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OPINION

Appdlant entered aguilty pleato burglary of ahabitation. Thetrid judgedeferred afinding of guilt
and placed appd lant onfour yearsdeferred adjudi cation community supervison. Twoyearslater, the
Statefiled two motionsto adjudicategppe lant’ sguilt. Thetrid judgefound thedlegationsinthemoation
true, found gppedlant guilty, and assessed hispunishment & thirteen years' confinement. Inthreeissues,
appellant argues the trial court abused its discretion in revoking his probation. We affirm.

Section5(b) of Article42.12, TexasCodeof Criminal Procedure, providesno appea may
betakenfromthetrid court’ sdetermination to adjudicateguilt. See TEX. CODECRIM. PROC. ANN. art.
42.12, 85(b) (Vernon Supp. 1999). An appellant whose deferred adjudi cation probation hasbeen



revoked and who hasbeen adjudi cated quilty of theorigina chargemay not raisecontentionsof error in
theadjudication of guilt processon appea. SeeConnollyv. Sate, 983 S.W.2d 738, 741 (Tex. Crim.
App. 1999). Thus, thetrid judge sdecisionto proceed with an adjudication of guiltisoneof absolute,
non-reviewablediscretion. SeeBurger v. Sate, 920 S.W.2d 433, 436-37 (Tex. App.—Houston [ 1%
Dist.] 1996, pet. ref’ d). Accordingly, appe lant may not seek review by direct appedl. SeeConnoally,
983 SW.2d at 741; Phynesv. Sate, 828 SW.2d 1, 2 (Tex. Crim. App. 1992).

We overrule appellant’ s three issues and affirm the trial court’ s judgment.
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