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HARRIS, J. 

Appellant, Steven Sanford, appeals his judgments and 
sentences imposed in two county court cases (a new law violation 
and a violation of probation (VOP)) following entry of an open plea 



2 

and admission. Sanford did not reserve the right to appeal the 
denial of a legally dispositive issue, and he did not move to 
withdraw his plea or admission and his sentences are legal. 
However, there is no written order revoking probation identifying 
the conditions Sanford admitted to violating. “If a trial court 
revokes a defendant’s probation, the court is required to render a 
written order noting the specific conditions of probation that were 
violated.” See Patt v. State, 876 So. 2d 1278 (Fla. 5th DCA 2004); 
Brinson v. State, 866 So. 2d 1268, 1269 (Fla. 5th DCA 2004). 
Sanford admitted to violating the four conditions listed in the VOP 
affidavit, and the court accepted the admission. Accordingly, we 
affirm the judgments and sentences in both cases, but remand the 
VOP case (2025-MM-002749-A) for the entry of an order 
identifying the conditions of probation Sanford violated. Patt, 876 
So. 2d at 1278. 

AFFIRMED and REMANDED with instructions. 

SOUD, and MACIVER, JJ., concur. 

_____________________________ 

Not final until disposition of any timely and 
authorized motion under Fla. R. App. P. 9.330 or 
9.331. 

_____________________________ 


