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 APPEAL from a judgment of the Superior Court of San Diego County, Kimberlee 

A. Lagotta, Judge.  Affirmed.  

 
 A complaint charged Gregory Alan Mitchell with nine counts of lewd acts upon 

N.C. and two counts of lewd acts upon H.C.  Mitchell pleaded guilty to two counts 

pertaining to each child.  He also admitted the special allegations attached to each count; 

namely, that he had substantial sexual conduct with a child under 14 years of age and that 

the counts were committed against more than one victim.  The remaining charges were 

dismissed and Mitchell agreed to a stipulated sentence of 14 years in prison.  The trial 
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court imposed several fines and fees and gave Mitchell a total of 179 days of credit for 

time served.   

DISCUSSION 

 Appointed appellate counsel has filed a brief summarizing the facts and 

proceedings below.  He presented no argument for reversal, but asked this court to review 

the record for error as mandated by People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436 (Wende).  

Under Anders v. California (1967) 386 U.S. 738 (Anders), he listed as possible, but not 

arguable issues, whether his:  (1) guilty plea in exchange for a 14 year stipulated sentence 

was constitutionally valid; and (2) waiver of appellate rights was valid.  We granted 

Mitchell permission to file a brief on his own behalf.  He has not responded. 

 Our review of the record pursuant to Wende, including the possible issues listed by 

counsel pursuant to Anders, has disclosed no reasonably arguable issues on appeal.  

Competent counsel has represented Mitchell on this appeal. 

DISPOSITION 

 The judgment is affirmed. 

      
MCINTYRE, J. 
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 NARES, Acting P. J. 
 
 
  
 AARON, J. 
 


