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Appellant, Said Aguilar, pled no contest to resisting an executive officer (Pen.
Code, 8§ 69). Following independent review of the record pursuant to People v. Wende
(1979) 25 Cal.3d 436, we affirm.
FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On July 29, 2013, Aguilar was arrested in California City for resisting arrest
causing great bodily injury or death (count 1/Pen. Code, § 148.10, subd. (a)), second
degree burglary (count 2/Pen. Code, § 460, subd. (b)), and resisting an executive officer
by force (counts 3 & 4/Pen. Code, § 69).

On August 7, 2013, Aguilar pled no contest to one count of resisting an executive
officer by force (count 3) in exchange for the dismissal of the remaining counts and the
upper term of three years local time split into one year in local custody and two years on
mandatory supervision.

On September 4, 2013, the court sentenced Aguilar pursuant to his plea agreement
to one year in local custody and two years on mandatory supervision. Additionally, in an
unrelated case Aguilar pled no contest to misdemeanor public intoxication (Pen. Code,

8 647, subd. (f)) and was not sentenced to any additional time on that count.

Aguilar’s appellate counsel has filed a brief which summarizes the facts, with
citations to the record, raises no issues, and asks this court to independently review the
record. (People v. Wende, supra, 25 Cal.3d 436.) Aguilar has not responded to this
court’s invitation to submit additional briefing.

Following an independent review of the record we find that no reasonably
arguable factual or legal issues exist.

DISPOSITION

The judgment is affirmed.



