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APPEAL from a judgment of the Superior Court of San Diego County, Runston G. Maino, Judge.  Affirmed.


John Gutowski was convicted of inflicting corporal injury on his spouse resulting in a traumatic condition in violation of Penal Code section 273.5, subdivision (a).  Gutowski now appeals his conviction.  We affirm.

BACKGROUND


Gutowski had been married to his wife Catherine for 27 years.  He was bipolar and experienced symptoms when unmedicated.  These symptoms occasionally manifested in Gutowski yelling at his wife and spitting in her face, and in two instances he became violent.  On September 7, 1999, Gutowski hit Catherine in the eye with a telephone, for which he was subsequently convicted of battery.  On October 31, 2010, Gutowski poured a cup of cold coffee on Catherine's head, then followed her into the closet as she attempted to change clothes.  There, he pushed her down into a laundry basket, kicked her twice in the head, and pushed her again with his foot before leaving to buy cigarettes.  This latter offense yielded the conviction underlying this appeal.

DISCUSSION


Appointed appellate counsel has filed a brief summarizing the facts and proceedings below.  Counsel presents no argument for reversal, but asks this court to review the record for error as mandated by People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436 (Wende).  Pursuant to Anders v. California (1967) 386 U.S. 738 (Anders), counsel lists as possible, but not arguable, issues:  (1) whether the trial court abused its discretion in admitting evidence of the 1999 battery; (2) whether the trial court erred in failing to acquit defendant due to insufficient evidence; and (3) whether the trial court erred in admitting during trial Catherine's prior consistent testimony made at a preliminary hearing.


We granted Gutowski permission to file a brief on his own behalf.  He has not responded.  A thorough review of the record pursuant to Wende and Anders, including the possible issues listed pursuant to Anders, has disclosed no reasonably arguable appellate issues.  Gutowski has been competently represented by counsel on this appeal.

DISPOSITION


The judgment of conviction is affirmed.

BENKE, Acting P. J.

WE CONCUR:


McDONALD, J.


McINTYRE, J.
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