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OPINION

The petitioner, Charles Ray Dowiing, filed this post-conviction action attacking his
especialy aggravated burglary and aggravated assault convictions. He alleged that he received
ineffective assistance of counsel, but for which he would not have entered guilty pleas. At the post-
conviction hearing, the testimonyof the petitioner and his trial attomey dfferedshargy onthe material
points. After receiving the evidence, the trial court accredited the evidence offered by the state over
that presented by the petitioner. Thus, the petitioner failed to carry his burden of proof, and the
petition was dismissed.” See McBee v. State, 655 S.W.2d 191, 195 (Tenn. Crim. App. 1983). Upon
our review of ths gpped, we have determined that the petitioner has falled to denonstrate that the
evidence preponderates against the trid court'sfindngs. See Buler v. State, 798 S.\W.2d 898, 899
(Tenn. 1990). Moreover, we have discemed no apparent error of law which requires reversal of the

judgment. See Tenn. R. Ct. Crim. App. 20.

Accordingly, the judgment of the trid court is affirmed pursuant to Court of Criminal

Appeals Rule 20.

JAMES CURWOOD WITT, JR., JUDGE

CONCUR:

GARY R. WADE, PRESIDING JUDGE

JOHN K. BYERS, SENIOR JUDGE

This action was filed prior to enactment of the Post-Conviction Act of
1995. Accordingly, its provisions do not apply.
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