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In one point of error, Kendrick Deon Ewing complains the trial court erred by ordering 

him to pay court-appointed attorney’s fees as court costs.  We affirm the trial court’s judgment.  

We issue this memorandum opinion because the law to be applied in this case is well settled.  

See TEX. R. APP. P. 47.4. 

On July 16, 2007, Ewing pleaded guilty to the charge that he committed aggravated 

robbery.  The trial court deferred an adjudication of guilt, placed Ewing on deferred adjudication 

community supervision for ten years, and ordered Ewing to pay a fine of $2,500 and court costs 

of $461.  The certified bill of costs filed by the district court in this appeal reflects the actual 

costs assessed were $511, including $250 for court-appointed attorney’s fees. 
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The State filed a motion to adjudicate guilt, alleging Ewing committed another offense, 

failed to report to his supervision officer, and failed to pay supervision fees.  On December 6, 

2012, Ewing entered an open plea of true to the allegations.  The trial court found Ewing guilty 

and assessed punishment of ten years’ imprisonment.  The trial court also ordered Ewing to pay 

$511 in court costs.   

 On appeal, Ewing asserts the trial court erred by ordering him to pay court-appointed 

attorney’s fees as court costs because he was indigent.  However, the bill of costs filed by the 

district clerk shows the court costs and court-appointed attorney’s fees were assessed at the time 

Ewing was placed on deferred adjudication.  A defendant placed on deferred adjudication 

community supervision may raise issues relating to the original plea proceeding, such as 

sufficiency challenges, only in appeals taken when deferred adjudication community supervision 

is first imposed.  Manuel v. State, 994 S.W.2d 658, 661–62 (Tex. Crim. App. 1999).  Because the 

record shows the court-appointed attorney’s fees were assessed when Ewing was originally 

placed on deferred adjudication in July 2007, and nothing in the record shows additional 

attorney’s fees were assessed when he was adjudicated guilty in December 2012, Ewing’s 

complaint is untimely.  See Wiley v. State, No. PD-1728-12, 2013 WL 5337093, at *5 (Tex. 

Crim. App. Sept. 25, 2013); Manuel, 994 S.W.2d at 661–62.1  We resolve Ewing’s sole point of 

error against him. 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
1 See also Tyson v. State, No. 05-12-00579-CR, 2013 WL 3206304, at *1 (Tex. App.—Dallas June 21, 2013, no pet.) (not designated for 

publication). 
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 The trial court’s judgment is affirmed. 
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 Based on the Court’s opinion of this date, the judgment of the trial court is AFFIRMED. 
 

Judgment entered this 7th day of, November, 2013. 
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