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ORDER

In this appeal Appellant maintains the evidence is insufficientto supportthe
verdict in his case. Appellant was convicted by a jury of aggravated burglary and
theft under $500. He was sentenced to three years incarceration for the
aggravated burglary and ordered to serve six months in confinement followed by
probation. Appellant received a six month sentence for the misdemeanor theft.
The misdemeanor sentence was ordered to run concurrently with the felony

sentence.

On appeal Appellant claims the evidence against him is not sufficient to

convince any rational trier of fact that Appellant is guilty beyond a reasonable

doubt. See, State v. Evans, 838 S.W.2d 185, 191 (Tenn. 1992). Appellant also
claims that even if the testimony of his accomplice is sufficient, in the general
sense, to sustain these convictions, the accomplice testimony is not corroborated

sufficiently to form the basis of the convictions. See, State v. Adkisson, 899

S.W.2d 626, 643 (Tenn. Crim. App. 1994) (holding a criminal defendant cannot

be convicted on the uncorroborated testimony of an accomplice.)

Appellant’'s accomplice testified that he, Appellant and a third individual
drove in the accomplice’s truck to the residential area where Appellant lived.
After driving around for approximately two hours, the trio broke into a home and
stole various items of personal property. Appellant was a full participant in the
criminal acts. The home burglar alarm frightened the burglars and they drove
away. As they fled they encountered the private security guard for the residential

area who attempted to block their escape. The burglars were able to elude the
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guard and they drove Appellant home. As the accomplice and the other man
were leaving the residential area moments later they were arrested by police.
Appellant was arrested at his home. Police found property stolen in the burglary

in the accomplice’s truck and along the road.

Otherwitnesses placed the trio togetherin the accomplice’s truck less than
two hours before the burglary. Within a few minutes of the burglary a witness
saw a man matching the description of Appellant driving the accomplice’s truck
toward the home which was burgled. Minutes after the burglar alarm sounded
the security guard saw the truck with three men in it moving very fast away from

the burgled home. He tried to stop the truck but the three men escaped him.

We think the evidence in this case is sufficient to corroborate the testimony
of Appellant’'s accomplice. The accomplice testimony directly implicates
Appellant as a full participantin the burglary and theft for which he was convicted.

Thus, the evidence is sufficient to sustain the verdicts.

The judgments below are affirmed pursuant to Rule 20(b), Rules of the

Court of Criminal Appeals.

JERRY L. SMITH, JUDGE

CONCUR:



GARY R. WADE, JUDGE

WILLIAM M. BARKER, JUDGE
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