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OPINION

Curtis Sheard (Appdlant) was indicted for the felony offense of possession of a controlled

substance. Hisindictment included two enhancement paragraphs because of previous felony convictions.

Appelant pleaded guilty and the triad court placed him on ten years deferred adjudication. Later, based

upon dlegations that Appelant violated the terms of his community supervision, the State filed a motion to

revoke probationand adjudicate guilt. Thetrid court found Appellant guilty and sentenced him to twenty-
five years confinement inthe Inditutiona Divisonof the Texas Department of Crimina Justice. Appdlant

gave timely natice of apped.



Appdlant’ sappointed appellate counsd filed a brief inwhich he concludes that the appeal iswhally
frivolous and without merit. The brief 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
demondtrating why there are no arguable groundsto be advanced. See Highv. State, 573 S.wW.2d 807,
809 (Tex. Crim. App. 1978).

A copy of counsdl’ sbrief was delivered to appdlant. Appelant wasadvised of theright to examine
the appellaterecord and tofileapr o se brief. Asof thisdate, no pro se brief hasbeenfiled and thetime
permitted to file such a brief has expired.

We agreethe appeal iswhally frivolous and without merit. Further, we find no reversible error in
therecord. A discussion of the brief would add nothing to the jurisprudence of the State.

Accordingly, the judgment of the triad court is affirmed.

PER CURIAM
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