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O P I N I O N

Linda Loy Escamilla, appellant, entered a guilty plea to the offense of assault on a

public servant and was given four years deferred adjudication probation.  Five months later,

the State filed an amended motion to revoke probation alleging appellant committed various

violations of her probation.  Appellant waived her rights to a hearing on the motion to

revoke probation, entered a plea of “true” to the allegations in the motion and accepted the

state’s plea bargain offer of six year confinement in the Texas Department of Criminal

Justice–Institutional Division.  
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Appellant’s appointed counsel filed a brief where he concludes an appeal would be

wholly frivolous and without merit.  The brief meets the requirements of Anders v.

California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S. Ct. 1396 (1967), presenting a professional evaluation of the

record demonstrating why there are no arguable grounds to be advanced.  See High v. State,

573 S.W.2d 807 (Tex. Crim. App. 1978).  

A copy of counsel’s brief was delivered to appellant.  Additionally, this Court entered

an order on October 21, 1999 directing the trial court to afford appellant the opportunity to

view the trial record; that the clerk of that court furnish the record to appellant on or before

November 5, 1999, that the clerk of that court certify to this Court the date on which

delivery of the record to appellant is made; and that appellant file her pro se brief with this

Court within thirty days of that date.  The District Clerk certified appellant received the trial

record on November 5, 1999.   Appellant has not filed any response.

We agree the appeal is wholly frivolous and without merit.  Further, we find no

reversible error in the record.

Accordingly, the judgment of the trial court is affirmed.

PER CURIAM
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