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SUMMARY

The Fourteenth Court of Appeals of Texas affirmed a conviction for aggravated robbery after
reviewing counsel’s Anders brief and finding no reversible error. The court reformed the judgment to
delete $7,604.48 in court-appointed attorneys’ fees because the record did not show a material change
in the indigent appellant’s financial circumstances.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Appellant appealed his aggravated-robbery conviction. Appointed
appellate counsel filed an Anders brief asserting that the appeal was
wholly frivolous. The court independently reviewed the record,
reformed the judgment to delete improperly assessed attorney's fees,
and affirmed the judgment as reformed.

STANDARD OF REVIEW In an Anders appeal, the appellate court independently reviews the
record and counsel's brief for arguable grounds and reversible error.
The court may reform the judgment when the record supports a
ministerial correction.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished, nonprecedential memorandum opinion; designated Do
Not Publish under Tex. R. App. P. 47.2(b).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the record supported the assessment of attorney's fees against an appellant who had been found
indigent and appointed counsel.

2. Whether the court of appeals should affirm the conviction after reviewing an Anders brief finding no
arguable grounds for appeal.

3. Whether the judgment could be reformed in the Anders appeal without abating the appeal for
appointment of new counsel.

HOLDINGS

1. The assessment of $7,604.48 in attorney's fees was improper because the record contained no factual
determination that Williams's financial circumstances had materially changed or that he had resources to
repay the costs of appointed counsel.

2. When an Anders appeal presents no arguable grounds and the judgment can be corrected by reformation,
the appellate court need not abate the appeal for appointment of new counsel.

3. The appeal was wholly frivolous and without merit, and the record disclosed no reversible error.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Once found indigent, appellant is presumed to have remained indigent for the remainder of the proceedings
absent a factual determination of a material change in his financial circumstances.” (at 2)

“Accordingly, the judgment of the trial court is affirmed, as reformed to delete the assessment of attorneys’
fees in the amount of $7,604.48.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Williams was convicted of aggravated robbery and was represented by appointed counsel after filing an affidavit
of indigence. The trial court assessed $7,604.48 in attorney's fees against him, but the record contained no
finding that his financial circumstances had materially changed or that he had resources to repay the costs of
appointed counsel.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The 300th District Court of Brazoria County convicted Williams of aggravated robbery and assessed $7,604.48
in attorney's fees against him. Williams had been found indigent and had received appointed counsel. On appeal,
counsel filed an Anders brief, Williams was advised of his right to file a pro se response, and no response was
filed within more than 60 days. The Fourteenth Court of Appeals reformed the judgment to delete the attorney's-
fee assessment and affirmed it as reformed.
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