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LOGUE, J.



John Joachin appeals from a judgment and sentence following a probation 

revocation hearing. The trial court revoked Joachin’s probation after a full 

evidentiary hearing in which the trial court articulated its reasoning in some detail 

(including which conditions of probation Joachin violated). However, the trial 

court failed to render a written order of revocation. We conclude there was 

sufficient evidence to support the trial court’s determination that Joachin violated 

his probation by committing new criminal offenses.  We affirm the judgment and 

sentence entered upon that revocation.   

Nevertheless, we remand for the sole purpose of directing the trial court to 

enter a written order of revocation, which order shall reflect the basis for the 

revocation of probation. See Grissom v. State, 819 So. 2d 923 (Fla. 3d DCA 2002); 

McCloud v. State, 653 So. 2d 453 (Fla. 3d DCA 1995); Watts v. State, 688 So. 2d 

1018 (Fla. 4th DCA 1997). This is not a case like Thomas v. State, 585 So. 2d 475 

(Fla. 3d DCA 1991), where the question was whether a defect in the written order 

of revocation was remedied by the judge’s statements reflected in the transcript. 

See McCloud, 653 So. 2d at 455 n.2 (“The Thomas court evidently took the view 

that once the reasons for revocation had been stated on the record and transcribed, 

no useful purpose would be served by taking the additional step of entering a 

written order embodying the reasons already stated on the record.”). Here, the trial 

court failed to enter a written order of revocation. 
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Affirmed and remanded for entry of a written order of revocation of 

probation.
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