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OPINION

Incause number 797309, appel lant entered apleaof guilty to the felony offense of aggregate theft.
Pursuant to a plea bargain agreement, the court sentenced appellant to two yearsin the sate jail facility,
probated for five years, and afive hundred dollar fine. Subsequently, the State filed a motion to revoke
probation dleging appe lant committed two new offenses of sexua assault of a child (cause numbers
809762 and 809763). Appellant entered apleaof true to the dlegations inthe mation to revoke, without
an agreed recommendation on punishment from the State. The court revoked appellant’ s probation and
assessed punishment at confinement for two yearsin the State Jail Divison of the Texas Department of
Crimina Justice.

Appdlant's appointed counsd filed a motion to withdraw from representation of gppellant dong



with a Sngle supporting brief in which he concludes that the appeal in each of appellant’ s three cases is
whally frivolous and without merit. The brief as it reates to the instant case meets the requirements of
Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 493 (1967), by presenting a
professona evauation of the record demongrating why there are no arguable grounds to be advanced.
See High v. State, 573 SW.2d 807 (Tex. Crim. App. 1978).}

A copy of counsdl's brief was delivered to appellant. Appellant wasadvised of theright to examine
the appellate record and to fileapro se response. Appelant has filed a pro se response in which he
raises arguable grounds of error in the companion sexud assault cases. However, none of his arguable

grounds relate to the present aggregeate theft case.

We have carefully reviewed the record and counsdl’s brief and agree that the appeal is whally
frivolous and without merit. Further, we find no reversble error in therecord. A discussion of the brief

would add nothing to the jurisprudence of the State.

Accordingly, the judgment of thetrid court is affirmed and the motion to withdraw is granted.

PER CURIAM

Judgment rendered and Opinion filed January 4, 2001.
Pand consgts of Justices Y ates, Wittig, and Frost.
Do Not Publish— TEX. R. APP. P. 47.3(b).

! In each of appellant’s companion cases, cause numbers 14-99-01393 (trial court number
809763) and 14-99-01394 (trial court number 809762), today we issue an order abating the appeal and
directing the tria court to appoint new appellate counsel. We find that the appeal in those cases is not
wholly frivolous and conclude appellant’s pro se response, as it relates to the sexual assault cases,
presents at least an arguable ground for review.



