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OPINION

On January 11, 1999, appellant pled guilty in both causes without an agreed
recommendation as to punishment to the offense of possession with intent to manufacture
or deliver a controlled substance. In both causes, the trial judge deferred adjudication of
guilt, assessed afine of $5,000, and placed appellant on community supervisionfor 10 years.
The State filed amotion to adjudicate guilt. After ahearing, thetrial court found appellant
guilty in both causes and assessed punishment at confinement for nineyears. Appellant filed
atimely general notice of appeal from the judgment adjudicating guilt..



On appeal, appellant challenges the sufficiency of the evidence to support afinding

of violation of appellant’ s probationary conditions.

Given the plain meaning of Article 42.12, section 5(b) of the Code of Criminal
Procedure, an appellant whose deferred adjudication probation has been revoked and who
has been adjudicated guilty of the original charge, may not raise on appeal contentions of
error in the adjudication of guilt process. Connolly v. State, 983 S\W.2d 738, 741 (Tex.
Crim. App. 1999); TEX. CoDE CRIM. PROC. ANN. Art. 42.12 8 5(b) (Vernon Supp. 2000).
Appellant may only raise issues that occur after adjudication of guilt and assessment of
punishment. See Ditto v. State, 988 S.\W.2d 236, 238 (Tex. Crim. App. 1999). Because
appellant’ ssolecomplaint concernserror in the adjudication of guilt process, wearewithout

jurisdiction to consider this appeal .

Accordingly, we dismiss the appeal for want of jurisdiction.

PER CURIAM
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