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11 Following a jury trial, appellant Joseph Jenkins was convicted of
knowingly possessing a weapon as a prohibited possessor. See A.R.S. 8§ 13-3102(A)(4),
(K),! 13-3101(A)(7)(b), (d). The trial court found Jenkins had two historical prior felony
convictions and sentenced him to the presumptive, ten-year sentence. Appellate counsel
has filed a brief pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), and State v.
Clark, 196 Ariz. 530, 2 P.3d 89 (App. 1999). Counsel states she has reviewed the record
in compliance with Anders and has been unable to find any arguable questions of law to
raise on appeal. She asks us to search the record for fundamental error. Jenkins has not
filed a supplemental brief.

12 Viewed in the light most favorable to sustaining the verdict, the evidence
was sufficient to support the jury’s finding of guilt. See State v. Tamplin, 195 Ariz. 246,
12, 986 P.2d 914, 914 (App. 1999). On November 29, 2010, Jenkins, a convicted felon
who was on probation, possessed a handgun.

13 During our review of the record, however, we discovered that one of the
two jury instructions stated that the offense occurred on November 29, 2009, rather than
2010. Apparently reading directly from the written instruction, the judge likewise stated
the wrong year when he read that instruction to the jury. However, it is abundantly clear
from the rest of the record, including the verdict forms, the oral pronouncement of

verdict, and the witnesses’ testimony, that the attorneys, the court, and the jury

'We refer to the statute in effect at the time of Jenkins’s offense. See 2010 Ariz.
Sess. Laws, ch. 59, § 2.



understood that the offense occurred in 2010. Therefore, any error that occurred was
harmless.

14 In accordance with our obligation under Anders, we have reviewed the
record for fundamental, reversible error and have found none. Therefore, Jenkins’s

conviction and sentence are affirmed.
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