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MEMORANDUM DECISION

Presiding Judge Vasquez authored the decision of the Court, in which
Judge Espinosa and Judge Howard?! concurred.

V ASQUE Z, Presiding Judge:

11 After a jury trial, appellant Eric Ibarra was convicted of
two counts of sale of a narcotic drug. Ibarra admitted having two
historical prior felony convictions, and the trial court sentenced him
to mitigated, concurrent terms of imprisonment, the longer of which
is twelve years.

12 Counsel has filed a brief in compliance with Anders v.
California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), and, consistent with State v. Clark, 196
Ariz. 530, 4 32, 2 P.3d 89, 97 (App. 1999), has provided “a detailed
factual and procedural history of the case with citations to the
record.”2 He asks this court to search the record for fundamental
error. Ibarra has not filed a supplemental pro se brief.

q3 Ibarra was represented by counsel, and the following
evidence, viewed in the light most favorable to sustaining his
convictions, see State v. Tamplin, 195 Ariz. 246, 9 2, 986 P.2d 914, 914
(App. 1999), was sufficient to support the jury’s guilty verdicts, see
ARS. §§ 13-3401(5), (20)(z), (36)(b), 13-3408(A)(2), (B)(2). On two
dates in November 2010, Ibarra sold cocaine, in amounts exceeding
the statutory threshold of nine grams, see § 13-3401(36)(b), to an
undercover officer employed by the Tucson Police Department.

1The Hon. Joseph W. Howard, a retired judge of this court, is
called back to active duty to serve on this case pursuant to orders of
this court and our supreme court.

2After a hearing on Ibarra’s petition for post-conviction relief,
the trial court granted him leave to file this delayed appeal.
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4 The trial court accepted Ibarra’s admissions to two
historical prior felony convictions in accordance with Rule 17.6, Ariz.
R. Crim. P. See also A.R.S. § 13-105(22)(c). His sentences were within
the statutory range authorized, see A.R.S. § 13-703(C), (J), and were
properly imposed.

95 In our examination of the record, we have found no
reversible error and no arguable issue warranting further appellate
review. See Anders, 386 U.S. at 744. Accordingly, we affirm Ibarra’s
convictions and sentences.



