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 Miguel Arturo Martinez appeals from the restitution order entered after he 

pleaded no contest to felony false imprisonment (Pen. Code, § 236)1 and misdemeanor 

charges of inflicting corporal injury on a cohabitant (§ 273.5, subd. (a)) and false 

imprisonment (§ 236).  Pursuant to a negotiated disposition, the trial court suspended the 

imposition of sentence and placed appellant on felony probation, subject to multiple 

conditions, including the payment of restitution.  The court subsequently ordered him to 

pay $9,279.82 to the Victim Compensation and Government Claims Board, and 

$1,495.08 to the victim. 

 On June 30, 2011, appellant forced his girlfriend to remain in his home.  He 

assaulted her for several hours before he took her home. 

                                              
1 All statutory references are to the Penal Code. 
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 We appointed counsel to represent appellant on this appeal.  After 

examining the record, counsel filed an opening brief raising no issues and requesting that 

we independently examine the record pursuant to People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436. 

 We advised appellant that he had 30 days in which to submit a written brief 

or letter raising any contentions or arguments he wished us to consider.  He did not 

respond. 

 We have examined the entire record.  We are satisfied that appellant's 

counsel has fully complied with her responsibilities and that no arguable issues exist.  

(People v. Wende, supra, 25 Cal.3d at p. 441.) 

 The judgment (restitution order) is affirmed. 
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 Jolene Larimore, under appointment by the Court of Appeal, for Defendant 

and Appellant. 

 No appearance for Plaintiff and Respondent. 


