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MEMORANDUM DECISION

Judge Espinosa authored the decision of the Court, in which
Presiding Judge Miller and Chief Judge Eckerstrom concurred.

ESPINOSA, Judge:

11 Following a bench trial, appellant Severo Torres was
convicted of conspiracy, transportation of marijuana for sale, and
possession of drug paraphernalia. The trial court sentenced him to
concurrent, enhanced, “slightly aggravated” terms of imprisonment,
the longest of which were twelve years. 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 has found no “arguable question of law” to raise on
appeal. Counsel has asked us to search the record for fundamental
error. Torres has not filed a supplemental brief.

q2 Viewed in the light most favorable to sustaining the
verdict, the evidence was sufficient to support the trial court’s
finding of guilt. See State v. Tamplin, 195 Ariz. 246, § 2, 986 P.2d 914,
914 (App. 1999). The evidence presented to the court showed that in
2009, Torres was stopped while driving a truck containing
approximately 300 pounds of marijuana wrapped in cellophane and
tape. He admitted that he had met two other men earlier in the day
who had loaded his vehicle with marijuana and that the passenger
in his vehicle when he was stopped had entered the vehicle with the
marijuana and was someone who transported marijuana into the
United States on foot. He also stated that someone else was
“escorting him from the rear” and that upon arriving in Tucson he
was to be told where to deliver the marijuana. We further conclude
the sentence imposed is within the statutory limit. See A.R.S. §§ 13-
703(B)(2); 13-1003; 13-3405(A)(4), (B)(11); 13-3415(A).

q3 Pursuant to our obligation under Anders, we have
considered the “injustice” counsel suggests occurred and searched



STATE v. TORRES
Decision of the Court

the record for fundamental, reversible error, but have found none.
Therefore, Torres’s convictions and sentences are affirmed.



