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BEFORE: BAKER, GUI DUG.I AND PAI SLEY, JUDGES.
PAI SLEY, JUDGE. This is an appeal froma judgnent entered by
the Hardin G rcuit Court after appellant entered an
uncondi tional guilty plea. For the reasons stated hereafter, we
affirm

Appel  ant was indicted on two counts of first degree
rape involving a twelve-year-old relative. Al though appell ant
initially pleaded not guilty, he later entered a witten guilty

pl ea in exchange for the comonweal th’s amendnment of the charges



to two counts of second degree rape and its reconmrendation that
appel I ant shoul d be sentenced to consecutive five-year terns of
i mprisonnment, with the second term probated. The record,

i ncludi ng the videotape of the guilty plea and sentencing

heari ngs, shows that appellant was represented by counsel, and
that the court carefully explained the conmonweal th’s
recomendation as well as the circunstances of the plea and the
ri ghts which would be waived by entry of a guilty pl ea.
Appel | ant coherently responded to the court’s questions, and he
specifically waived his rights and indicated his desire to enter
a guilty plea in accordance with the agreenment. The court
accepted appellant’s plea and entered the recommended sentence.
Thi s appeal foll owed.

Appel I ant’ s appoi nted counsel on appeal subsequently
filed notions with this court seeking to withdraw from
representing himon appeal. This court eventually permtted
counsel to file an Anders brief and to wthdraw from
representation, and appellant was provi ded sixty days in which
to file a supplenmental pro se brief. However, no such brief was
ever fil ed.

Nei ther the Anders brief filed by appellant’s
appoi nted counsel nor the brief filed by the conmonweal th raised
any issues which could or should be addressed on appeal .

Mor eover, our review of the entire record shows that appellant
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entered an unconditional guilty plea, that no postjudgnent
nmotions were filed, and that there is nothing on the face of the
record to suggest in any way that appellant is entitled to any
relief on appeal. That being so, we nust affirmthe trial
court’s judgnent.

The court’s judgnment is affirmed.
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