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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA

En Banc

THE PEOPLE, Plaintiff and Respondent,

v.

RAGHVENDRA SINGH, Defendant and Appellant.

The petition for review is denied.

GUERRERO

Chief Justice
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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

THIRD APPELLATE DISTRICT

(Sacramento)

C097137THE PEOPLE,

(Super. Ct. No. 19FE010982)Plaintiff and Respondent,

v.

RAGHVENDRA SINGH,

Defendant and Appellant.

This is an appeal after remand for resentencing. Appointed counsel for defendant 

Raghvendra Singh has asked this court to review the record to determine whether there 

are any arguable issues on appeal. (People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436.) Defendant 

filed a supplemental brief. Having reviewed the record and defendant’s supplemental 

arguments, we affirm the judgment.


