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PER CURIAM

Pursuant to plea bargain agreements, Tyus Anson Dudley pleaded guilty to possession of
a controlled substance, two charges of tampering with or fabricating physical evidence, and
manufacture and delivery of a controlled substance. In accordance with the plea agreements, the
trial court sentenced Appellant to imprisonment for ten years on the possession charge and
twenty-five years each for the remaining three offenses, to run concurrently. Appellant filed
notices of appeal.

The clerk’s record has been filed in all four cases. See TEX. R. App. P. 25.2(d). In cause
number 12-17-00257-CR, the record contains the trial court’s certification, which states that this
“is a plea-bargain case, and the Defendant has NO right of appeal.” The certification further
states that Appellant waived the right to appeal. The certification was signed by Appellant’s
counsel, but not Appellant. See id. However, the clerk’s record also contains a waiver of appeal
signed by Appellant. In cause numbers 12-17-00258-CR, 12-17-00259-CR, and 12-17-00260-
CR, the records contain certifications that do not indicate whether or not Appellant has the right
to appeal. Nevertheless, the records each contain a waiver of the right to appeal signed by



Appellant and his counsel. Additionally, all four records contain a document entitled “Advice of
Defendant’s Right to Appeal,” which state, “If you waived or gave up your right to appeal, you
cannot appeal your conviction.” Appellant signed each document, acknowledging that he
understood it. None of the four records otherwise indicate the trial court gave Appellant
permission to appeal. See TEX. R. App. P. 25.2(a)(2).

“[A] valid waiver of appeal, whether negotiated or non-negotiated, will prevent a
defendant from appealing without the consent of the trial court.” Monreal v. State, 99 S.W.3d
615, 622 (Tex. Crim. App. 2003). If the right to appeal has been effectively waived, the notice
of appeal gives the appellate court no jurisdiction and the appeal is to be dismissed. Cox v.
State, No. 12-11-00297-CR, 2012 WL 2501031, at *3 (Tex. App.—Tyler June 29, 2012, no pet.)
(mem. op., not designated for publication). This Court must dismiss an appeal “if a certification
that shows the defendant has the right of appeal has not been made part of the record.” TEX. R.
APP. P. 25.2(d). Accordingly, we dismiss the appeals.
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