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CASANUEVA, Judge.
J.J.P. appeals an order withholding adjudication of delinquency after he
was found to have committed the offense of robbery. We do not find merit in his

argument pertaining to the admissibility of his confession and affirm the order as to the

robbery offense. However, the trial court sentenced J.J.P. to probation and, as J.J.P.



argues and the State correctly concedes, it improperly required J.J.P. to pay
transcription costs as a condition of his probation.

The trial court ordered him to pay the cost pursuant to section 27.52(6),
Florida Statutes (2015), which does not authorize the imposition of this cost. Section
27.52(6) addresses the duties of a nonindigent parent or legal guardian, but it does not
authorize a cost assessment against the juvenile:

When the public defender . . . is appointed to represent a

minor . . . in any proceeding in circuit court or in a criminal

proceeding in any other court, the parents or the legal

guardian shall be liable for payment of the fees, charges,

and costs of the representation even if the person is a minor

being tried as an adult. Liability for the fees, charges, and

costs of the representation shall be imposed in the form of a

lien against the property of the nonindigent parents . . . .

We therefore reverse that part of the order requiring J.J.P. to pay
transcription costs as a part of his probation and remand for the trial court to strike this
part of the order. On remand, the trial court is also directed to modify that portion of the
probation order prohibiting J.J.P. from having contact with "co-defendants involved in
robbery" and is directed to specify the names of the individuals with whom J.J.P. is

prohibited from being involved.

Affirmed in part; reversed and remanded.

WALLACE and KHOUZAM, JJ., Concur.



