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The defendant, Sharon J. Breeden, appeals the revocation of her probation.  We affirm the judgment
of the trial court.
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OPINION

In December 1999, the defendant pled guilty to nine counts of misdemeanor theft and nine
counts of criminal impersonation.  The trial court imposed four consecutive sentences of eleven
months and twenty-nine days, ordered the remaining misdemeanor sentences to be served concurrently,
and ordered the sentences served in split confinement with the defendant’s probation beginning
March 2000.  On June 20, 2002, the trial court found the defendant violated the terms of her
probation and ordered her to serve a portion of her sentence in incarceration before returning her to
probation.  She was released from jail on November 18, 2002.  On May 12, 2003, the trial court
again revoked her probation and ordered her to serve the remainder of her sentence.  This appeal
followed.
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PROBATION REVOCATION HEARING

The defendant’s probation officer testified the defendant was convicted of theft and criminal
impersonation after her release from jail in November 2002.  According to the probation officer, the
defendant stopped reporting to her after December 2002.

The defendant testified she pled guilty to criminal impersonation and theft for offenses
committed in January and March 2003.  She admitted she failed to report to her probation officer.  She
said she left Tennessee and did not return until March; she did not attempt to contact her probation
officer during this time.  The defendant told the trial court, “I don’t want to be back on probation,
because probation is not getting me anywhere but jail.”  She requested to be allowed to serve one
eleven-month and twenty-nine-day sentence.  She indicated she was not able to comply with the
terms of probation.

The trial court revoked her probation and ordered her to serve the balance of her sentence in
incarceration.

ANALYSIS

A trial court may revoke probation and order the imposition of the original sentence upon a
finding by a preponderance of the evidence that the person has violated a condition of probation.
Tenn. Code Ann. §§ 40-35-310, -311(e).  The decision to revoke probation rests within the sound
discretion of the trial court.  State v. Mitchell, 810 S.W.2d 733, 735 (Tenn. Crim. App. 1991).

Given the proof in the record before us, clearly the trial court did not abuse its discretion in
revoking the defendant’s probation.  Further, the trial court acted within its authority in ordering  the
defendant to serve her original sentence.  See Tenn. Code Ann. §§ 40-35-310, -311(e).  We affirm the
judgment of the trial court.

____________________________________
JOE G. RILEY, JUDGE
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