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    11.1.2.4.2 Knife                                         !
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   11.2.1.4 Simple battery against a corrections officer, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23 (e)                                 !
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O.C.G.A. §16-5-23 (g) !
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   11.2.1.8 Simple battery against a public school employee or on public school property,                                            

O.C.G.A. §16-5-23 (i) !
  11.2.2 Battery, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1             
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   11.2.2.1 Battery causing substantial physical harm, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (a)                                 !
   11.2.2.2 Battery causing visible bodily harm, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (a)                                 !
   11.2.2.3 Second or third battery upon the same victim, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (d), (e)                                 !
   11.2.2.4 Battery, family violence O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (f) (1)                                 !
   11.2.2.5 Battery, family violence, second or subsequent conviction O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1                                            

(f) (2) !
   11.2.2.6 Battery in a public transit vehicle or station, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (g)                                 !
   11.2.2.7 Battery against a pregnant female, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (h)                                 !
   11.2.2.8 Battery against a public school employee or on public school property, O.C.G.A.                                            

§16-5-23.1 (i) !
   11.2.2.9 Battery against a person 65 years of age or older (elder abuse), O.C.G.A.                                            

§16-5-23.1 (j) !
   11.2.2.10 Battery against an employee of a nursing or personal care home, O.C.G.A.                                          

§16-5-23.1 (k) !
   11.2.2.11 Battery against a sports official, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (l)                               !
   11.2.2.12 Battery of an unborn child, O.C.G.A. §16-5-29                               !
  11.2.3 Aggravated battery, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24             !
   11.2.3.1 Aggravated battery by depriving another of a member of his body, O.C.G.A.                                            

§16-5-24 (a) !
   11.2.3.2 Aggravated battery by rendering a member of his body useless, O.C.G.A.                                            

§16-5-24 (a) !
   11.2.3.3 Aggravated battery by seriously disfiguring his body or a member thereof,                                            

O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (a) !
   11.2.3.4 Aggravated battery against a law enforcement officer, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (c)                                 !
   11.2.3.5 Aggravated battery against a person 65 years of age or older (elder abuse),                                            

O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (d) !
   11.2.3.6 Aggravated battery against a corrections officer, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (e)                                 !
   11.2.3.7 Aggravated battery in a public transit vehicle or station, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (f)                                 !
   11.2.3.8 Aggravated battery in a school safety zone, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (g)                                 !
   11.2.3.9 Aggravated battery, family violence, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (h)                                 !
   11.2.3.10 Serious injury by vehicle, O.C.G.A. §40-6-394                               !
  11.2.4 Female genital mutilation, O.C.G.A. §16-5-27             !
 11.3 Cruelty to children, O.C.G.A. §16-5-70     
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  11.3.1 Cruelty to children in the first degree              !
   11.3.1.1 By depriving the child of necessary sustenance, O.C.G.A. §16-5-70 (a)                                 !
   11.3.1.2 By causing excessive physical or mental pain, O.C.G.A. §16-5-70 (b)                                 !
  11.3.2 Cruelty to children in the second degree, O.C.G.A. §16-5-70 (c)             !
  11.3.3 Cruelty to children in the third degree, O.C.G.A. §16-5-70 (d)             !
  11.3.4 Reckless abandonment, O.C.G.A. §16-5-72             !
 11.4 Defamation, O.C.G.A. §16-11-40     !
 11.5 False imprisonment, O.C.G.A. §16-5-41     !
  11.5.1 False imprisonment where the victim is less than 14 years of age, O.C.G.A. §16-5-41 (c)             !
  11.5.2 False imprisonment under color of legal process, O.C.G.A. §16-5-42             !
  11.5.3 Malicious confinement of sane person in an asylum, O.C.G.A. §16-5-43             !
 11.6 Harassing phone calls, O.C.G.A. §16-11-39.1     !
 11.7 Homicide     !
  11.7.1 Murder (malice murder), O.C.G.A. §16-5-1 (a)             !
  11.7.2 Felony murder, O.C.G.A. §16-5-1 (c)             !
   11.7.2.1 Aggravated assault as the underlying felony                                 !
   11.7.2.2 Aggravated battery as the underlying felony                                 !
   11.7.2.3 Armed robbery as the underlying felony                                 !
   11.7.2.4 Arson as the underlying felony                                 !
  11.7.3 Voluntary manslaughter, O.C.G.A. §16-5-2             !
  11.7.4 Involuntary manslaughter, O.C.G.A. §16-5-3             !
  11.7.5 Offering to assist in the commission of suicide, O.C.G.A. §16-5-5             !
  11.7.6 Feticide             !
   11.7.6.1 Feticide, O.C.G.A. §16-5-80 (a)                                 !
   11.7.6.2 Voluntary manslaughter of an unborn child, O.C.G.A. §16-5-80 (d)                                 !
   11.7.6.3 Performing partial birth abortion O.C.G.A. §16-12-144                                 !
  11.7.7 Homicide by  interference with a traffic control device O.C.G.A. §40-6-396             !
  11.7.8 Homicide by vehicle             !
   11.7.8.1 Homicide by vehicle in the first degree, O.C.G.A. §40-6-393 (a), (b), (d)                                 
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   11.7.8.2 Homicide by vehicle in the second degree, O.C.G.A. §40-6-393 (c)                                 !
   11.7.8.3 Feticide by vehicle, O.C.G.A. §40-6-393.1                                 !
 11.8 HIV infected persons, O.C.G.A. §16-5-60 (c)     !
 11.9 Interference with custody, O.C.G.A. §16-5-45     !
 11.10 Kidnapping, O.C.G.A. §16-5-40   !
  11.10.1 Kidnapping for ransom, O.C.G.A. §16-5-40 (d) (3)                       !
  11.10.2 Kidnapping when the victim received bodily injury, O.C.G.A. §16-5-40 (d) (4)                       !
 11.11 Piercing of the body, O.C.G.A. §16-5-71.1   !
 11.12 Pointing or aiming gun or pistol at another, O.C.G.A. §16-11-102   !
 11.13 Reckless conduct causing harm to another, O.C.G.A. §16-5-60 (b)   !
 11.14 Tattooing, O.C.G.A. §16-5-71; O.C.G.A. §16-12-5   !
 11.15 Terroristic threats, O.C.G.A. §16-11-37 (a)   !
 11.16 Terroristic act, O.C.G.A. §16-11-37 (b)   !
 11.17 Trafficking of persons for labor or sexual servitude, O.C.G.A. §16-5-46   !
12 Cruelty to animals        !
13 Damage to Property        !
 13.1 Arson     !
  13.1.1 Arson in the first degree, O.C.G.A. §16-7-60             !
  13.1.2 Arson in the second degree, O.C.G.A. §16-7-61             !
  13.1.3 Arson in the third degree, O.C.G.A. §16-7-62             !
  13.1.4 Burning woodlands, brush, fields, or other lands, O.C.G.A. §16-7-63 (a) (1), (2)             !
   13.1.4.1 Discarding lighted cigarette, or other flaming or smoldering material, O.C.G.A.                                            

§16-7-63 (a) (3) !
   13.1.4.2 Damaging or destroying wild fire detection or suppression material or devices,                                            

O.C.G.A. §16-7-63 (a) (4) !
 13.2 Criminal damage to property in the first degree     !
  13.2.1 Interferes with property in a manner so as to endanger human life, O.C.G.A. §16-7-22 (a) (1)             !
  13.2.2 Interferes with any system of public communication, O.C.G.A. §16-7-22 (a) (2)             !
  13.2.3 Interferes with any system of public transportation, O.C.G.A. §16-7-22 (a) (2)             !
  13.2.4 Interferes with any public utility, O.C.G.A. §16-7-22 (a) (2)             
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 13.3 Criminal damage to property in the second degree     !
  13.3.1 Damage to property exceeds $500, O.C.G.A. §16-7-23 (a) (1)             !
  13.3.2 Damage property by means of fire or explosive, O.C.G.A. §16-7-23 (a) (2)             !
 13.4 Criminal trespass by damage to property $500 or less, O.C.G.A. §16-7-21 (a)     !
 13.5 Damaging or destroying mail or mail boxes, O.C.G.A. §16-7-27     !
 13.6 Damaging or interfering with property of public utilities, O.C.G.A. §16-7-25     !
 13.7 Interference with government property, O.C.G.A. §16-7-24     !
 13.8 Vandalism to a place of worship, O.C.G.A. §16-7-26     !
14 Domestic terrorism, O.C.G.A. §16-4-10        !
15 Drugs and Drug Related Offenses        !
 15.1 Abandoning a dangerous drug or controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-3     !
 15.2 Controlled substances     !
  15.2.1 Distribute a controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (b)             !
  15.2.2 Manufacture a controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (b)             !
   15.2.2.1 Causing or permitting a child to present while manufacturing methamphetamine,                                            

O.C.G.A. §16-5-73 !
   15.2.2.2 Possession of anhydrous ammonia, O.C.G.A. §16-11-111                                 !
   15.2.2.3 Possession of substances with intent to use such substances for the manufacture                                            

of Schedule I or Schedule II controlled substances O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.5 !
  15.2.3 Possess a controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (a)             !
   15.2.3.1 Actual possession                                 
  
    15.2.3.1.1 Admission of possession                                         !
    15.2.3.1.2 Circumstantial evidence of possession                                         !
    15.2.3.1.3 Possession of residue                                         !
   15.2.3.2 Constructive possession (see also Defense Equal Access Outline)                                 !
    15.2.3.2.1 Presumption of possession based on control over area where drugs were                                                    

located !
     15.2.3.2.1.1 Real property                                                            !
     15.2.3.2.1.2 Vehicle                                                            !
    15.2.3.2.2 Presumption of possession based on proximity to the drugs                                                    !
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 15.2.3.3 Joint possession                      !
  15.2.4 Possess a controlled substance with intent to distribute O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (b)             !
   15.2.4.1 Direct evidence of intent to distribute                                 !
   15.2.4.2 Circumstantial evidence of intent to distribute (presumption of intent to                                            

distribute based on) !
    15.4.2.1 Amount                                                        !
    15.4.2.2 Packaging                                                       !
    15.4.2.3 Paraphernalia                                                       !
  15.2.5 Trafficking             !
   15.2.5.1 Trafficking amphetamine O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (e)                                 !
    15.2.5.1.1 Trafficking amphetamine by distribution O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (e)                                         !
    15.2.5.1.2 Trafficking amphetamine by possession O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (e)                                         !
    15.2.5.1.3 Trafficking amphetamine by manufacturing O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (f)                                         !
   15.2.5.2 Trafficking cocaine O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (a)                                 !
   15.2.5.3 Trafficking ecstasy O.C.G.A. §16-13-31.1                                 !
   15.2.5.4 Trafficking marijuana O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (c)                                 !
   15.2.5.5 Trafficking methamphetamine O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (e)                                 !
    15.2.5.5.1 Trafficking methamphetamine by distribution O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (e)                                         !
    15.2.5.5.2 Trafficking methamphetamine by possession O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (e)                                         !
    15.2.5.5.3 Trafficking methamphetamine by manufacturing O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (f)                                         !
   15.2.5.6 Trafficking methaqualone O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (d)                                 !
   15.2.5.7 Trafficking morphine O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (b)                                 !
   15.2.5.8 Trafficking opium O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (b)                                 !
 15.3 Counterfeit substances     !
  15.3.1 Distribute a counterfeit controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (i)             !
  15.3.2 Manufacture a counterfeit controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (i)             !
  15.3.3 Possess a counterfeit controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (i)             !
  15.3.4 Possess a counterfeit controlled substance with intent to distribute O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (i)             !
 15.4 Drug free commercial zones     !
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  15.4.1 Distribution of a controlled substance in a drug free commercial zone O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.6                        
(a) !

  15.4.2 Distribution of marijuana in a drug free commercial zone O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.6 (a)             !
  15.4.3 Manufacture of a controlled substance in a drug free commercial zone O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.6                        

(a) !
  15.4.4 Manufacture of marijuana in a drug free commercial zone O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.6 (a)             !
  15.4.5 Possession of a controlled substance with intent to distribute in a drug free commercial zone                        

O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.6 (a) !
  15.4.6 Possession of marijuana with intent to distribute in a drug free commercial zone O.C.G.A.                        

