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OPINION

Appdlant entered a plea of nolo contendere to the offense of aggravated assault with a deadly
weapon pursuant to a plea agreement. The trial court accepted appellant’s plea, found the evidence
aufficent to substantiate guilt, but withheld a finding of guilt and placed gppelant on community supervison
for two years. Later, on the State’s motion, the trid court revoked appellant’s community supervison,
adjudicated appellant’ sguilt onthe offense of aggravated assault, and assessed punishment at twenty-five
years confinement in the Ingtitutiond Divison of the Texas Department of Crimind Justice.  Seven days
after the judgment was entered, gppellant filed a motion for new trid complaining that his plea was
involuntary because he had not beeninformed prior to entering his pleato the origina offensethat he could
be sentenced to twenty-five years-to-life if the enhancement paragraphsin the indictment were proventrue.
The trid court granted the motion for new trid as to punishment only. Fifteen days after the origind



judgment was entered, appellant signed a plea of true to the State’ smotionto adjudicate guilt, initided the
court’s written admonishments and a recommendation that the trial court assess punishment at ten years
confinement in the Inditutiond Divison of the Texas Department of Crimind Justice, and Sgned awaiver
of hisright toappeal. On the sameday, thetrid court entered anew judgment adjudicating appellant’ sguilt
and assessing punishment inaccordance withthe new agreement at ten years confinement. Appellant filed
agenerd notice of gppedl, assarting the trid court granted him permissionto appeal due to other errorsthat

might accrue.

On apped, appdlant contends the trid court lacked jurisdiction to render the second judgment
adjudicating his guilt and the court erred in granting his motionfor new trid asto punishment only. By these
pointsof error, appellant seeksreview of the trid court’ s decision to adjudicate his guilt. See Hargrave
v. State, 10 SW.2d 355, 357 (Tex. App.—Houston [1st Dist.] 1999, pet. ref’d ) (op. onreh’g). No
gpped may be taken from the trid court’s decision to proceed with an adjudication of guilt onadeferred
adjudication. See TEX. CODE CRIM. PROC. ANN. art. 42.12, 85b (Vernon Supp. 2000); Connolly
v. State, 983 S.W.2d 738, 741 (Tex. Crim. App. 1999); Phynesv. State, 828 SW.2d 1, 2 (Tex. Crim.
App. 1992); Olowosuko v. State, 826 S.W.2d 940, 942 (Tex. Crim. App. 1992). Without jurisdiction
over an apped, the only action this court can takeisto dismissthe gpped. See Saton v. State, 981
S.\W.2d 208, 210 (Tex. Crim. App. 1998).

Accordingly, we dismiss the gppea for want of jurisdiction.
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