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MEMORANDUM DECISION 
 

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

 
E C K E R S T R O M, Chief Judge: 
 

¶1 Following a jury trial, appellant Michael Smith was 
convicted of possession of a dangerous drug and possession of drug 
paraphernalia.  The trial court found he had two or more historical 
prior felony convictions and sentenced him to enhanced, concurrent, 
presumptive prison terms, the longer of which is ten years.   
 
¶2 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 she has reviewed the record and has found 
no non-frivolous issues to raise on appeal.  Consistent with Clark, 
196 Ariz. 530, ¶ 32, 2 P.3d at 97, she has provided “a detailed factual 
and procedural history of the case with citations to the record,” and 
she asks this court to search the record for error.   Smith has not filed 
a supplemental pro se brief.   

 
¶3 We view the evidence in the light most favorable to 
sustaining Smith’s convictions, see State v. Tamplin, 195 Ariz. 246, ¶ 2, 
986 P.2d 914, 914 (App. 1999), and conclude sufficient evidence 
supports the jury’s verdicts.  See A.R.S. §§ 13-3407(A)(1), 13-3415(A).  
On the evening of June 5, 2015, a Florence police officer initiated a 
traffic stop after seeing Smith, who was the subject of an active 
arrest warrant, illegally driving an all-terrain vehicle on city streets.  
Smith was arrested, and a packet of methamphetamine and a 
methamphetamine pipe were found on his person during a search 
incident to his arrest.  We further conclude Smith’s sentences were 
authorized by statute and were properly imposed.  See A.R.S. §§ 13-
703(C), (J), 13-3407(B)(1), 13-3415(A).   

 



STATE v. SMITH 
Decision of the Court 

 

3 

¶4 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 Smith’s 
convictions and sentences. 


