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 Appointed counsel for minor B.B. asked this court to review the record to 

determine whether there are any arguable issues on appeal.  (People v. Wende (1979) 

25 Cal.3d 436 (Wende).)  Finding no arguable error that would result in a disposition 

more favorable to the minor, we will affirm the judgment. 

BACKGROUND 

 In May 2014 Rene T. received word that her daughter, T.T., was in an altercation 

with the minor at school.  During the altercation, T.T.’s cellular phone went missing.  As 
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a result of the altercation, T.T. suffered a concussion that caused her to miss the final four 

weeks of school.  Rene missed five days of work to stay home with T.T. after she was 

injured.  Rene missed another six hours of work to testify at the restitution hearing, and 

she had to replace T.T.’s cellular phone. 

 In July 2014 the minor admitted misdemeanor charges of battery with serious 

bodily injury (Pen. Code, § 243, subd. (d)), unlawful invasion of privacy (Pen. Code, 

§ 647, subd. (j)(1)), and petty theft (Pen. Code, § 484, subd. (a)).  The juvenile court 

declared the minor a ward of the court and placed her on informal probation for six 

months.  The maximum time of confinement was set at one year four months. 

 Following a later restitution hearing, the juvenile court ordered the minor to pay 

$1,669 in victim restitution but did not make restitution a condition of her probation. 

DISCUSSION 

 We appointed counsel to represent the minor on appeal.  Counsel filed an opening 

brief that sets forth the facts of the case and requests this court to review the record and 

determine whether there are any arguable issues on appeal.  (Wende, supra, 25 Cal.3d 

436.)  The minor was advised by counsel of the right to file a supplemental brief within 

30 days of the date of filing of the opening brief.  More than 30 days elapsed, and we 

received no communication from the minor.  Having undertaken an examination of the 

entire record, we find no arguable error that would result in a disposition more favorable 

to the minor. 

DISPOSITION 

 The order appealed from is affirmed. 
 
                 RAYE , P. J. 
 
We concur: 
 
              DUARTE , J. 
 
              HOCH , J. 


