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This is an appeal pursuant to Anders v. California.   Following a bench trial, appellant1

Robert Allan Jones was convicted of the misdemeanor offense of assault-family violence and

sentenced to 333 days’ confinement in county jail.

The evidence presented at trial included the testimony of Denise Barajas, the

complainant in the case.  Barajas testified that on July 26, 2016, she and Jones got into an argument

over “[s]ome accusations [Jones] was making against [Barajas] about cheating on him and hiding

stuff from him.”  According to Barajas, “[t]he altercation escalated” and Jones eventually assaulted

her.  Barajas recounted, “He strangulated me, punched me, and put his thumb in my eye and almost

gouged it out; and I nearly passed out from the strangulation.”  Barajas further testified that shortly

thereafter, a neighbor called the sheriff’s department to report the incident.  Barajas acknowledged,
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however, that when a deputy arrived in response, she “told him everything was fine, which it

wasn’t.”  Barajas explained that she “lie[d] about that” because she was “living in fear from [Jones],”

and she believed that if she “called law enforcement, he would do harm to [her] mom.”

Jones testified in his defense and acknowledged that he had argued with Barajas on

the date in question.  However, he denied assaulting her.  Instead, Jones characterized Barajas as the

aggressor during the altercation.  According to Jones, he had “tried to walk out the door” during their

argument, but Barajas “grabbed ahold of [him] physically,” “shove[d]” him onto their bed, screamed,

and “begged” him not to leave.  Jones also claimed that Barajas had assaulted him in the past “on

numerous occasions.”  On cross-examination, Jones testified that he would “concede [his] entire

criminal history,” which included an aggravated robbery and two aggravated assaults.  However,

Jones claimed that there was “[n]ot one incident toward women.”

At the conclusion of trial, the trial court found Jones guilty of assault-family violence

and assessed punishment as noted above.  This appeal followed.

Jones’s court-appointed counsel on appeal has filed a motion to withdraw supported

by a brief concluding that the appeal is frivolous and without merit.  The brief meets the

requirements of Anders v. California by presenting a professional evaluation of the record

demonstrating why there are no arguable grounds to be advanced.   Counsel has certified to the2

Court that he has provided a copy of the motion and brief to Jones, advised Jones of his right to
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examine the appellate record and file a pro se response, and supplied Jones with a form motion for

pro se access to the appellate record.   No pro se brief or other written response has been filed.3

We have reviewed the record and counsel’s brief.  We agree with counsel that the

appeal is frivolous and without merit.  We find nothing in the record that might arguably support the

appeal.  Counsel’s motion to withdraw is granted.

The judgment of conviction is affirmed.

_________________________________________
Bob Pemberton, Justice

Before Justices Puryear, Pemberton, and Bourland

Affirmed
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