§16-13-32.6 (a) !
 15.5 Drug related objects     !
  15.5.1 Possession of drug related objects O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.2             !
  15.5.2 Sale of drug related objects O.C.G.A. §16-13-32 (b)             !
 15.6 Imitation controlled substances     !
  15.6.1 Distribute an imitation controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.2 (a)             !
  15.6.2 Manufacture an imitation controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.2 (a)             !
  15.6.3 Possess an imitation controlled substance with intent to distribute O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.2 (a)             !
 15.7 Marijuana     !
  15.7.1 Distribute marijuana O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (j)             !
  15.7.2 Distribute marijuana flavored products to minors O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.6 (d)             !
  15.7.3 Manufacture marijuana O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (j)             !
  15.7.4 Possess one ounce of marijuana or less O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (j); 16-13-2 (b)             !
  15.7.5 Possess more than one ounce of marijuana O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (j)             !
  15.7.6 Possess marijuana with intent to distribute O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (j)             !
 15.8 Non-controlled substance represented to be a controlled substance or to have the same effect as a                

controlled substance  !
  15.8.1 Distribute of non-controlled substance represented to be a controlled substance or to have the                        

same effect as a controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.1 (a) (1) !
  15.8.2 Manufacture of non-controlled substance represented to be a controlled substance or to have                        

the same effect as a controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.1 (a) (1) !
  15.8.3 Possess of non-controlled substance represented to be a controlled substance or to have the                        

same effect as a controlled substance with intent to distribute O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.1 (a) (1) !
 15.9 Possession of more than 300 individual units or nine grams of ephedrine, pseudoephedrine, or                

phenylpropanolamine O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.3 (b) (1) 
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 15.10 Provide drug related object to a minor O.C.G.A. §16-13-1 (b)   !
 15.11 Public housing projects   !
  15.11.1 Distribution of a controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public housing project                                  

O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
  15.11.2 Distribution of a counterfeit controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public housing                                  

project O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
  15.11.3 Distribution of marijuana within 1,000 feet of a public housing project O.C.G.A.                                  

§16-13-32.5 (b) !
  15.11.4 Manufacture of a controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public housing project                                  

O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
  15.11.5 Manufacture of a counterfeit controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public housing                                  

project O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
  15.11.6 Manufacture of marijuana within 1,000 feet of a public housing project O.C.G.A.                                  

§16-13-32.5 (b) !
  15.11.7 Possession of a controlled substance with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a                                  

public housing project O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
  15.11.8 Possession of a counterfeit controlled substance with intent to distribute within 1,000                                  

feet of a public housing project O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
  15.11.9 Possession of marijuana with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a public housing                                  

project O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
 15.12 Public parks   !
  15.12.1 Distribution of a controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public park O.C.G.A.                                  

§16-13-32.5 (a) !
  15.12.2 Distribution of a counterfeit controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public park                                  

O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a) !
  15.12.3 Distribution of marijuana within 1,000 feet of a public park O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a)                       !
  15.12.4 Manufacture of a controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public park O.C.G.A.                                  

§16-13-32.5 (a) !
  15.12.5 Manufacture of a counterfeit controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public park                                  

O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a) !
  15.12.6 Manufacture of marijuana within 1,000 feet of a public park O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a)                       !
  15.12.7 Possession of a controlled substance with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a                                  

public park O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a) !
  15.12.8 Possession of a counterfeit controlled substance with intent to distribute within 1,000                                  

feet of a public park O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a) !
  15.12.9 Possession of marijuana with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a public housing                                  

park O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a) 
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 15.13 School zones   !
  15.13.1 Distribution of a controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public or private                                  

elementary or secondary school O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.4 (a) !
  15.13.2 Distribution of marijuana within 1,000 feet of a public or private elementary or                                  

secondary school O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.4 (a) !
  15.13.3 Manufacture of a controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public or private                                  

elementary or secondary school O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.4 (a) !
  15.13.4 Manufacture of marijuana within 1,000 feet of a public or private elementary or                                  

secondary school O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.4 (a) !
  15.13.5 Possession of a controlled substance with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a                                  

public or private elementary or secondary school O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.4 (a) !
  15.13.6 Possession of marijuana with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a public or private                                  

elementary or secondary school O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.4 (a) !
 15.14 Using a communication facility (including a telephone) in committing or facilitating a violation of the              

Georgia Controlled Substances Act O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.3 (a) !
 15.15 Using a minor to assisting in manufacturing or distributing controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30              

(k) !
16 Escape and related offenses        !
 16.1 Aiding or permitting another to escape lawful custody or confinement, O.C.G.A. §16-10-53     !
 16.2 Bail jumping, O.C.G.A. §16-10-51     !
 16.3 Escape, O.C.G.A. §16-10—52     !
  16.1 Felony                 !
  16.2 Misdemeanor                !
 16.4 Hindering apprehension or punishment of criminal, O.C.G.A. §16-10-50     !
 16.5 Interference with electronic monitoring devices, O.C.G.A. §16-7-29     !
17 Fraud        !
 17.1 Computer and internet based fraud     !
  17.1.1 Misleading transmittal or use of individual name, trade name, registered trademark, logo, legal                        

or official seal, or copyrighted symbol over computer or telephone network, O.C.G.A. 
§16-9-93.1 !

  17.1.2 Initiation of deceptive commercial e-mail, O.C.G.A. §16-9-101             !
  17.1.3 Fraudulent business practices using internet or electronic mail, O.C.G.A. §16-9-109.1             !
  17.1.4 Spyware prohibited, O.C.G.A. §16-9-152             !
  17.1.5 E-mail virus and denial of service attacks prohibited, O.C.G.A. §16-9-153             
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  17.1.6 Inducement to install, copy, or execute software through misrepresentation prohibited,                        

O.C.G.A. §16-9-154 !
 17.2 Damaging, destroying or secreting property to defraud another, O.C.G.A. §16-9-53     !
 17.3 Deceptive business practices, O.C.G.A. §16-9-50     !
 17.4 Deposit account fraud, O.C.G.A. §16-9-20     !
 17.5 Destruction, removal, concealment, encumbrance, or transfer of property subject to security interest,                

O.C.G.A. §16-9-51 !
 17.6 Failing to pay for natural products or chattels, O.C.G.A. §16-9-58     !
 17.7 False statements by telephone solicitors, O.C.G.A. §16-9-54     !
 17.8 Financial transaction card fraud, O.C.G.A. §16-9-33     !
  17.8.1 Factoring of financial transaction card records, O.C.G.A. §16-9-36.1             !
  17.8.2 Unauthorized use of financial transaction card, O.C.G.A. §16-9-37             !
 17.9 Foreclosure fraud, O.C.G.A. §16-9-60     !
 17.10 Fraud against the government   !
  17.10.1 Conspiracy to defraud state or political subdivisions, O.C.G.A. §16-10-21                       !
  17.10.2 Conspiracy in restraint of free and open competition in transactions with state or                                  

political subdivisions, O.C.G.A. §16-10-22 !
  17.10.3 False representation as representative of a peace officer organization or fire service                                  

organization, O.C.G.A. §16-9-57 !
  17.10.4 False statements, concealment of facts, and fraudulent documents in matters within the                                  

jurisdiction of state or political subdivisions, O.C.G.A. §16-10-20 !
  17.10.5 Fraudulently obtaining public housing or reduction in public housing rent, O.C.G.A.                                  

§16-9-55 !
  17.10.6 Impersonating a government employee, O.C.G.A. §16-10-23                       !
 17.11 Fraudulent attempt to obtain refund, O.C.G.A. §16-9-56   !
 17.12 Identity fraud, O.C.G.A. §16-9-121   !
 17.13 Improper solicitation of money, O.C.G.A. §16-9-52   !
 17.14 Misrepresenting the origin or ownership of timber or agricultural commodities, O.C.G.A. §16-9-61   !
 17.15 Operation of a credit repair services organization, O.C.G.A. §16-9-59   !
 17.16 Receipt of goods or services fraudulently obtained, O.C.G.A. §16-9-35   !
 17.17 Residential mortgage fraud, O.C.G.A. §16-8-102   !
 17.18 Transferring a firearm to an individual other than the actual buyer, O.C.G.A. §16-11-113   
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18 Gambling, O.C.G.A. §16-12-21        !
 18.1 Advertising commercial gambling, O.C.G.A. §16-12-26     !
 18.2 Bribery of a contestant, O.C.G.A. §16-12-33     !
 18.3 Commercial gambling, O.C.G.A. §16-12-22     !
 18.4 Communicating gambling information, O.C.G.A. §16-12-28     !
 18.5 Dog fighting, O.C.G.A. §16-12-37     !
 18.6 Keeping a gambling place, O.C.G.A. §16-12-23     !
 18.7 Possession, manufacture, or transfer of gambling device, O.C.G.A. §16-12-24     !
 18.8 Pyramid promotional schemes, O.C.G.A. §16-12-38     !
 18.9 Solicitation of another to gamble, O.C.G.A. §16-12-25     !
 18.10 Soliciting or accepting a bribe to influence the outcome of an athletic contest, sporting event, or              

exhibition, O.C.G.A. §16-12-34 !
19 Hijacking        !
 19.1 Hijacking an aircraft, O.C.G.A. §16-5-44     !
 19.2 Hijacking a bus or rapid rail vehicle O.C.G.A. §16-12-123     !
 19.3 Hijacking a motor vehicle, O.C.G.A. §16-5-44.1     !
20 Invasion of privacy        !
 20.1 Eavesdropping, surveillance, or intercepting communication which invades privacy of another,                

O.C.G.A. §16-11-62 !
 20.2 Peeping Toms     !
 20.3 Possession, sale, or distribution of eavesdropping devices, O.C.G.A. §16-11-63     !
 20.4 Stalking and related offenses     !
  20.4.1 Aggravated stalking, O.C.G.A. §16-5-91             !
  20.4.2 Stalking, O.C.G.A. §16-5-90             !
  20.4.3 Violation of a family violence protective order, O.C.G.A. §16-5-95             !
21 Licensing and regulatory violations        !
 21.1 “Brady Law” violations (applies only to government officials), O.C.G.A. §16-11-172 (c)     !
 21.2 Buying or selling the human body or parts O.C.G.A. §16-12-160     !
 21.3 Carrying a pistol without a license, O.C.G.A. §16-11-128     !
 21.4 Obtaining an abortion O.C.G.A. §16-12-140     
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 21.5 Sale of new motor vehicles not manufactured in compliance with Federal standards, O.C.G.A.                

§16-9-110 !
 21.6 Selling or dispensing dangerous drugs or controlled substances without FDA approval O.C.G.A.                

§16-13-4 !
22 Obstruction of Justice related offenses        !
 22.1 Concealing the death of another person, O.C.G.A. §16-10-31     !
 22.2 Destroying or injuring a police animal, O.C.G.A. §16-11-107     !
 22.3 False report of a crime, O.C.G.A. §16-10-26     !
  22.3.1 False report of the theft of a motor vehicle O.C.G.A. §40-3-92 !
 22.4 False swearing, O.C.G.A. §16-10-71     !
 22.5 Giving false name, address, or birth date to a law enforcement officer, O.C.G.A. §16-10-25     !
 22.6 Impersonating another in the acknowledgment of recognizance, bail, or judgment, O.C.G.A.                

§16-10-73 !
 22.7 Impersonating another in the course of an action, proceeding, or prosecution, O.C.G.A. §16-10-96     !
 22.8 Obstructing or hindering law enforcement officers, O.C.G.A. §16-10-24     !
  22.8.1 Felony obstruction of law enforcement officer O.C.G.A. §16-10-24 (b)             !
  22.8.2 Fleeing and attempting to elude police officer O.C.G.A. §40-6-395             !
   22.8.2.1 Felony fleeing and attempting to elude police officer O.C.G.A. §40-6-395 (b) (5)                                            

(A) !
   22.8.2.2 Misdemeanor fleeing and attempting to elude police officer O.C.G.A. §40-6-395                                            

(b) (1) !
  22.8.3 Misdemeanor obstruction of law enforcement officer O.C.G.A. §16-10-24 (a)             !
 22.9 Perjury, O.C.G.A. §16-10-70     !
 22.10 Removal or attempted removal of a weapon from a public official, O.C.G.A. §16-10-33   !
 22.11 Tampering with evidence, O.C.G.A. §16-10-94   !
  22.11.1 Removing body or body parts from the scene or death or dismemberment O.C.G.A.                                  

§16-12-161 !
  22.11.2 Willful destruction, alteration, or falsification of medical records, O.C.G.A.                                  

