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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOURTH APPELLATE DISTRICT

DIVISION TWO

	THE PEOPLE,


Plaintiff and Respondent,

v.

MANUEL GONZALEZ,


Defendant and Appellant.
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(Super.Ct.No. RIF104998)


OPINION





APPEAL from the Superior Court of Riverside County.  Roger A. Luebs, Judge.  Affirmed.


Richard Schwartzberg, under appointment by the Court of Appeal, for Defendant and Appellant.


No appearance for Plaintiff and Respondent.

Introduction


Defendant and appellant Manuel Gonzalez appeals from the superior court’s order of October 3, 2011, in which it denied defendant’s motion to vacate his 2006 conviction for drug possession.  We affirm the superior court’s order.


On or about June 22, 2006, defendant pled guilty to possessing a controlled substance in 2002.  (Health & Saf. Code, § 11350, subd. (a)).  In May 2011, defendant was taken into custody by the “Department of Homeland Security/Immigration and Customs Enforcement.”  On October 3, 2011, defendant filed with the superior court a motion to vacate his conviction on the ground that the trial court failed to advise him of the possible immigration consequences of his 2006 plea, as required by Penal Code section 1016.5.  On the same date, the superior court denied the motion by minute order.

Discussion

Defendant appealed and, upon his request, this court appointed counsel to represent him.  Counsel has filed a brief under the authority of People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436 and Anders v. California (1967) 386 U.S. 738 [87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 493], setting forth a statement of the case and a summary of the facts, and requesting this court to conduct an independent review of the record.  

We offered defendant an opportunity to file a personal supplemental brief, but he has not done so.  Pursuant to the mandate of People v. Kelly (2006) 40 Cal.4th 106, we have independently reviewed the record for potential error and find no arguable issues.

Disposition 
The judgment is affirmed.
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