IN Il MUNICIPAL COURT OF APPEALS

G THE CITY OF ki, PASQO, TEYAS

JERRY DITMORE, Appellant

VS. NO. 83-MCA-720

STATE OF TEXAS, Appell
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OPIUINFTION

Appellant appeals his conviction in Municipal Court for
the offense of speeding.

His first complaint on appeal is that the Appeliant was
not present at the trial, hut appeared by counsel. An
appeavance by counsel 1is authorized by law, and in tle
absence of objection, wai‘es the appearance of the
Defendant, and the Court was cuthorized to proceed to tria’.
Nothing in the record, other than the bare assertion in a
Motion for New Triaj refiects that any - hjection was ma'e
concerning the ansence of the Appellant at trial.
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Secondly, Appellant compiains that the complaint is

fatally defective for {ailiny to allege a culpable ment=l

93}

tate; however, for the offense of speeding, no cuipable

mental state is reguired. culauf v. State, 591 SW2d 8+¢€

o}

(Tex.Crim.App. - 1979), Brune v. State oi Texas, 83-MCA-279

(Mun.Ct.App. - 1U84)

Tne Judgment of the Trial Court is affirmad.
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JUDGMYENT

This case came on to b: heard on the Transcript of
tie Record of the Court belcw, the same being considerc:,
it 1s ORDEREDR, ADJUDGED and DECKEED by the Court that the
Judgment be in all things affirmed, and rhat the Appellart

F

pay all costs in this behalf expended, snd that this dec:-

sion be certified below for olservance.
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