§16-10-94.1 !
 22.12 Tampering with the judge or jury   !
  22.12.1 Embracery, O.C.G.A. §16-10-91                       !
  22.12.2 Illegal remuneration of judges and law enforcement officials, O.C.G.A. §16-10-98                       !
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  22.12.3 Intimidation or injury of grand or petit juror or court officer, O.C.G.A. §16-10-97                       !
 22.13 Tampering with witnesses   !
  22.13.1 Acceptance of benefit, reward, or consideration by witness for changing testimony or                                  

being absent from trial, hearing, or other proceeding, O.C.G.A. §16-10-92 !
  22.13.2 Compounding a crime, O.C.G.A. §16-10-90                       !
  22.13.3 Influencing witness, O.C.G.A. §16-10-93                       !
  22.13.4 Subornation of perjury or false swearing, O.C.G.A. §16-10-72                       !
  22.13.5 Threatening witnesses in official proceedings, O.C.G.A. §16-10-32                       !
23 Offenses against public order and safety        !
 23.1 Affray, O.C.G.A. §16-11-32     !
 23.2 Air, bus, and rail terminals     !
  23.2.1 Avoiding or interfering with security measures O.C.G.A. §16-12-25             !
  23.2.2 Interfering with safety or traffic control devices  O.C.G.A. §16-12-126             !
  22.2.3 Removing luggage without consent of the owner or transportation company representative                        

O.C.G.A. §16-12-124 !
  22.2.4 Weapons related offenses             !
   22.2.4.1 Carrying a weapon or explosive device into the terminal O.C.G.A. §16-12-127                                            

(a) (1) !
   22.2.4.2 Placing the weapon or explosive device in checked baggage without notifying                                            

the transportation company O.C.G.A. §16-12-127 (a) (2) !
 23.3 Disorderly conduct, O.C.G.A. §16-11-39     !
 23.4 Emergency phone calls     !
  23.4.1 Obstructing or hindering persons making emergency telephone calls, O.C.G.A. §16-10-24.3             !
  23.4.2 Unlawful conduct during 911 call, O.C.G.A. §16-11-39.2             !
  23.4.3 Refusal to relinquish a telephone party line in case of emergency, O.C.G.A. §16-11-42             !
  23.4.4 Request for ambulance service when not reasonably needed, O.C.G.A. §16-10-29             !
 23.5 Harassment of assistance dog, O.C.G.A. §16-11-107.1     !
 23.6 Impersonating a law enforcement officer, O.C.G.A. §16-10-23     !
 23.7 Loitering and prowling, O.C.G.A. §16-11-36     !
 23.8 Maintaining a disorderly house, O.C.G.A. §16-11-44     !
 23.9 Obstructing or hindering firefighters, O.C.G.A. §16-10-24.1     !



!17

 23.10 Obstructing or hindering emergency medical personnel, O.C.G.A. §16-10-24.2   !
 23.11 Public drunkenness, O.C.G.A. §16-11-41   !
 23.12 Public transportation   !
  23.12.1 Fares                       !
   23.12.1.1 Gains entry into a bus, rapid rail car, or station without paying the fare O.C.G.A.                                          

§16-12-120.1 (4) !
   23.12.1.2 Making, possessing or selling an altered fare card or token O.C.G.A.                                          

§16-12-120.1 (1) !
   23.12.1.3 Obtaining a fare card or token by fraud or illegal means O.C.G.A. §16-12-120.1                                          

(2) !
   23.12.1.4 Providing entry into any bus, rapid rail car, or station without payment of the                                          

proper fare O.C.G.A. §16-12-120.1 (3) !
  23.12.2 The following acts are prohibited in a public transit bus, a rapid rail car, a rapid rail                                  

station, or intermodal bus station: !
   23.12.2.1 Boards a bus through the exit door O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (8)                               !
   23.12.2.2 Consuming food or beverages O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (4)                               !
   23.12.2.3 Defecating O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (1)                               !
   23.12.2.4 Distributing commercial handbills or flyers O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a.1) (2)                               !
   23.12.2.5 Entering or exiting a bus or rapid rail car through an emergency exit in the                                          

absence of an emergency O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (10) !
   23.12.2.6 Entering the operator’s cab or driver’s seat of a bus or rapid rail car O.C.G.A.                                          

§16-12-120 (a) (11) !
   23.12.2.7 Littering O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (2)                               !
   23.12.2.8 Obstructs, hinders, interferes with, or disrupts the operation of a bus or rapid rail                                          

car O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (7) !
   23.12.2.9 Obstructs, hinders, interferes with, or disrupts the operator of a bus or rapid rail                                          

car O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (7) !
   23.12.2.10 Obstructs, hinders, interferes with, or disrupts the passengers of a bus or rapid                                        

rail car O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (7) !
   23.12.2.11 Playing electronic device without earphones O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (5)                             !
   23.12.2.12 Possesses acid O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (6)                             !
   23.12.2.13 Possesses dangerous articles O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (6)                             !
   23.12.2.14 Possesses explosives O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (6)                             !
   23.12.2.15 Possesses live animals O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (6)                             !
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   23.12.2.16 Remains on a bus or rapid rail car after it has finished its route and passengers                                        
have been advised to exit O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (9) !

   23.12.2.17 Selling or offering to sell goods and services without a grant of concession by                                        
the public transportation authority or carrier O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a.1) (1) !

   23.12.2.18 Smoking tobacco in any form O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (3)                             !
   23.12.2.19 Soliciting money O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a.1) (1)                             !
   23.12.2.20 Spitting O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (1)                             !
   23.12.2.21 Urinating O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (1)                             !
 23.13 Refusal to obey official request at fire or other emergency, O.C.G.A. §16-10-30              !
 23.14 Riot, O.C.G.A. §16-11-30              !
  23.14.1 Inciting to riot, O.C.G.A. §16-11-31                        !
  23.14.2 Unlawful assembly, O.C.G.A. §16-11-33                       !
  23.14.3 Preventing or disrupting lawful meetings, gatherings, or processions, O.C.G.A.                                  

§16-11-34 !
  23.14.4 Preventing or disrupting General Assembly sessions, O.C.G.A. §16-11-34.1                       !
  23.14.5 Disorderly or disruptive conduct at any funeral or memorial service, O.C.G.A.                                  

§16-11-34.2 !
  23.14.6 Obstructing highways, streets, sidewalks, or other public passages, O.C.G.A. §16-11-43                       !
 23.15 Smoking in a public place, O.C.G.A. §16-12-2   !
 23.16 Transmitting false report of a fire, O.C.G.A. §16-10-27   !
 23.17 Transmitting a false public alarm (bomb threat), O.C.G.A. §16-10-28   !
 23.18 Weapons, use of weapons   !
  23.18.1 Discharge of a firearm near a public highway or street, O.C.G.A. §16-11-103                       !
  23.18.2 Discharging a firearm while under the influence of alcohol or drugs, O.C.G.A.                                  

§16-11-134 !
  23.18.3 Misuse of firearm or archery tackle while hunting, O.C.G.A. §16-11-108                       !
  23.18.4 Training another to manufacture or use dangerous weapons, explosive devices, or                                  

illegal firearms, O.C.G.A. §16-11-151 !
24 Possession of instrumentalities to aid in the commission of crime        !
 24.1 Possession of tools for the commission of crime, O.C.G.A. §16-7-20     !
 24.2 Possession of a vehicle with false or secret compartments, O.C.G.A. §16-11-112     !
 24.3 Possession of weapons     !
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  24.3.1 Carrying a concealed weapon, O.C.G.A. §16-11-126             !
  24.3.2 Carrying a deadly weapon to or at a public gathering, O.C.G.A. §16-11-127             !
  24.3.3 Carrying a deadly weapon within a school safety zone, O.C.G.A. §16-11-127.1             !
  24.3.4 Carrying a firearm on the premises of a nuclear power facility, O.C.G.A. §16-11-127.2             !
  24.3.5 Possession of a firearm during the commission of certain crimes (felony), O.C.G.A.                        

§16-11-106 !
   24.3.5.1 Any crime against or involving the person of another O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b)                                            

(1) !
    24.3.5.1.1 Criminal damage to property in the first degree                                         !
   24.3.5.2 Unlawful entry into a building O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (2)                                 !
   24.3.5.3 Unlawful entry into a vehicle O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (2)                                 !
   24.3.5.4 Theft from a building O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (3)                                 !
   24.3.5.5 Theft from a vehicle O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (3)                                 !
   24.3.5.6  felony violation of the Georgia Controlled Substances Act see O.C.G.A.                                            

§16-11-106 (b) (5) - (6) !
  24.3.6 Possession of a knife during the commission of certain crimes (felony), O.C.G.A. §16-11-106             !
   24.3.6.1 Any crime against or involving the person of another O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b)                                            

(1) !
   24.3.6.2 Unlawful entry into a building O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (2)                                 !
   24.3.6.3 Unlawful entry into a vehicle O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (2)                                 !
   24.3.6.4 Theft from a building O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (3)                                 !
   24.3.6.5 Theft from a vehicle O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (3)                                 !
   24.3.6.6 felony violation of the Georgia Controlled Substances Act see O.C.G.A.                                            

§16-11-106 (b) (5) - (6) !
  24.3.7 Possession of a dangerous weapon (grenade, mortar or rocket launcher), O.C.G.A. §16-11-122             !
  24.3.8 Possession of a machine gun, O.C.G.A. §16-11-122             !
  24.3.9 Possession of a sawed off shotgun, O.C.G.A. §16-11-122             !
  24.3.10 Possession of a sawed off rifle, O.C.G.A. §16-11-122                       !
  24.3.11 Possession of a weapon equipped with a silencer, O.C.G.A. §16-11-122                       !
 24.4 Wearing a bullet proof vest during the commission of certain crimes, O.C.G.A. §16-11-160 (a) (2) (B)     !
 24.5 Wearing a mask, hood, or device which conceals the identity of the wearer O.C.G.A. §16-11-38     !
25 Prohibited Associations        
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!
 25.1 Conspiracy to commit a crime, O.C.G.A. §16-4-8     !
 25.2 Criminal street gangs O.C.G.A. §16-15-4     !
 25.3 Racketeering (Racketeering Influenced and Corrupt Organizations “RICO”) O.C.G.A. §16-14-4     !
26 Robbery        !
 26.1 Armed robbery, O.C.G.A. §16-8-41     !
  26.1.1 Weapon used to commit armed robbery             !
   26.1.1.1 Handgun                                 !
   26.1.1.2 Knife                                 !
   26.1.1.3 Rifle                                 !
   26.1.1.4 Tree limb                                 !
 26.2 Robbery, O.C.G.A. §16-8-40     !
27 Sexual Offenses        !
 27.1 Adultery, O.C.G.A. §16-6-19     !
 27.2 Bestiality, O.C.G.A. §16-6-6     !
 27.3 Bigamy, O.C.G.A. §16-6-20     !
  27.3.1 Marrying a bigamist, O.C.G.A. §16-6-21             !
 27.4 Fornication, O.C.G.A. §16-6-18     !
 27.5 Incest, O.C.G.A. §16-6-22     !
 27.6 Necrophilia, O.C.G.A. §16-6-7     !
 27.7 Obscenity and related offenses (see also sexual offenses involving children)     !
  27.7.1 Distributing obscene material, O.C.G.A. §16-12-80             !
  27.7.2 Distribution of material depicting nudity or sexual conduct, O.C.G.A. §16-12-81             !
  27.7.3 Display of restricted film previews to general audiences, O.C.G.A. §16-12-85             !
 27.8 Prostitution     !
  27.8.1 Prostitution, O.C.G.A. §16-6-9             !
  27.8.2 Keeping a place of prostitution, O.C.G.A. §16-6-10             !
  27.8.3 Pimping, O.C.G.A. §16-6-11             !
  27.8.4 Pandering, O.C.G.A. §16-6-12             !
  27.8.5 Pandering by compulsion, O.C.G.A. §16-6-14             
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!
  27.8.6 Solicitation of sodomy, O.C.G.A. §16-6-15             !
  27.8.7 Masturbation for hire, O.C.G.A. §16-6-16             !
  27.8.8 Giving massages in a place used for lewdness, prostitution, assignation, or masturbation for                        

hire, O.C.G.A. §16-6-17 !
 27.9 Public indecency, O.C.G.A. §16-6-8     !
 27.10 Rape, O.C.G.A. §16-6-2   !
 27.11 Sexual assault against person in custody, O.C.G.A. §16-6-5.1   !
  27.11.1 Sexual assault against a student by a teacher                       !
 27.12 Sexual assault against a patient, O.C.G.A. §16-6-5.1   !
 27.13 Sexual assault by practitioner of psychotherapy against patient, O.C.G.A. §16-6-5.1   !
 27.14 Sexual battery   !
  27.14.1 Sexual battery, O.C.G.A. §16-6-22.1                       !
  27.14.1 Aggravated sexual battery, O.C.G.A. §16-6-22.2                       !
 27.15 Sexual offenses involving children   !
  27.15.1 Aggravated child molestation, O.C.G.A. §16-6-4 (c)                       !
   27.15.1.1 Aggravated child molestation by physical injury to the child O.C.G.A. §16-6-4                                          

(c) !
   27.15.1.2 Aggravated child molestation involving an act of sodomy O.C.G.A. §16-6-4 (c)                               !
  27.15.2 Child molestation by doing an immoral or indecent act, O.C.G.A. §16-6-4 (a) (1)                       !
  27.15.3 Child molestation by electronic transmission, O.C.G.A. §16-6-4 (a) (2)                       !
   27.15.3.1 Computer or electronic child pornography, O.C.G.A. §16-12-100.2                               !
   27.15.3.2 Electronically furnishing obscene material to minors, O.C.G.A. §16-12-100.1                               !
   27.15.3.3 Obscene telephone contact with a child, O.C.G.A. §16-12-100.3                               !
  27.15.4 Enticing a child for indecent purposes, O.C.G.A. §16-6-5                       !
  27.15.5 Furnishing obscene material to children                       !
   27.15.5.1 Allowing a minor into a sexually explicit performance or show, O.C.G.A.                                          

§16-12-103 (b) !
   27.15.5.2 Displaying obscene material at a public place frequented by minors, O.C.G.A.                                          

§16-12-103 (e) !
   27.15.5.3 Furnishing or disseminating obscene material to a minor, O.C.G.A. §16-12-103                                          

(a) (1) !
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1. Rape, O.C.G.A. §16-6-1 (a) (2) !
2. Sexual exploitation of children, O.C.G.A. §16-12-100 !
3. Statutory rape, O.C.G.A. §16-6-3 !

