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Saunders, Judge. 

On February 15, 2011, Defendant, Kevin Kyle, was convicted of possession 

of cocaine and placed on probation. On February 28, 2011, a detainer notification 

and affidavit of probable cause and motion for hearing to revoke the probation of 

Defendant were filed.  

On June 14, 2011, a hearing was conducted on the motion. On June 24, 

2011, the trial court ordered Defendant’s probation revoked, and he was ordered to 

serve the originally-imposed sentence of three years in the custody of the 

Louisiana Department of Corrections, with credit for time served.  

Defendant filed a motion to reconsider sentence on July 15, 2011, which was 

denied on July 18, 2011. On August 5, 2011, Defendant filed a motion for appeal 

and designation of record. After filing of the appeal in this court, a rule to show 

cause why the appeal should not be dismissed, noting that “the judgment at issue is 

not an appealable judgment,” was issued.  

On November 14, 2011, Defendant’s brief in response to the rule to show 

cause was filed with this court.  Defendant, in brief, does not address the issue of 

whether the judgment is appealable. Rather, he presents arguments addressing the 

merits of the revocation of his probation.   

 The judgment at issue is not appealable.  See La.Code Crim.P. art. 912.1.  

Accordingly, we hereby dismiss the Defendant’s appeal. Defendant is hereby 

permitted to file a proper application for supervisory writs in compliance with 

Uniform Rules—Courts of Appeal, Rule 4, no later than thirty days from the date 

of this decision.  The Defendant is not required to file a notice of intent to seek 

writs or obtain an order setting a return date pursuant to Uniform Rules—Courts of 

Appeal, Rule 4-3, as we hereby construe the motion for appeal as a notice of intent 

to seek a supervisory writ. 
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