 fine. Approximately five months later, the State alleged
that he violated multiple supervision conditions, including committing new offenses, failing to make required
financial payments, and failing to complete community service. After Soto pleaded not true and evidence was
presented, the trial court adjudicated guilt and sentenced him to ten years' confinement for the original offense

and pronounced a $10,000 fine.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Soto pleaded guilty pursuant to a plea agreement and was placed on four years of deferred-adjudication
community supervision for assault family violence. The State later moved to adjudicate guilt based on alleged
violations of supervision conditions. After a hearing at which Soto pleaded not true, the trial court found the
allegations proven, adjudicated guilt, imposed ten years' confinement and pronounced a $10,000 fine. Appointed
appellate counsel filed an Anders brief and moved to withdraw. The court of appeals independently reviewed the
record, found no nonfrivolous or plausible basis for reversal, affirmed the judgment, and granted counsel's

motion to withdraw.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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