 27.16 Sodomy   !
  27.16.1 Sodomy, O.C.G.A. §16-6-2 (a) (1)                       !
  27.16.2 Aggravated sodomy, O.C.G.A. §16-6-2 (a) (2)                       !
   27.16.2.1 Aggravated sodomy by committing sodomy by force and against the will of the                                          

victim O.C.G.A. §16-6-2 (a) (2) !
   27.16.2.2 Aggravated sodomy by committing sodomy with a person who is less than ten                                          

years of age O.C.G.A. §16-6-2 (a) (2) !
28 Status offenses         !
 28.1 Based on age     !
  28.1.1 Minor falsely representing his age to obtain admission to a sexually explicit performance or                        

show, O.C.G.A. §16-12-103 (c) !
  28.1.2 Minor falsely representing his age to obtain obscene material, O.C.G.A. §16-12-103 (c)             !
  28.1.3 Minor falsely representing his age to purchase cigarettes, tobacco products or tobacco related                        

products O.C.G.A. §16-12-171 (b) (1) (B) !
  28.1.4 Minor falsely representing his age to purchase drug related objects O.C.G.A. §16-13-1 (c)             !
  28.1.5 Minor falsely representing his age to purchase marijuana flavored products O.C.G.A.                        

§16-13-30.6 (e) !
  28.1.6 Possession of a pistol or revolver by a person under the age of 18 years, O.C.G.A. §16-11-132             !
  28.1.7 Purchase of cigarettes, tobacco products, or tobacco related products O.C.G.A. §16-12-171 (b)                        

(1) (A) !
 28.2 Based on prior criminal conviction     !
  28.2.1 Habitual violator O.C.G.A. §40-5-58             !
  28.2.2 Possession of firearms by convicted felons and first offender probationers, O.C.G.A.                        

§16-11-131 !
  28.2.3 Revocation of hunting license for violation of O.C.G.A. §16-11-108 (a), O.C.G.A. §16-11-110             !
  28.2.4 Sex offender registry             !
   28.2.4.1 Failure to register                                 !
   28.2.4.2 Harboring, concealing, or withholding information concerning a sexual offender,                                            

O.C.G.A. §16-6-25  !
29 Theft         !
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 29.1 Computer theft, O.C.G.A. §16-9-93     !
 29.2 Conversion of payments for real property improvement, O.C.G.A. §16-8-15     !
 29.3 Financial transaction card theft, O.C.G.A. §16-9-31     !
 29.4 Owning, operating, or conducting a chop shop, O.C.G.A. §16-8-83     !
 29.5 Removal or abandonment of shopping carts, O.C.G.A. §16-8-21     !
 29.6 Retail property fencing, O.C.G.A. §16-8-5.2     !
 29.7 Theft by conversion, O.C.G.A. §16-8-4     !
 29.8 Theft by deception, O.C.G.A. §16-8-3     !
 29.9 Theft by extortion, O.C.G.A. §16-8-16     !
 29.10 Theft by receiving stolen property, O.C.G.A. §16-8-7   !
  29.10.1 Removal of collars or brands on animals, O.C.G.A. §16-9-71                       !
  29.10.2 Theft by bringing stolen property into the state, O.C.G.A. §16-8-9                       !
  29.10.3 Theft by receiving stolen automobile                       !
   29.10.3.1 Driver of stolen automobile                               
  
   29.10.3.2 Passenger in stolen automobile                               !
  29.10.4 Use of an article with an altered identification mark, O.C.G.A. §16-9-70                       !
 29.11 Theft by shoplifting   !
  29.11.1 Theft by shoplifting, $300 or less, first offense, O.C.G.A. §16-8-14 (b) (1)                       !
  29.11.2 Theft by shoplifting, $300 or less, second offense, O.C.G.A. §16-8-14 (b) (1) (A)                       !
  29.11.3 Theft by shoplifting, $300 or less, third offense, O.C.G.A. §16-8-14 (b) (1) (B)                       !
  29.11.4 Theft by shoplifting, $300 or less, fourth or subsequent offense, O.C.G.A. §16-8-14 (b)                                  

(1) (C) !
  29.11.5 Theft by shoplifting, more than $300, O.C.G.A. §16-8-14 (b) (2)                       !
  29.11.6 Theft by shoplifting, from three separate stores within seven days, O.C.G.A. §16-8-14                                  

(b) (3) 
  
 29.12 Theft by taking, O.C.G.A. §16-8-2   !
 29.13 Theft of livestock, O.C.G.A. §16-8-20   !
 29.14 Theft of lost or mislaid property, O.C.G.A. §16-8-6   !
 29.15 Theft of services, O.C.G.A. §16-8-5   !
30 Treason and related offenses        !
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 30.1 Treason, O.C.G.A. §16-11-1     
             

 30.2 Insurrection, O.C.G.A. §16-11-2     !
 30.3 Inciting to insurrection, O.C.G.A. §16-11-3     !
 30.4 Advocating overthrow of government, O.C.G.A. §16-11-4     !
31 Waste control        !
 31.1 Littering, O.C.G.A. §16-7-43     !
 31.2 Vandalism of household garbage containers, O.C.G.A. §16-7-47     !
 31.3 Unlawful dumping, O.C.G.A. §16-7-52     !
 31.4 Prohibited placement of poster, signs, and advertisements, O.C.G.A. §16-7-58     !
 31.5 Abandoning, discarding, or leaving unattended containers which lock or fasten automatically,                

O.C.G.A. §16-11-100 (a) !
 31.6 Abandoning or discarding a motor vehicle which does not have door or window removed, O.C.G.A.                

§16-11-100 (b) !!
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OUTLINE !
1. Sufficiency of the Evidence Generally !
1.1. Test for sufficiency of the evidence !
ü On appeal from a criminal conviction, we view the evidence in a light most favorable to the verdict, and the 

defendant no longer enjoys the presumption of innocence.  We do not weigh the evidence or determine 
witness credibility, but only determine if the evidence was sufficient for a rational trier of fact to find the 
defendant guilty of the charged offense beyond a reasonable doubt.  Al-Amin v. State, 278 Ga. 74 (2004) 
(citations omitted). !

ü This court does not weigh the evidence on appeal or resolve conflicts in trial testimony.  Rather, it is the 
function of this court to examine the evidence in the light most favorable to the verdict and to determine 
whether any rational trier of fact could have found appellant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.  Caldwell v. 
State, 263 Ga. 560, 562 (1993) (citing Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979)). !

ü When an appellant challenges the sufficiency of the evidence to support the conviction, the relevant question 
is whether, after viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the prosecution, any rational trier of fact 
could have found the essential elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt.  Craft v. State, 309 Ga. App. 
698, 700 (2011) (fn omitted). !

ü On appeal from a criminal conviction, the evidence must be construed in a light most favorable to the jury’s 
verdict, and the defendant no longer enjoys the presumption of innocence.  This Court does not weigh the 
evidence or judge the credibility of the witnesses but only determines whether a rational trier of fact could 
have found the defendant guilty of the charged offense beyond a reasonable doubt.  Conflicts in the testimony 
of witnesses are a matter of credibility for the jury to resolve.  So long as there is some competent evidence, 
even though contradicted, to support each element of the state’s case, the jury’s verdict will be upheld.  Lewis 
v. State, 297 Ga. App. 517, 517 (2009) (footnotes omitted). !

ü The standard of Jackson v. Virginia is met if the evidence is sufficient for any rational trier of fact to find the 
defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of the crime charged.  Williamson v. State, 285 Ga. App. 779, 
780 (2007). !

1.2. Standard of review (appellate review) !
ü When evaluating the sufficiency of evidence, the proper standard for review is whether a rational trier of fact 

could have found the defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.  We review the evidence in the light most 
favorable to the verdict, giving deference to the jury’s determination as the proper weight and credibility to 
be given the evidence.  It is the function of the jury, not this Court, to assess the credibility of the witnesses, 
to resolve any conflicting evidence, and to determine the facts.  Campbell v. State, 297 Ga. App. 387, 388 
(2009) (citations omitted). !

ü On appeal from a criminal conviction, we view the evidence in the light most favorable to the verdict and an 
appellant no longer enjoys the presumption of innocence.  This Court determines whether the evidence is 
sufficient ..., and does not weigh the evidence or determine witness credibility.  Any conflicts or 
inconsistencies in the evidence are for the jury to resolve.  As long as there is some competent evidence, even 
though contradicted, to support each fact necessary to make out the State’s case, we must uphold the jury’s 
verdict.  Williamson v. State, 285 Ga. App. 779, 779 -80 (2007). !

ü On appeal, Hammontree no longer enjoys the presumption of innocence.  We do not weigh the evidence or 
judge the credibility of the witnesses but determine only whether, when viewed in the light most favorable to 
upholding the verdict, the evidence was sufficient for a rational trier of fact to find the defendant guilty of the 
crime charged beyond a reasonable doubt.  Hammontree v. State, 283 Ga. App. 736, 736 (2007) (citation 
omitted). !

2. Abuse of governmental office !
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2.1. Acceptance of office or employment in more than one branch of government, O.C.G.A. §16-10-9 !
2.2. Bribery !
2.2.1.  Bribery by giving or offering a bribe, O.C.G.A. §16-10-2 (a) (1) !
2.2.2. Bribery by accepting or receiving a bribe, O.C.G.A. §16-10-2 (a) (2) !
2.2.3. Accepting private funds for enforcing the law, O.C.G.A. §16-10-3 (a) !
2.2.4. Influencing legislative action by state and local officers or employees, O.C.G.A. §16-10-4 !
2.2.5. Influencing an officer or employee of the State or political subdivision by another officer or employee, 

O.C.G.A. §16-10-5 !
2.3. False acknowledgments, certificates, or statements of appearance or oath by officer authorized to do same, 

O.C.G.A. §16-10-7 !
2.4. False official certificates or writings by officers or employees of state or political subdivisions, O.C.G.A. 

§16-10-8 !
2.5. Sale of real or personal property to political subdivision by local officer or employee, O.C.G.A. §16-10-6 !
2.6. Violation of oath by public officer, O.C.G.A. §16-10-1 !
3. Bombs and explosive devices !
3.1. Attempting or conspiring to possess, manufacture, transport,  or distribute, a destructive device,  O.C.G.A. 

§16-7-86 !
3.2. Distribution of a destructive device to persons under 21 years of age, O.C.G.A. §16-7-84 !
3.3. Hindering or obstructing law enforcement involved in explosive ordinance detection and disposal, O.C.G.A. 

§16-7-87 !
3.4. Possessing, manufacturing, transporting, distributing, possessing with intent to distribute, or offering to 

distribute explosive device, O.C.G.A. §16-7-82 !
3.5. Possessing, Manufacturing, transporting, or distributing a hoax or replica of a destructive device, O.C.G.A. 

§16-7-85 !
3.6. Possessing, transporting, or receiving a destructive device with intent to kill, injure, or intimidate an 

individual, O.C.G.A. §16-7-88 (a) !
3.7. Possessing, transporting, or receiving a destructive device with into to damage or destroy a public building, 

O.C.G.A. §16-7-88 (a) !
4. Burglary and related offenses !
4.1. Burglary with intent to commit a felony, O.C.G.A. §16-7-1 (a) !
ü The evidence … is sufficient to authorize a rational trier of fact to find appellant guilty beyond a reasonable 

doubt of burglary (entering the dwelling of another with the intent to commit a felony or theft); of armed 
robbery (using, with the intent to commit a theft, an offensive weapon, i.e., a tree limb with a piece of metal 
affixed to it, to take the property of another); of aggravated assault (using the tree limb as a offensive weapon 
to assault the victim by repeatedly striking her about her head and face, resulting serious bodily injury); and 
malice murder (with malice aforethought, causing the death of the victim by hitting her repeatedly with the 
tree limb about her head and face).  Bell v. State, 284 Ga. 790, 791 (2009) (citation omitted). 
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!
ü The evidence is also sufficient to support Cough’s conviction for burglary … Although Gough claims that he 

went to Habersham’s home merely to talk with her, by his own admission, he was angry with Habersham and 
he wished to confront her, so much so that he invaded her home and he wished to confront her, so much so 
that he invaded her home by kicking her door down.  The jury was authorized to believe that, in his enraged 
state, Gough intended to harm Habersham, thereby supporting the charge of burglary.  Gough v. State, 236 
Ga. App. 568, 569 (1999). !

