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MEMORANDUM OPINION
Victor Tyrone Aplon pled guilty to two offenses of burglary of a habitation. See TEX.
PEN. CODE ANN. § 30.02(a)(3),(c)(2) (Vernon 2003). In each case, the trial court, pursuant
to a plea bargain, deferred adjudication of guilt, placed Aplon on community supervision for
six years, and fined him $500. The State subsequently filed “Motion[s] to Revoke
Unadjudicated Probation[.]” In each case, Aplon pled “true” to three violations of his

community supervision. The trial court adjudicated his guiltin both cases and sentenced him



to six years in a state jail facility in each case, with the sentences to run concurrently. Aplon
appealed.

Appellate counsel filed Anders briefs concluding in both matters there are no arguable
points of error. See Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 493
(1967). Aplon filed a pro se brief in this Court. He styled the brief as a petition for
extraordinary relief addressed to the Court of Criminal Appeals. Aplon argues in both cases
that he was never served with an indictment, he was denied a timely record on appeal, the
evidence was insufficient to support his guilt, and trial counsel coerced him into a plea.

The Court of Criminal Appeals directs that we not address the merits of issues raised
in Anders briefs or pro se responses. Bledsoe v. State, 178 S.W.3d 824, 826-27 (Tex. Crim.
App. 2005). We may only determine (1) that the appeal is wholly frivolous and issue an
opinion explaining that we have reviewed the record and find no reversible error; or (2) that
arguable grounds for appeal exist and remand the cause to the trial court so that new counsel
may be appointed to brief the issues. /d. Having reviewed the clerk’s record and reporter’s
record, we find no reversible error and conclude the appeal is frivolous. See id. Therefore,
we find it unnecessary to order appointment of new counsel to re-brief the appeal. Compare

Stafford v. State, 813 S.W.2d 503, 511 (Tex. Crim. App. 1991).



The judgments of the trial court in cause numbers 87672 and 88596 are affirmed.'

AFFIRMED.
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'Aplon may challenge our decision in this case by filing a petition for discretionary
review. See TEX. R. APP. P. 68.



