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MEMORANDUM OPINION

Based upon our review of therecord on appeal, it appearsthat the Defendant, TarusA. Sircy,
pleaded guilty to and was convicted of three counts of burglary of an automobile on January 31,
2002. Pursuant to his plea agreement, he received three consecutive two-year sentences, for an
effective sentence of six years. Inaccordancewith hispleaagreement, after receiving credit for pre-
trial confinement and serving some additional timeinjail, the balance of his six-year sentence was
to be served on probation.

According to the Defendant’ s petition, his probation was revoked following his arrest for
DUI and he was ordered to serve the balance of his sentences in confinement. The Defendant then
filed a petition for habeas corpus relief, alleging that his consecutive sentences were the result of
ineffective assistance of counsel, that thetrial court erred in ordering consecutive sentences and that



the sentences violated his right to due process of law. Thetrial court determined that, even if true,
the allegations contained in the petition did not entitle the Defendant to habeas corpusrelief. The
trial court thusentered an order denying the petition. Itisfrom thisorder that the Defendant appeals.

Articlel, section 15 of the Tennessee Constitution guaranteestheright to seek habeascorpus
relief and our statutes codify the applicable procedures for seeking awrit. Tenn. Code Ann. 88 29-
21-201 et seg. However, the grounds upon which our law provides relief are very narrow. Taylor
v. State, 995 SW.2d 78, 83 (Tenn. 1999). Habeas corpusrelief isavailablein Tennessee only when
it appears upon the face of the judgment or the record of the proceedings upon which the judgment
is rendered that (1) the convicting court was without jurisdiction or authority to sentence the
defendant; or (2) the defendant’ ssentence hasexpired. Archer v. State, 851 SW.2d 157, 164 (Tenn.
1993). It ispermissible for atrial court to summarily dismiss a petition for habeas corpus relief,
without the appointment of counsel and without an evidentiary hearing, if thereisnothing ontheface
of the judgment to indicate that the convictions addressed therein arevoid. Passarellav. State, 891
SW.2d 619 (Tenn. Crim. App. 1994).

The essence of the Defendant’s claim is that he should not have received consecutive
sentencesfor histhree convictionsfor burglaries of automobiles. Hearguesthat thetrial court erred
and acted contrary to law in sentencing him to consecutive sentences. We notethat the Defendant’ s
sentences were ordered in accordance with his plea agreement. The sentences were authorized by
law and arenot illegal. Thejudgments of conviction contained in therecord arevalid on their face.
There is nothing on the face of the judgments or the proceedings on which the judgments are
rendered which establishes that the trial court was without jurisdiction or authority to sentence the
Defendant. The Defendant’ s sentences have not expired. This Court concludesthat the petition for
habeas corpus relief was properly dismissed.

Accordingly, the State's motion is granted. The judgment of the trial court is affirmed in
accordance with Rule 20 of the Rules of the Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals.
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