ü Detective Bill Williams of the Brunswick Police Department testified that defendant admitted entering the 
victim’s room, beating the victim and taking a bag of “Snickers” candy bars.  This evidence was sufficiently 
corroborated by testimony from the victim establishing the corpus delicti of the crimes charged.  …  This 
evidence, testimony of defendant’s unauthorized presence on motel property near the victim’s room a few 
hours before the commission of the crimes charged and testimony that defendant was in possession of the 
victim’s watch and several “Snickers” candy bars on the morning after the assault is sufficient to sustain the 
jury’s finding that defendant is guilty, beyond a reasonable doubt, of burglary, aggravated assault and the 
lesser included offense of robbery by force.  McCloud v. State, 210 Ga. App. 69 (1993) (citations omitted). !

4.2. Burglary with intent to commit theft, O.C.G.A. §16-7-1 (a) !
ü To support a conviction, circumstantial evidence must exclude every reasonable hypothesis except the guilt 

of the accused, not remove every possibility of the defendant’s innocence.  The evidence against Wilkes was 
compelling: he was gone from his home when the burglary took place and had possession of the stolen items 
shortly after the burglary, which he could not explain.  He was bleeding badly from cuts on his hands and a 
gash on his chest.  Bloody shoes and a bloody shirt were found at his home.  Even if it were reasonable to 
assume that Wilkes stabbed himself in the chest and hands, a bloody trail at Wilkes’s home led from the front 
door to his bed, making it unlikely that he cut himself with the knife near his bed.  The evidence presented 
excludes every reasonable hypothesis except Wilkes’s guilt, and it was sufficient to authorize the jury to find 
him guilty.  Wilkes v. State, 269 Ga. App. 532, 533 - 34 (2004) (citations omitted). !

ü In this case, the evidence showed that Mathews, without permission, entered the office area of the Quick 
Serve located at 406 Nathan Dean Parkway, Rockmart, Polk County, and went through various boxes, desks, 
and cabinets located therein.  …  Pinkard testified that Mathews did not have permission to be in the office 
area.  …  The State proved that the office area was entered without the authority of the lawful occupant.  
Mathews v. State, 258 Ga. App. 29, 32 (2002). !

ü The next burglary count charged Buckner with entering Joyce Slaughter’s dwelling with the intent to steal.  
The evidence showed that on December 17 someone broke into Slaughter’s home and stole clothing and 
gifts, including a new pullover in a Lane Bryant bag that had been purchased with a Visa check card.  Several 
of these items were found in the Mustang, including the Lane Bryant bag with the pullover and Slaughter’s 
Visa receipt therein.  The evidence sufficed to sustain this conviction.  Buckner v. State, 253 Ga. App. 294, 
295 (2002). !

ü The third burglary count charged Buckner with entering Jimmy Smith’s dwelling with the intent to steal.  The 
evidence showed that on December 18 someone broke into Smith’s home and stole various items, including a 
can full of coins and some watches.  The can and watches were found in the Mustang later that day.  The 
evidence sufficed to sustain this conviction.  Buckner v. State, 253 Ga. App. 294, 295 (2002). !

4.3. Criminal trespass by entering upon the property of another for an unlawful purpose, O.C.G.A. §16-7-21 (b) 
(1) !

4.4. Entering automobile with intent to commit a felony, O.C.G.A. §16-8-18 !
4.5. Entering automobile with intent to commit theft, O.C.G.A. §16-8-18 !
ü The next count charged Buckner with entering a vehicle with intent to commit theft.  The evidence showed 

that on December 16 someone broke into a vehicle and stole a cell phone.  Two days later when police 
recovered the stolen Mustang, this cell phone was found in the Mustang.  As the evidence showed that 
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Buckner entered a vehicle without authority and with the intent to commit a theft, the evidence sufficed to 
sustain this conviction.  Buckner v. State, 253 Ga. App. 294, 295 (2002). !

5. Confinement, offenses related to !
5.1. Assailing, opposing, or resisting officer in a penal institution, O.C.G.A. §16-10-54 !
5.2. Persuading, enticing, instigating, aiding, or abetting person in a penal institution to commit mutiny, O.C.G.A. 

§16-10-55 !
5.3. Riot in a penal institution, O.C.G.A. §16-10-56 !
6. Contributing to the delinquency of minors, O.C.G.A. §16-12-1 !
6.1. Furnishing knuckles or a knife to person under the age of 18 years, O.C.G.A. §16-11-101 !
6.2. Furnishing pistol or revolver to person under the age of 18 years, O.C.G.A. §16-11-101.1 !
6.3. Selling cigarettes or tobacco related objects to a minor O.C.G.A. §16-12-171 !
7. Counterfeiting and forgery !
7.1. Counterfeit or false proof of insurance, O.C.G.A. §16-9-5 !
7.2. Film piracy, O.C.G.A. §16-8-62 !
7.3. Forgery in the first degree, O.C.G.A. §16-9-1 !
ü One commits forgery when with intent to defraud he knowingly makes or possesses any writing in such a 

manner that the writing as made or altered purports to have been made by authority of one who did not give 
such authority and utters or delivers such writing.  There was evidence showing that McClendon wrote the 
checks while being held at gunpoint after being beaten by appellant.  Clearly, under these circumstances, 
McClendon did not authorize his signature on the checks, and when appellant subsequently tried to cash the 
checks at area banks, he intentionally purported that they were made under authority of one who did not give 
such authority, thereby committing forgery.  Sapp v. State, 271 Ga. 446, 447 (1999) (footnotes omitted). !

7.4. Forgery in the second degree, O.C.G.A. §16-9-2 !
7.5. Forgery of financial transaction card, O.C.G.A. §16-9-32 !
7.6. Manufacturing, selling, or distributing false identification document, O.C.G.A. §16-9-4 !
7.7. Possession of financial transaction card forgery devices, O.C.G.A. §16-9-34 !
7.8. Possession of a fraudulent sales receipt, O.C.G.A. §16-8-7 (a) (1) !
7.9. Possession of a fraudulent Universal Product Code (UPC) label, O.C.G.A. §16-8-7 (a) (1) !
7.10. Printing, executing, or negotiating checks, or debit card sales drafts knowing the information thereon to be 

fictitious, or assigned to another owner, O.C.G.A. §16-9-21 !
7.11. Reproduction of recorded material, O.C.G.A. §16-8-60 !
8. Criminal attempt, O.C.G.A. §16-4-1 !
✓ An individual commits the offense of attempt when, with intent to commit a specific crime, he performs any 

act which constitutes a substantial step toward the commission of that crime.  The act must be more than 
mere preparation, but it cannot accurately be said that no preparations can amount to an attempt.  The 
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question, then, is one of degree, depending upon the circumstances of each case.  This analytical framework 
properly shifts the focus from what the criminal defendant has not done to what he has already done, and it 
recognizes that a finding that substantial steps have already been taken by an individual toward the 
commission of a crime is in no way precluded by the fact that there remain additional steps to be taken before 
the crime can be completed.  Additionally, while the act must generally be inexplicable as a lawful act, this 
requires only that the act, light of previous acts, constitutes a substantial step toward the commission of a 
crime, not that the act itself be unlawful.  Davenport v. State, 308 Ga. App. 140, 143 - 44 (2011) (fns 
omitted). !

8.1 Attempted manufacture of methamphetamine !
✓ Davenport was charged with and found guilty of attempting to manufacture methamphetamine by 

“transporting the chemicals, tools and supplies to manufacture the methamphetamine.”  And the evidence 
presented at his trial showed that Davenport’s SUV contained a pack of antihistamine pills; a gallon of drain 
cleaner; the pickle jar (containing an unidentified acid); two bottles of brake fluid; two bottles of starter fluid; 
two bottles of salt; two gallons of Coleman fuel; Ziploc bags; coffee filters; plastic jugs; bulk lithium 
batteries; rubber tubing; and two propane bottles.  The only missing ingredient from the materials found in 
Davenport’s vehicle was anhydrous ammonia.  Moreover, the State presented expert testimony that these 
items, when used together, indicate that methamphetamine is being produced.  Further, the officers located 
methamphetamine in the vehicle, and Labretone told an officer that Davenport was a “big time meth cooker.”  
Finally, Davenport was found to have methamphetamine in his system.  And while it is certainly true that 
much of the evidence consisted of common household items, these items in combination unquestionably 
presented evidence of the attempted manufacture of methamphetamine.  Davenport v. State, 308 Ga. App. 
140, 143 - 44 (2011) (fn omitted). !

✓ It is, of course, impossible for this Court to announce a bright-line rule or definitive checklist of the 
ingredients, components, and amounts that must be present to warrant a finding that substantial steps have 
been taken toward the manufacture of methamphetamine.  Such determinations will and must be made on a 
case-by-case basis.  Davenport v. State, 308 Ga. App. 140, 144 (2011) (fn omitted). !

9. Criminal solicitation, O.C.G.A. §16-4-7 !
10. Criminal trespass !
10.1. Criminal trespass by interference with possession or use of the property of another person, O.C.G.A. 

§16-7-21 (a) !
10.2. Criminal trespass by entering upon property after being notified that entry is forbidden, O.C.G.A. §16-7-21 

(b) (2) !
10.3. Criminal trespass by remaining upon property after being told to depart, O.C.G.A. §16-7-21 (b) (3) !
10.4. Discharge of firearms on property of another, O.C.G.A. §16-11-104 !
10.5. Removal from campus; failure to leave, O.C.G.A. §16-11-35 !
11. Crimes against the person !
11.1. Assault !
11.1.1. Simple assault, O.C.G.A. §16-5-20 (a) !
11.1.1.1. Simple assault in a public transit vehicle or station, O.C.G.A. §16-5-20 (c) !
11.1.1.2. Simple assault, family violence, O.C.G.A. §16-5-20 (d) !
11.1.1.3. Simple assault against a person who is 65 years of age or older (elder abuse), O.C.G.A. §16-5-20 (e) !
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11.1.1.4. Simple assault against a public school employee or on public school property, O.C.G.A. §16-5-20 (f) !
11.1.1.5. Simple assault against a pregnant female, O.C.G.A. §16-5-20 (g) !
11.1.1.6. Assault on an unborn child, O.C.G.A. §15-5-28 !
11.1.1.7. Assault upon a law enforcement officer by an HIV or hepatitis infected person with the intent transmit 

HIV or hepatitis, O.C.G.A. §16-5-60 (d) !
11.1.1.8. Assault upon a corrections officer by an HIV or hepatitis infected person with the intent transmit HIV 

or hepatitis, O.C.G.A. §16-5-60 (d) !
11.1.2. Aggravated assault !
11.1.2.1. Aggravated assault with intent to murder, O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 (a) (1) !
11.1.2.2. Aggravated assault with intent to rape, O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 (a) (1) !
11.1.2.2.1. Aggravated assault with intent to rape a child under the age of 14 years, O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 (k) !
11.1.2.3. Aggravated assault with intent to rob, O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 (a) (1) !
11.1.2.4. Aggravated assault with a deadly weapon, O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 (a) (2) !
11.1.2.4.1. Firearm !
ü On June 26, 2004, Quinton Kelley drove appellant to a Henry County private residence where alcohol and 

drugs were known to be sold.  Appellant entered the house and fatally shot Jeffrey Smith and twice shot 
Willie Moreland, seriously wounding him.  Appellant ran out of the house, got back into the car with Kelley 
and drove away.  Two eyewitnesses identified the appellant as the shooter.  The evidence adduced at trial was 
sufficient to authorized a rational trier of fact to fact to find appellant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of the 
malice murder of Jeffrey Smith and the aggravated assault of Willie Moreland.  Ballard v. State, 285 Ga. 15 
(2009) (citing Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979)).  !

ü The evidence showed that on March 19, 2008, Craft, while standing outside an apartment complex amid a 
group of people, waved a gun in the air and then intentionally fired it several times toward an apartment 
building.  A bullet entered an apartment through a window, passed through the living room, and lodged in a 
closet door.  The apartment’s resident and her children were in the living room at the time.... The jury was 
authorized to find from the evidence that Craft intentionally committed an act that placed the apartment 
resident in reasonable apprehension of immediately receiving a violent injury.  Craft v. State, 309 Ga. App. 
698, 700 - 01 (2011). !

ü A person is guilty of assault if he commits an act that places another in reasonable apprehension of 
immediately receiving violent injury.  If a deadly weapon is used to place a person in fear of receiving a 
violent injury, the offense is elevated to aggravated assault.  A pistol is a deadly weapon.  Indeed, the 
presence of a gun would normally place a victim in reasonable apprehension of being injured violently.  
Whether a victim has been placed in reasonable apprehension of injury is a question of fact…. The victim 
testified that he never pointed the gun at her face or head.  But the victim also testified that “he pointed it at 
me.” … The jury in this case was authorized to find from the evidence that the victim was placed in 
reasonable apprehension of violent injury and that Lewis was therefore guilty of aggravated assault.  Lewis v. 
State, 297 Ga. App. 517, 518 (2009) (footnotes omitted). !

