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ROTHSTEIN-YOUAKIM, Judge.
Juan Marcos Rivera Cabezudo appeals the revocation of his probation
and resulting sentence. We affirm without comment but remand for entry of a written

probation revocation order that specifies the condition of probation that Rivera

Cabezudo violated.



At the hearing, the trial court orally pronounced that Rivera Cabezudo had
violated condition five, but the written order of revocation does not specify the violation
of any condition. As Rivera Cabezudo argues, and the State properly concedes, the
court erred in failing to specify in the written order that he was determined to have

violated condition five. See Cato v. State, 845 So. 2d 250, 251 (Fla. 2d DCA 2003)

(reaffirming that a written order of revocation must specify the conditions of probation

that have been violated); see also Jones v. State, 221 So. 3d 736, 736 (Fla. 2d DCA

2017) ("A written order of revocation must conform to the oral pronouncement at the

[revocation] hearing." (quoting Narvaez v. State, 674 So. 2d 868, 869 (Fla. 2d DCA
1996))).

We therefore remand for entry of a written order specifying a violation of
condition five. See Jones, 221 So. 3d at 736; Cato, 845 So. 2d at 251.

Affirmed; remanded with instructions.

SILBERMAN and VILLANTI, JJ., Concur.



