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The 17-year-old minor appeals from a dispositional order continuing her on probation following her admission of a probation violation. Her attorney has asked this court for an independent review of the record to determine whether there are any arguable issues. (People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436.) The minor was informed of her right to file a supplemental brief, which she has not done. Upon independent review of the record, we conclude no arguable issues are presented for review and affirm the judgment.

Factual and Procedural History


In September 2011, the minor was declared a ward and placed on probation in her mother’s home following her admission to one count of misdemeanor grand theft (Pen. Code, § 487, subd. (a)). The probation report indicates that the minor had been drinking alcohol at the time of the offense. The minor was required as a condition of probation to “not use, possess or be under the influence of any alcoholic beverages.”


In December 2011, the minor was detained and a probation violation petition was filed after she tested positive for alcohol on a preliminary alcohol screening test. The probation report indicates that that the minor’s grandmother called the minor’s probation officer when the minor came home late from school smelling of alcohol. On January 26, 2012, the minor admitted the probation violation.


Although the probation department recommended the minor be placed in a camp program, the court rejected that recommendation, finding that her record thus far was “de minimus . . . such that it is in the court’s view not deserving of the girls camp.” Accordingly, the court continued her on in-home probation and required her to attend an out-patient treatment program.


The minor filed a timely notice of appeal.

Discussion

The minor was represented by retained counsel in the probation violation proceedings. No error appears in the acceptance of her admissions of the probation violation and we find no abuse of discretion with regard to the probation conditions imposed by the court.

Disposition


The dispositional order is affirmed. 








_________________________








Pollak, Acting P.J.

We concur:

_________________________

Siggins, J.

_________________________

Jenkins, J.
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