ü Here, the pertinent elements of aggravated assault are an assault on a person as defined in O.C.G.A. §16-5-20 
and use of a deadly weapon.  Harris testified that Kashamba pointed a gun at him and ordered him out of the 
car, that he was afraid of being shot and that he feared for his life.  Although Kashamba and his friends 
testified differently, the jury, not the appellate court, is the final arbitrator of conflicting testimony.  And the 
fact that Harris and Hodge provided the only evidence for the state does not render the evidence insufficient 
to establish a fact.  Because a rational trier of fact could have found the essential elements of aggravated 
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assault beyond a reasonable doubt, we affirm.  Kashamba v. State, 295 Ga. App. 540, 541 - 42 (2009) 
(footnotes omitted). !

ü Clem testified that, at the time of the shooting, her grandmother and she were the only two in the house.  
Given Ms. Bridges’ presence in the residence, there was evidence from which the jury could infer that she 
reasonably feared suffering a violent injury during the shooting.  That evidence included the fact that the 
shots were loud enough to be heard in a neighboring home and that at least four of the six shots went through 
the kitchen wall and into the living room and bedroom areas of the house.  Hollis v. State, 295 Ga. App. 529, 
535 (2009) (citations omitted). !

ü Construed most favorably to for the State, the evidence is as follows: … someone in Colbert’s group shot at 
the Mitsubishi first and, shortly thereafter, Thomas sought medical attention at a hospital for a gunshot 
wound to his arm.  At the hospital, Thomas gave a false name and told a police officer that he had been 
caught in a crossfire while riding in a rented vehicle.  Within an hour after Thomas left the hospital, someone 
fired about twelve rounds from a nine-millimeter pistol at a vehicle occupied by Colbert and his two 
companions.  Colbert was killed and his two companions were injured.  When Ms. Foster, who rented the 
Mitsubishi for Thomas and Owens, inquired about the bullet holes and other damage to the vehicle, Owens 
told her that they were caught in a crossfire.  Just over a week later, Sir George Candy Franklin was driving a 
car with Thomas and Owens in the back seat and an older man in the front seat.  When Franklin exited the 
car at a convenience store, he told East Point Police Officer Thomas Cherry that Thomas and Owens had 
kidnapped him at gunpoint.  After asking Owens to exit the car, Officer Cherry removed a .357-calibre pistol 
from under Owens’ belt.  A nine-millimeter pistol was found under the car seat, but near the rear.  The nine-
millimeter pistol was turned over to the firearms examiner who determined that the bullets which caused the 
death of Colbert and injured Colbert’s two companions were fired from that pistol.  … Owens denied 
possession of the nine-millimeter.  …  Taken as a whole, the evidence is sufficient to authorize a jury to find 
Thomas guilt as a party to the crimes beyond a reasonable doubt and to the exclusion of every reasonable 
hypothesis save that of guilt.  Thomas v. State, 268 Ga. 135, 135-36 (1997). !

ü The evidence at trial was that Wallace shot Jones in the head.  While Jones did not testify that he saw the gun, 
he saw a flash and the bullet that passed through his head was recovered from the floorboard of the car where 
he was sitting.  Viewing this evidence in a light most favorable to the verdict, it was sufficient for any 
rational trier of fact to find Wallace guilty of aggravated assault and possession of a handgun beyond a 
reasonable doubt.  Wallace v. State, 216 Ga. App. 718, 719 (1985) (citation omitted). !

11.1.2.4.2 Knife !
ü Drake said that Veasley knocked on the door while she was visiting Banks and that Banks and Veasley spoke 

to each other for a short time.  Veasley returned about thirty minutes later and spoke to Banks in the kitchen.  
Drake heard Banks scream and then saw Veasley holding Banks in a headlock and stabbing him with a knife.  
Drake tried to pull Veasley off of Banks and then ran from the apartment and yelled for help.  Veasley chased 
Drake and attacked her in the parking lot by choking her and poking her in the eye.  Veasley stopped when 
Drake pretended she had died.  Drake returned to the apartment and while she was talking to Banks, Veasley 
crashed through the front window still holding the knife.  He chased Drake around the apartment and she 
grabbed the blade of the knife to thwart the renewed attack.  Veasley stabbed Drake in the neck until the 
handle of the knife snapped off.  Veasley left after Drake convinced him she had called the police.  Banks 
died at the scene as a result of the multiple stab wounds and Drake suffered stab wounds in her neck and on 
her hands.  Drake identified Veasley in a photographic lineup and identified him at trial.  Bank’s brother … 
told the police of his suspicion that Veasley, a former professional football player who frequently bought 
drugs from them, had been involved in the incident.  The police went to Veasley’s apartment where they 
observed blood stains on the windowsill and a bloodied bottle of car bleach in the carport.  The police 
obtained a search warrant to search Veasley’s apartment and discovered the following: a bag of wet, bloody 
clothing, a basin of water and blood, blood-stained cocaine, blood on the interior doorway, walls, bathroom 
sink and mat, and on the bed and pillows, and one shoe which matched a shoe found at the crime scene.  …  
We conclude that the evidence adduced was sufficient to enable a rational trier of fact to find beyond a 
reasonable doubt that Veasley was guilty of malice murder, the aggravated assaults and possession of 
cocaine.  Veasley v. State, 275 Ga. 516, 516 - 17(2002) (citation omitted). !
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ü Evidence showed that the weaponless victim hit Q.M.L. from behind while Q.M.L. sat in the school bus, in 
response to which Q.M.L. elbowed the victim, stood up, turned around, and stabbed the victim with a knife 
that she had hidden in her school bus seat…. This evidence sufficed to sustain the juvenile court’s finding 
that Q.M.L. without justification committed aggravated assault… and we therefore affirm.  In re: Q.M.L., 
257 Ga. App. 22, 22 (2002). !

11.1.2.5. Aggravated assault with any object, device, or instrument which, when used offensively against a 
person is likely to or actually does result in serious bodily injury (means likely), O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 
(a) (2) !

ü Detective Bill Williams of the Brunswick Police Department testified that defendant admitted entering the 
victim’s room, beating the victim and taking a bag of “Snickers” candy bars.  This evidence was sufficiently 
corroborated by testimony from the victim establishing the corpus delicti of the crimes charged.  …  This 
evidence, testimony of defendant’s unauthorized presence on motel property near the victim’s room a few 
hours before the commission of the crimes charged and testimony that defendant was in possession of the 
victim’s watch and several “Snickers” candy bars on the morning after the assault is sufficient to sustain the 
jury’s finding that defendant is guilty, beyond a reasonable doubt, of burglary, aggravated assault and the 
lesser included offense of robbery by force.  McCloud v. State, 210 Ga. App. 69 (1993) (citations omitted). !

11.1.2.5.1. Baseball Bat !
ü Viewed in a light to uphold the jury’s verdict, the charges arose from an incident wherein Adame, while 

intoxicated, became enraged at her boyfriend, J.M., for an insult he leveled at her housekeeping skills.  As a 
result, Adame kicked in J.M.’s china cabinet.  When he tried to stop further damage by grabbing Adame’s 
arms and wrestling her onto a sofa, Adame pulled away.  She retrieved an aluminum baseball bat from an 
adjacent porch, with which she reentered the house and hit J.M. in the head, tearing off half of his ear; she 
exited into the carport and broke out several windows on J.M.’s 1996 Ford Mustang; she again reentered the 
house and located J.M. in the bathroom trying to staunch the bleeding; she beat him in the back with the bat; 
then, she again exited into the carport and broke out the remainder of the Mustang’s windows.  Adame v. 
State, 244 Ga. App. 257, 257-58 (2000). !

11.1.2.5.2. Biting !
ü Biting does not per se constitute an aggravated assault; it can, for example, constitute simple battery under 

certain conditions.  Williams v. State, 228 Ga. App. 289, 291 (1997). !
11.1.2.5.3. Hammer !
ü The evidence shows that Gough arrived at the home of his ex-girlfriend, Jacqueline Habersham, at 

approximately 11:00 p.m. on February 6, 1997.  Gough testified that he was angry with Habersham and 
wanted to confront her about accusations that she had made that he had stolen her food stamps and set fire to 
her home.  Gough also testified that he was mad at Habersham because he believed that she had not been 
sending their daughter to school on a regular basis.  Habersham refused to allow Gough into her home, so he 
kicked her door down and entered forcibly.  Once inside, Gough immediately started to argue with 
Habersham.  At that time, Michael White, another ex-boyfriend of Habersham, briefly stopped by, saw that 
the door had been kicked in, and left to call the police.  Enraged, Gough picked up a hammer and struck 
Habersham in the head.  Two of Habersham’s children witnessed the assault.  Habersham fled into her 
kitchen where Gough also picked up a knife.  Moments later, Officer Scott Connolly arrived at the home, and 
he witnessed Gough holder Habersham in a headlock and striking her with the hammer.  Seeing the police 
officer, Gough dropped his weapons and fled the scene.  This evidence is more than ample to support 
Gough’s conviction for aggravated assault.  Gough v. State, 236 Ga. App. 568, 568 - 569 (1999). !

11.1.2.5.4. Tree Limb !
ü The evidence … is sufficient to authorize a rational trier of fact to find appellant guilty beyond a reasonable 

doubt of burglary (entering the dwelling of another with the intent to commit a felony or theft); of armed 
robbery (using, with the intent to commit a theft, an offensive weapon, i.e., a tree limb with a piece of metal 
affixed to it, to take the property of another); of aggravated assault (using the tree limb as a offensive weapon 
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to assault the victim by repeatedly striking her about her head and face, resulting serious bodily injury); and 
malice murder (with malice aforethought, causing the death of the victim by hitting her repeatedly with the 
tree limb about her head and face).  Bell v. State, 284 Ga. 790, 791 (2009) (citation omitted). !

11.1.2.6. Aggravated assault by discharging a firearm from within a motor vehicle toward a person or persons, 
O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 (a) (3) !

11.1.2.7. Aggravated assault against a law enforcement officer, O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 (c) !
11.1.2.8. Aggravated Assault against a person who is 65 years of age or older (elder abuse), O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 

(d) !
11.1.2.9. Aggravated assault against a corrections officer, O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 (e) !
11.1.2.10. Aggravated assault in a public transit vehicle or station, O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 (f) !
11.1.2.11. Aggravated assault committed during the theft of a vehicle engaged in commercial transportation, 

O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 (g) !
11.1.2.12. Aggravated assault involving the use of a firearm within a school safety zone, O.C.G.A. §16-5-21 (i) !
11.1.2.13. Aggravated assault, family violence (j) !
11.2. Battery !
11.2.1. Simple battery, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23  !
11.2.1.1. Simple battery against a person who is 65 years of age or older, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23 (c) !
11.2.1.2. Simple battery in a public transit vehicle or station, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23 (d) !
11.2.1.3. Simple battery against a law enforcement officer, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23 (e) !
11.2.1.4. Simple battery against a corrections officer, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23 (e) !
11.2.1.5. Simple battery, family violence, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23 (f) !
11.2.1.6. Simple battery against an employee of a nursing or personal care home, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23 (g) !
11.2.1.7. Simple battery against a sports official, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23 (h) !
11.2.1.8. Simple battery against a public school employee or on public school property, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23 (i) !
11.2.2. Battery, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 
  
11.2.2.1. Battery causing substantial physical harm, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (a) !
11.2.2.2. Battery causing visible bodily harm, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (a) !
11.2.2.3. Second or third battery upon the same victim, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (d), (e) !
11.2.2.4. Battery, family violence O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (f) (1) !
11.2.2.5. Battery, family violence, second or subsequent conviction O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (f) (2) !
11.2.2.6. Battery in a public transit vehicle or station, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (g) !
11.2.2.7. Battery against a pregnant female, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (h) 
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!
11.2.2.8. Battery against a public school employee or on public school property, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (i) !
11.2.2.9. Battery against a person 65 years of age or older (elder abuse), O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (j) !
11.2.2.10. Battery against an employee of a nursing or personal care home, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (k) !
11.2.2.11. Battery against a sports official, O.C.G.A. §16-5-23.1 (l) !
11.2.2.12. Battery of an unborn child, O.C.G.A. §16-5-29 !
11.2.3. Aggravated battery, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 !
11.2.3.1. Aggravated battery by depriving another of a member of his body, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (a) !
11.2.3.2. Aggravated battery by rendering a member of his body useless, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (a) !
11.2.3.3. Aggravated battery by seriously disfiguring his body or a member thereof, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (a) !
11.2.3.4. Aggravated battery against a law enforcement officer, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (c) !
11.2.3.5. Aggravated battery against a person 65 years of age or older (elder abuse), O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (d) !
11.2.3.6. Aggravated battery against a corrections officer, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (e) !
11.2.3.7. Aggravated battery in a public transit vehicle or station, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (f) !
11.2.3.8. Aggravated battery in a school safety zone, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (g) !
11.2.3.9. Aggravated battery, family violence, O.C.G.A. §16-5-24 (h) !
11.2.3.10. Serious injury by vehicle, O.C.G.A. §40-6-394 !
11.2.4. Female genital mutilation, O.C.G.A. §16-5-27 !
11.3. Cruelty to children, O.C.G.A. §16-5-70 !
11.3.1. Cruelty to children in the first degree  !
11.3.1.1. By depriving the child of necessary sustenance, O.C.G.A. §16-5-70 (a) !
11.3.1.2. By causing excessive physical or mental pain, O.C.G.A. §16-5-70 (b) !
ü A person commits the offense of cruelty to children when he “maliciously causes a child under the age of 18 

cruel or excessive physical or mental pain.”  Count 4 of the indictment alleged that Keith maliciously caused 
S. P. cruel and excessive physical and mental pain “when he attempted to have sexual intercourse with he and 
told her she was not his daughter.” … The determination of what is cruel or excessive physical or mental pain 
is to be made by the jury.  “Cruel” and “excessive” are adjectives which inherently require a consideration of 
degree; the law does not set a bright line but leaves to the trier of fact, taking into account societal norms 
generally accepted, whether certain behavior inflicts “cruel” or “excessive” pain (in this instance, mental 
rather than physical pain).  There will be a gray area where some would say it is and some would say it is not, 
and neither is wrong as a matter of law.  We must determine only whether the circumstances here, taking into 
account the evidence in favor of the finding and all reasonable inferences from that evidence, would prohibit 
the finding made by the jury.  Keith v. State, 279 Ga. App. 819, 822 (2006) (fns omitted). !

