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MEMORANDUM DECISION 

 
Judge Espinosa authored the decision of the Court, in which 
Presiding Judge Howard and Judge Staring concurred. 
 

 
E S P I N O S A, Judge: 
 
¶1 Following a jury trial, appellant Joel Valles was 
convicted of possession of four pounds or more of marijuana for sale 
and conspiracy to possess four pounds or more of marijuana for 
sale.  The trial court sentenced him to mitigated, concurrent prison 
terms of three years each.  Counsel has filed a brief in compliance 
with Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), and State v. Clark, 196 
Ariz. 530, 2 P.3d 89 (App. 1999), stating he “has reviewed the record 
and is unable to find a meritorious issue for appeal.”  Counsel has 
asked us to search the record for reversible error.  Valles has not 
filed a supplemental brief. 
 
¶2 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, ¶ 2, 986 P.2d 914, 914 (App. 
1999).  The evidence presented at trial showed that police officers 
detained Valles who, along with several others, had fled from a 
house in which they found drug ledgers, air freshener, tape and 
plastic wrap, a box cutter, a scale, 247 pounds of marijuana wrapped 
in bales, a gun, and $8,500 in cash.  Valles’s cell phone was found in 
the house with a calculator application open and showing numbers 
that totaled 8,500.  An officer testified that based on his training and 
experience the circumstances were consistent with the marijuana 
being for sale.  We further conclude the sentence imposed is within 
the statutory limit.  See A.R.S. §§ 13-702(D); 13-1003; 13-3405(A)(2), 
(B)(6). 

 
¶3 Pursuant to our obligation under Anders, we have 
searched the record for fundamental, reversible error and have 
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found none.  See State v. Fuller, 143 Ariz. 571, 575, 694 P.2d 1185, 1189 
(1985) (Anders requires court to search record for fundamental error).  
Accordingly, Valles’s convictions and sentences are affirmed. 


