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Stephen Walker appeals two orders revoking community supervision. In a single
point of error, appellant contends that the district court erred by admitting testimony from an
unqualified witness regarding the results of a urinalysis. We overrule this contention and affirm the
revocation orders.

The witness in question, a “substance abuse monitor” employed by the probation
department, testified that he performed a “dip stick” test on a sample of appellant’s urine. According
to the witness, the test indicated the presence of the active ingredient in marihuana. Appellant
objected to this testimony on the ground that the witness was unfamiliar with the scientific basis for

the test. Although the trial court overruled the objection and permitted the witness to testify to the



test result, the court stated that “those results really could not be given any weight unless we had
someone coming in to testify about them.”

The court found that appellant violated the terms and conditions of his supervision
by failing to pay various fees and costs, by failing to submit a urine specimen as directed by
his probation officer, and by committing the subsequent offense of unlawfully operating a vehicle.
The “dirty” urine test alleged in the motions to revoke was not a reason for the revocation. Any
error in the admission of the challenged testimony regarding that test was, therefore, harmless.
Tex. R. App. P. 44.2(b).

The orders revoking community supervision are affirmed.

Bob Pemberton, Justice
Before Justices Patterson, Pemberton and Waldrop
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