ü A determination of what constitutes excessive mental pain need not depend solely on the victim’s testimony.  
Keith v. State, 279 Ga. App. 819, 822 (2006) (fn omitted). !
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ü S. P. told the details of the incident to her maternal grandmother, her mother, a detective, and Swann, and 
recounted them again at trial.  Each time, she got upset.  S. P. underwent weekly counseling to help her cope 
with the incident.  Viewed in the light most favorable to the verdict, the evidence was sufficient to support the 
jury’s finding that Keith maliciously caused S. P. cruel or excessive physical or mental pain.  Keith v. State, 
279 Ga. App. 819, 822 (2006) (fn omitted). !

ü A.S. testified that when she fled Wilhelm’s house and got into her mother’s car, she was “so scared” that she 
could not tell her mother what had happened.  She testified that “it hurt my – whenever he did that, it hurt my 
feelings.”  Her mother testified that when A.S. called her to come pick her up, she sounded “real nervous” 
and “really scared.”  According to the mother, when A.S. got into her car, she was “real nervous and she 
didn’t want me to touch her.”  When they got home, A.S. told her mother that “there was somebody at 
Deborah’s that scared her.”  The mother testified that A.S. was “upset” as she described what happened.  She 
testified that A.S. had trouble sleeping after the incident and did not “want to be as close to people as she 
used to be.  She just don’t want me to love on her as much and everything as she used to.”  She testified that 
A.S. experienced severe nausea for a few days after the incident whenever she would eat.  The determination 
of what is cruel or excessive physical or mental pain is to be made by the jury.  “Cruel” and “excessive” are 
adjectives which inherently require a consideration of degree; the law does not set a bright line but leaves to 
the trier of fact, taking into account societal norms generally accepted, whether certain behavior inflicts 
“cruel” or excessive” pain.  There will be a gray area where some would say it is and some would say it is 
not, and neither is wrong as a matter of law.  There will be other areas on each end of the scale.  We must 
determine only whether the circumstances here, taking into account the evidence in favor of the finding and 
all reasonable inferences from that evidence, would prohibit the finding made by the jury.  Although the 
evidence regarding the extent of A.S.’s mental pain may not have been overwhelming, we believe that such 
evidence, viewed in the light most favorable to the verdict, was sufficient to support the jury’s finding.  
Wilhelm v. State, 237 Ga. App. 682, 684 - 685 (1999) (citations omitted). !

ü With regard to the conviction of cruelty to children (O.C.G.A. §16-5-70), there was ample evidence through 
both the videotaped statement and the testimony of the relatives that the victim experienced cruel and 
excessive mental pain which would authorize the conviction.  This evidence included the victim’s complaints 
of physical pain and apparent emotion al distress, evidence that her vagina appeared red and irritated, the 
child’s conduct in seeking to avoid contact with defendant, and regression in her toilet training. … As an 
appellate court, we determine the sufficiency of the evidence which is ample in this case to conclude that 
defendant is guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of the offenses of sexual battery, child molestation, and cruelty 
to children.  Clark v. State, 234 Ga. App. 503, 503 – 04 (1998) (citing Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 
(1979)). !

11.3.2. Cruelty to children in the second degree, O.C.G.A. §16-5-70 (c) !
11.3.3. Cruelty to children in the third degree, O.C.G.A. §16-5-70 (d) !
11.3.4. Reckless abandonment, O.C.G.A. §16-5-72 !
11.4. Defamation, O.C.G.A. §16-11-40 !
11.5. False imprisonment, O.C.G.A. §16-5-41 !
11.5.1. False imprisonment where the victim is less than 14 years of age, O.C.G.A. §16-5-41 (c) !
11.5.2. False imprisonment under color of legal process, O.C.G.A. §16-5-42 !
11.5.3. Malicious confinement of sane person in an asylum, O.C.G.A. §16-5-43 !
11.6. Harassing phone calls, O.C.G.A. §16-11-39.1 !
11.7. Homicide !
11.7.1. Murder (malice murder), O.C.G.A. §16-5-1 (a) !
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ü Construed most strongly to support the verdicts, the evidence shows that the 17-year-old victim dated 
Appellant, who was the same age.  On January 14, 2009, the victim was visiting Appellant at his mother’s 
apartment.  Appellant’s mother was not at home, but Ha Vuang (Ha) was present.  He was 14 years old, lived 
in the same apartment complex, and frequently visited Appellant’s apartment.... [T]he victim threatened to 
charge them with rape.  Appellant [] choked the victim until she stopped moving.  With some aid from Ha, 
Appellant removed the victim’s clothes, wiped her body down with Pine-Sol to remove fingerprints, tied a 
plastic bag over her head, wrapped her in a blanket, carried her outside, and placed her in the apartment 
complex’s dumpster.... The evidence was sufficient to authorize a rational trier of fact to find Appellant guilty 
beyond a reasonable doubt ... Cade v. State, 289 Ga. 805, 805 - 06 (2011) (citing Jackson v. Virginia, 443 
U.S. 307 (1979)).   !

ü Construed most strongly to support the verdicts, the evidence shows that Alexander and Tiffany Davis had a 
verbal confrontation, during which Alexander shot and killed Ms. Davis with a handgun.  Alexander threw 
down the gun and fled from the scene.  Witnesses called the police and identified Alexander as the shooter.  A 
short time later, the gun was recovered from the scene and Alexander was apprehended.  He told a Georgia 
Bureau of Investigation special agent that he carried the gun for protection and he admitted that he had killed 
the victim…. The evidence is sufficient to authorize a rational trier of fact to find Alexander guilty beyond a 
reasonable doubt of murder and possession of a firearm during the commission of a crime.  Alexander v. 
State, 285 Ga. 166, 166 (2009) (citing Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979)). !

ü Construed most strongly in support of the verdict, the evidence shows that a police officer observed 
Timmreck walking on a highway and shined a spotlight on him.  Timmreck immediately ran into a pile of 
brush and was ordered to come out.  He was covered in blood and had a deep cut on his wrist.  Timmreck 
told the officer that he had been attacked by six to eight men and had used his knife to defend himself.  He 
gave the knife to the officer … The victim was subsequently found dead on his neighbor’s front porch.  He 
was wearing only underwear and had been stabbed 12 times, including six times in his back.  A trail of blood 
led back to his home where the door had been kicked in and where blood was discovered in many locations 
in the house.  Another trail of blood led away from the house to the same highway where Timmreck was 
walking.  Timmreck formerly lived across the street from the victim.  Blood from the knife which Timmreck 
gave to the police officer was later matched to that of the victim…. Timmreck eventually admitted that he 
had been at the victim’s home, that the two argued over Timmreck’s belongings which the victim stored for 
him, that the victim slammed the door, and that Timmreck kicked the door in.  Timmreck claimed that he was 
then confronted by the victim with a knife and that he took the knife from the victim and acted in self-
defense…. The evidence was sufficient to enable a rational trier of fact to find Timmreck guilty of malice 
murder beyond a reasonable doubt.  Timmreck v. State, 285 Ga. 39, 39 - 40 (2009) (citing Jackson v. 
Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979)). !

ü Defendant and victim were involved in a romantic relationship.  The victim lived with her mother.  One 
morning, … [w]hen the victim went outside, she encountered the defendant and screamed.  The victim’s 
mother saw the victim and defendant on the porch of an apartment next door.  She heard the victim yell, 
“she’s got a gun mama!”  Then she saw defendant shoot the victim, who fell to the ground.  Several others 
witnessed the shooting.  Defendant told the victim’s mother that she shot the victim, adding “I told her not to 
fuck with me.  It told her to leave us alone.”  When police arrived, defendant yelled, “Here I am, I shot her, 
you’re looking for me.”  She also told police, “I shot her because she cheated on me.”  She was carrying a 
gun in each hand…. The evidence was sufficient to enable any rational trier of fact to find defendant guilty 
beyond a reasonable doubt of malice murder.  Sheppard v. State, 285 Ga. 36, 36 -37 (2009) (citing Jackson v. 
Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979)). !

ü The evidence authorized the jury to find that the day after appellant was released from jail; he learned from 
Flynt, the mother of his two children, that she was romantically involved with someone else.  Claiming that 
he wanted to see his children, appellant arranged for Flynt to get him in her car.  He took a kitchen knife from 
his parent’s home and joined Flynt in the car, with their two young children in the back seat.  As Flynt was 
driving the two began to argue.  Appellant produced the knife and, despite Flynt’s struggles, stabbed her six 
times, including the fatal wound to her abdomen…. The evidence adduce was sufficient to enable a 
reasonable trier of fact to find appellant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of the charged crimes.  Cane v. 
State, 285 Ga. 19, 19 - 20 (2009) (citing Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979)). !
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ü On June 26, 2004, Quinton Kelley drove appellant to a Henry County private residence where alcohol and 
drugs were known to be sold.  Appellant entered the house and fatally shot Jeffrey Smith and twice shot 
Willie Moreland, seriously wounding him.  Appellant ran out of the house, got back into the car with Kelley 
and drove away.  Two eyewitnesses identified the appellant as the shooter.  The evidence adduced at trial was 
sufficient to authorized a rational trier of fact to fact to find appellant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of the 
malice murder of Jeffrey Smith and the aggravated assault of Willie Moreland.  Ballard v. State, 285 Ga. 15 
(2009) (citing Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979)).   !

ü Whether a killing is intentional and malicious is for the jury to determine from all the facts and 
circumstances.  In the instant case, although Brown told the detective that Johnson was the aggressor, it was 
for the jury to decide whether to accept or reject that claim.  Based on the videotape evidence showing that 
Brown followed Johnson out of the store, jumped on him from behind and stabbed him multiple times, the 
jury was authorized to determine that Brown acted with malice aforethought.  Brown v. State, 284 Ga. 838, 
839 (2009) (citations omitted). !

ü Construed to support the verdicts, the evidence showed that Freeman was the stepfather of Patrick Phillip 
Stahl, his co-defendant…. Late in the evening of May 13, 2002, or early in the morning of May 14, 2002, 
Freeman and Stahl resolved to rob Dixon.  Stahl gathered a pistol, mask, and gloves for himself, and 
Freeman drove him to a store where they bought a mask and gloves for Freeman.  Freeman drove Stahl to a 
location near Dixon’s residence; Stahl exited the vehicle, went alone to the house, entered the home through a 
window, encountered Dixon, fatally shot him in the face, and searched the home…. The evidence was 
sufficient to enable a rational trier of fact to find Freeman guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of the crimes of 
which he was convicted.  Freeman v. State, 284 Ga. 830, 831 - 32 (2009) (citing Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 
307 (1979)). !

