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NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS 

 
California Rules of Court, rule 8.1115(a), prohibits courts and parties from citing or relying on opinions not certified for 

publication or ordered published, except as specified by rule 8.1115(b).  This opinion has not been certified for publication 
or ordered published for purposes of rule 8.1115.  

 

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 

FOURTH APPELLATE DISTRICT 

 

DIVISION TWO 

 

 

 

THE PEOPLE, 

 

 Plaintiff and Respondent, 

 

v. 

 

TAMIKA LYNETTE BELLE, 

 

 Defendant and Appellant. 

 

 

 

 E060757 

 

 (Super.Ct.No. ) RIF10004568 

 

 OPINION 

 

 

 APPEAL from the Superior Court of Riverside County.  David A. Gunn, Judge.  

Affirmed. 

 Marta I. Stanton, under appointment by the Court of Appeal, for Defendant and 

Appellant. 

 No appearance for Plaintiff and Respondent. 
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I 

INTRODUCTION 

 On March 1, 2011, an information charged defendant and appellant Tamika 

Lynette Belle with possession of marijuana for sale under Health and Safety Code section 

11359, a felony (count 1); and unlawful sale or transport of more than 28.5 grams of 

marijuana under Health and Safety Code section 11360, subdivision (a), a felony (count 

2). 

 On May 5, 2011, defendant pled guilty to both counts.  Thereafter, the court 

sentenced defendant to the middle term of two years for count 1, and the low term of two 

years for count 2, to run consecutive with count 1.  Pursuant to the negotiated plea 

agreement, the court suspended the state prison sentence and granted defendant three 

years’ formal probation on the condition that she serve 180 days in a work release 

program.  Defendant was awarded six days of presentence custody credits. 

 On September 20, 2011, the trial court granted defendant’s request to convert her 

work release to 174 days of community service. 

 On October 24, 2013, defendant was committed to two years and three months in 

federal prison by a federal court in Florida; defendant was convicted for giving a false 

statement to a firearms dealer. 

 On December 19, 2013, defendant, in pro per, filed a request for disposition of 

probation and right to attorney under Penal Code section 1203.2a, in the Riverside 
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County Superior Court.  Defendant waived her right to be present at any and all stages of 

the proceedings on her motion, and waived her right to be represented by counsel. 

 On January 17, 2014, the trial court granted defendant’s Penal Code 

seciton1203.2a motion, revoked probation, and imposed a two-year county jail sentence 

to run concurrently with defendant’s federal prison sentence, as follows:  the middle term 

of two years as to count 1, to run concurrently with the federal prison term; and the low 

term of two years as to count 2, to run concurrently with count 1 and the federal prison 

term. 

 On March 10, 2014, defendant filed a timely notice of appeal.  In the appeal, 

defendant “challenges the validity of the plea or admission.”  Defendant requested a 

certificate of probable cause, which the trial court granted. 

II 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

 Defendant pled guilty to counts 1 and 2 – possession of marijuana for sale, and 

unlawfully selling or transporting more than 28.5 grams of marijuana.  The trial court 

accepted defendant’s oral statement as a factual basis for her plea. 

III 

ANALYSIS 

After defendant appealed, and upon her request, this court appointed counsel to 

represent her.  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 setting forth a statement of 
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the case, a summary of the facts, and potential arguable issues, and requesting this court 

to undertake a review of the entire record. 

 We offered defendant an opportunity to file a personal supplemental brief, but she 

has not done so.  Pursuant to the mandate of People v. Kelly (2006) 40 Cal.4th 106, we 

have conducted an independent review of the record and find no arguable issues. 

IV 

DISPOSITION 

 The judgment is affirmed. 
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