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Defendant, Amy Jo Taylor Blankenship, appealed thetrial court’ sjudgment revoking her probation
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Criminal Appeals.
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MEMORANDUM OPINION

Defendant pled guilty to aggravated burglary on August 2, 2001. She was sentenced to three
years, all of which was suspended, and Defendant placed on probation. A probation violation report
was filed on October 25, 2001 alleging that Defendant had been arrested two times for theft and
burglary of avehiclewhile on probation, that shefailed to report her arreststo her probation officer,
and that she failed to pay court costs and provide a DNA sample as required by the terms of her
probation. Thetrial court revoked Defendant’ s probation and ordered her to servethe remainder of
her sentencein confinement. Thetria court, however, delayed imposition of Defendant’ s sentence
of confinement until after the birth of her child. At the time a second hearing was conducted
concerning the imposition of her sentence on February 27, 2003, Defendant was pregnant with
another child, and thetrial court again continued the hearing. On October 30, 2003, the trial court



found that Defendant continued to viol atetheterms of her probation and ordered Defendant to begin
serving the remainder of her sentence in the Tennessee Department of Correction.

The decision to revoke probation rests within the sound discretion of thetrial court. Sate
v. Mitchell, 810 SW.2d 733, 735 (Tenn. Crim. App. 1991). A trial court may revoke probation and
order theimposition of the original sentence upon afinding by a preponderance of the evidence that
the person has violated a condition of probation. Tenn. Code Ann. 88 40-35-310, 311. Thetrid
court retains the discretionary authority to order the defendant to serve his or her origina sentence
in confinement. See Satev. Hunter, 1 SW.3d 643, 646 (Tenn. 1999)

The judgement was rendered in this matter in a proceeding before the trial court without a
jury, and the judgment was not a determination of guilt, and the evidence does not preponderate
against the finding of thetrial court.

Upon review of this matter, this Court concludes that no error of law requiring areversal of
the judgment of the trial court is apparent on the record.

CONCLUSION

Accordingly, the judgment of the trial court is affirmed.

THOMAST. WOODALL, JUDGE



