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Jason Carper entered into a plea agreement, under which he pleaded
guilty to assault with force likely to cause great bodily injury (Pen. Code,
§ 245, subd. (a)(4)) and admitted the victim was a person described in Family
Code section 6211, subdivision (a). He was granted probation for three years.

The sentence included 180-days of custody with credit for one day. The




remaining sentence assessed various fines and fees and included issuance of
a criminal protective order.

Carper filed a timely notice of appeal.

Appellate counsel has filed a brief pursuant to People v. Wende (1979)
25 Cal.3d 436, indicating counsel has not been able to identify any arguable
issues for reversal on appeal. Counsel asks the court to independently review
the record for error as mandated by Wende. We offered Carper the
opportunity to file his own brief on appeal, but he has not responded.

The conviction was from a guilty plea without any evidentiary hearing
to establish the facts of the offense. Accordingly, we will omit a statement of
facts.

As we have noted, appellate counsel has filed a Wende brief and asks
the court to independently review the record for error. To assist the court in
its review, and in compliance with Anders v. California (1967) 386 U.S. 738,
counsel has identified two possible issues which were considered in the

process of evaluating the potential merits of this appeal.

1. Was Carper sentenced in accordance with the plea agreement?
2. Whether the trial court erred in imposing a three-year term of
probation.

We have independently reviewed the record for error as required by
Wende and Anders. We have not discovered any arguable issues for reversal

on appeal. Competent counsel has represented Carper on this appeal.



DISPOSITION
The judgment is affirmed.

HUFFMAN, Acting P. J.

WE CONCUR:

DO, J.

CASTILLO, J.





