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This is an appeal pursuant to People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436 (Wende).

In July 2014, defendant Charles Scott was convicted of elder abuse and placed on probation.  In June 2015, defendant (who was representing himself) objected to the transfer of his probation to Butte County.  Defendant also challenged the trial court’s subject matter jurisdiction and moved to have his case dismissed accordingly.  The trial court advised defendant that it had subject matter jurisdiction and ordered defendant to begin counseling as required by his probation, and begin to pay on the order for restitution.  


In July 2015, the trial court found defendant in compliance with the terms of his probation.  Defendant agreed to the transfer and the court ordered his probation transferred to Butte County.  

Defendant appeals.


We appointed counsel to represent defendant on appeal.  Counsel filed on 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.)  Defendant 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 have elapsed and we received no communication from defendant.  Having undertaken an examination of the entire record, we find no arguable error that would result in a disposition more favorable to defendant.

Disposition

The order of the trial court is affirmed.

          HULL
, J.

We concur:

          RAYE
, P. J.

          NICHOLSON
, J.
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