ü Construed most strongly to support the verdicts, the evidence shows that Jamil Payne was related to Jackson, 
and for several months he let Jackson live in the apartment that he shared with Chris Ollison.  After Payne 
decided to tell Jackson that he could no longer stay in the apartment because he was not contributing to 
expenses, Jackson killed Payne by shooting him with a handgun twice in the back of the head.  Jackson then 
stole various items from the apartment, including stereo equipment and clothing, and fled in Ollison’s car.  
The next day, Jackson was stopped while driving the stolen car in Kentucky.  Jackson, who was wearing the 
victim’s clothes, gave the officer false names and social security numbers.  After his arrest, he made 
statements to the officer about having not killed his cousin, even though the officer had not mentioned a 
cousin or any other relative as the murder victim.  The murder weapon was later found hidden behind the 
refrigerator in the apartment, and several witnesses testified that they had seen Jackson with a similar gun.  
Jackson, who has prior felony convictions from Michigan, told both a cellmate and Ollison that he had killed 
Payne.  The evidence was sufficient to authorize a rational trier of fact to find Jackson guilty beyond a 
reasonable doubt of all the charges.  Jackson v. State, 284 Ga. 826, 826 - 27 (2009) (citing Jackson v. 
Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979)). !

ü Viewed in the light most favorable to the verdict, the evidence reveals that, on February 13, 2004, Kevin 
Hooper went drinking with Kris Dowdy and Michael Hill at a local bar.  Hooper tried to start fights with bar 
patrons, causing all three men to be kicked out of the bar.  Dowdy and Hill talked police out of taking Hooper 
to jail, and instead took Hooper to Hill’s apartment, where they left him to continue their evening.  When 
they returned to the apartment, they found Hooper drunk and belligerent.  While in the apartment, Hill heard 
Dowdy yell from behind him that he had been stabbed.  Hill turned and saw Hooper run out of the apartment.  
He gave chase, found Hooper, and beat him up for stabbing his friend.  Hill then returned to the apartment to 
find Dowdy fatally wounded from the stab wound inflicted by Hooper.  At trial, Hooper testified that he acted 
in self-defense.  He said that Dowdy and Hill attacked him; and he picked up a knife to defend himself and 
stabbed Dowdy in the chest.  Despite Hooper’s claim of self-defense, however, the evidence was sufficient to 
allow a rational trier of fact to find him guilty of all of the crimes for which he was convicted beyond a 
reasonable doubt.  Hooper v. State, 284 Ga. 824 (2009) (citations omitted). !

ü In this case, Love’s testimony was corroborated by the other evidence in the case, including, but not limited 
to, the medical examiner’s confirmation that the victim died by manual strangulation, the discovery of 
appellant’s DNA under the victim’s fingernails, the bite mark on appellant’s arm, and the discovery of 
appellant’s fingerprints on the victim’s jeep.  Accordingly, appellant’s assertion that Love’s testimony was 
uncorroborated is without merit.  The evidence adduced at trial and summarized above was sufficient to 
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authorize a rational trier of fact to find appellant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of malice murder and 
robbery by force.  Matthews v. State, 284 Ga. 819, 820 (2009) (citation omitted). !

ü The evidence construed in favor of the verdict showed that … Spears … and Woods “ was some kin about 
third or fourth cousin”; there had been some difficulty between them over a burglary; at about 11:00 p.m. on 
Friday, … Spears … spied Woods sitting on a nearby curb; Woods was “just getting out of rehabilitation” and 
Spears believed that “something was wrong with him”; Woods said, “what’s up Cuz?” and then Woods 
“flinched at” Spears; Spears shot at Woods three times, and Woods appeared to be hit; Spears ran home to get 
his mother’s car and started to drive away, but then decided he should return to the scene of the shooting to 
check on Woods; when Spears returned to Woods, Spears heard sounds that made him believe that Woods 
was still alive, so Spears shot at him three more times; Spears fired at closer range the second time so that 
Woods would not “get up no more”; … Spears left and drove toward Metter; threw the pistol in the woods, 
tossed out the bullets, and then want back to his mother’s house; … Spears v. State, 284 Ga. 817, 817 - 18 
(2009). !

ü The evidence … is sufficient to authorize a rational trier of fact to find appellant guilty beyond a reasonable 
doubt of burglary (entering the dwelling of another with the intent to commit a felony or theft); of armed 
robbery (using, with the intent to commit a theft, an offensive weapon, i.e., a tree limb with a piece of metal 
affixed to it, to take the property of another); of aggravated assault (using the tree limb as a offensive weapon 
to assault the victim by repeatedly striking her about her head and face, resulting serious bodily injury); and 
malice murder (with malice aforethought, causing the death of the victim by hitting her repeatedly with the 
tree limb about her head and face).  Bell v. State, 284 Ga. 790, 791 (2009) (citation omitted). !

ü Ratcliff was last seen alive … March 11, when McPherson picked her up from work driving her car.  On 
March 16, a co-worker checked on her, leading to the discovery of her body inside the mobile home she 
shared with McPherson.  The medical examiner testified that the contents of her stomach were consistent 
with the meal she had eaten at 7:30 p.m. on March 11 and, thus, opined that her death occurred between 9:00 
and 11:00 that evening.  She had been manually coked and beaten severely in the face and head, probably 
with a ball peen hammer found in the kitchen trash can.  McPherson was arrested on March 18 in Atlanta, 
where he and fellow addict Ronnie Owens had traveled in Ratcliff’s car.  This Court held that the evidence 
presented at trial was sufficient for the jury to find that McPherson caused Ratcliff’s death and then stole her 
car, cell phone, credit cards, and envelope of $100 bills.  Hall v. McPherson, 284 Ga. 219, 220 (2008). !

ü The evidence adduced at trial authorized the jury to find that Max Rister, while a guest at a hotel in Dublin, 
encountered Carnell Agnew and a second, masked man, later identified as Woodard, as Rister exited his 
room.  Woodard ordered Rister to hand over his wallet; the victim resisted, tried to run, and was shot twice.  
The two men then fled the area.  The victim survived four months before dying of complications related to 
his gunshot wounds.  Prior to his death, the victim positively identified Agnew as a participant in the crimes 
and informed police that Agnew was not the shooter because the masked man (Woodard) had the gun.  
Agnew testified at trial and identified Woodard as the shooter.  We find this evidence sufficient to enable a 
rational trier of fact to find Woodard guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of the charged crimes.  Woodard v. 
State, 277 Ga. 49, 50 (2003) (citation omitted). !

ü Drake said that Veasley knocked on the door while she was visiting Banks and that Banks and Veasley spoke 
to each other for a short time.  Veasley returned about thirty minutes later and spoke to Banks in the kitchen.  
Drake heard Banks scream and then saw Veasley holding Banks in a headlock and stabbing him with a knife.  
Drake tried to pull Veasley off of Banks and then ran from the apartment and yelled for help.  Veasley chased 
Drake and attacked her in the parking lot by choking her and poking her in the eye.  Veasley stopped when 
Drake pretended she had died.  Drake returned to the apartment and while she was talking to Banks, Veasley 
crashed through the front window still holding the knife.  He chased Drake around the apartment and she 
grabbed the blade of the knife to thwart the renewed attack.  Veasley stabbed Drake in the neck until the 
handle of the knife snapped off.  Veasley left after Drake convinced him she had called the police.  Banks 
died at the scene as a result of the multiple stab wounds and Drake suffered stab wounds in her neck and on 
her hands.  Drake identified Veasley in a photographic lineup and identified him at trial.  Bank’s brother … 
told the police of his suspicion that Veasley, a former professional football player who frequently bought 
drugs from them, had been involved in the incident.  The police went to Veasley’s apartment where they 
observed blood stains on the windowsill and a bloodied bottle of car bleach in the carport.  The police 
obtained a search warrant to search Veasley’s apartment and discovered the following: a bag of wet, bloody 
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clothing, a basin of water and blood, blood-stained cocaine, blood on the interior doorway, walls, bathroom 
sink and mat, and on the bed and pillows, and one shoe which matched a shoe found at the crime scene.  …  
We conclude that the evidence adduced was sufficient to enable a rational trier of fact to find beyond a 
reasonable doubt that Veasley was guilty of malice murder, the aggravated assaults and possession of 
cocaine.  Veasley v. State, 275 Ga. 516, 516 – 17 (2002) (citation omitted). !

ü Appellant admitted he repeatedly struck the child with a belt from which he had removed the buckle.  
Appellant told investigating officers that the naked child had lain face down across a bed and that the child’s 
mother had held the child’s feet and appellant had put his knee on the child’s back to prevent the child from 
moving so that all blows would land on the buttocks and upper legs.  He struck the child for 15 – 20 minutes 
until interrupted by the arrival of maintenance men and resumed the beating upon their departure.  He again 
stopped 10 – 15 minutes later when police officers arrived in response to what they believed was a report of 
child sexual abuse.  When the officers were shown the school suspension letter and were told that the adults 
were going to administer corporal punishment, on officer told appellant and the child’s mother that the 
corporal punishment would be illegal if it left bruises.  When the police left, appellant resumed striking the 
child.  Appellant attributed the child’s complaints of dizziness and breathing difficulty to all the yelling the 
child had done while receiving the beating.  The child dressed himself after appellant stopped hitting him, but 
had to use the wall to keep from falling when he attempted to walk.  The child’s mother, concerned that 
something was wrong, insisted they take the child to his grandmother, who had the child’s medical insurance 
card, so that she could get care for him.  Appellant and the child’s mother helped the child to the car and 
delivered him to his grandmother’s home where appellant and the grandmother’s boyfriend carried the child 
into the house so that he could rest.  The grandmother took him to the hospital, where he was pronounced 
dead approximately four hours after having left school with the notice of suspension.  The evidence was 
sufficient to authorize a rational trier of fact to find appellant guilty of malice murder beyond a reasonable 
doubt.  Paul v. State, 274 Ga. 601, 602 - 03 (2001) (citation omitted). !

ü Viewed in a light to uphold the verdict, the evidence demonstrates the following: Moore and Polke crossed 
paths because Moore was a drug user and Polke a drug seller.  As a result of their dealings, Moore and Polke 
became hostile to one another.  Several days before the murder witnesses saw Moore, his nephew, his brother 
Ira Jerome Moore, and a fourth individual, driving a gray station wagon in the vicinity of a nightclub where 
Polke often sold drugs.  A witness approached the car, saw a high-powered rifle, and asked what was up.  
Moore said they were going to shoot somebody.  The car circled the block and returned.  Another witness, 
Richard Brunette, testified that he saw Moore in the passenger seat with a gun barrel pointed out the window; 
that he heard someone say “duck” and that shots were fired.  Polke was killed by a single shot to the forehead 
from a high-powered rifle.  When the police went to Moore’s house, they found a gray station wagon which 
was registered in the name of Moore’s father.  The evidence was sufficient to enable any rational trier of fact 
to find Moore guilty of malice murder beyond a reasonable doubt.  Moore v. State, 268 Ga. 420, 421 (1997). !

ü Construed most favorably to for the State, the evidence is as follows: … someone in Colbert’s group shot at 
the Mitsubishi first and, shortly thereafter, Thomas sought medical attention at a hospital for a gunshot 
wound to his arm.  At the hospital, Thomas gave a false name and told a police officer that he had been 
caught in a crossfire while riding in a rented vehicle.  Within an hour after Thomas left the hospital, someone 
fired about twelve rounds from a nine-millimeter pistol at a vehicle occupied by Colbert and his two 
companions.  Colbert was killed and his two companions were injured.  When Ms. Foster, who rented the 
Mitsubishi for Thomas and Owens, inquired about the bullet holes and other damage to the vehicle, Owens 
told her that they were caught in a crossfire.  Just over a week later, Sir George Candy Franklin was driving a 
car with Thomas and Owens in the back seat and an older man in the front seat.  When Franklin exited the 
car at a convenience store, he told East Point Police Officer Thomas Cherry that Thomas and Owens had 
kidnapped him at gunpoint.  After asking Owens to exit the car, Officer Cherry removed a .357-calibre pistol 
from under Owens’ belt.  A nine-millimeter pistol was found under the car seat, but near the rear.  The nine-
millimeter pistol was turned over to the firearms examiner who determined that the bullets which caused the 
death of Colbert and injured Colbert’s two companions were fired from that pistol.  … Owens denied 
possession of the nine-millimeter.  …  Taken as a whole, the evidence is sufficient to authorize a jury to find 
Thomas guilt as a party to the crimes beyond a reasonable doubt and to the exclusion of every reasonable 
hypothesis save that of guilt.  Thomas v. State, 268 Ga. 135, 135-36 (1997). !

ü The State presented several witnesses who testified that co-defendant Terrence Williams was very angry with 
the victim the day Jones was killed because the victim had not paid Williams for the crack cocaine Williams 
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had supplied him.  Complaining that the victim had robbed him, Williams enlisted the aid of several friends, 
including his three co-indictees, to find Jones and punish him.  …  A pawnshop owner testified that he had 
sold a 9 mm Ruger semi-automatic pistol and 9 mm Black Talon shells to Williams.  After learning that Jones 
would be at the nursing home that night to provide transportation for his wife, Williams drove Bonner and 
Walton to the nursing home parking lot.  The trio parked to the left of the victim’s car and appellant, the back 
seat passenger in William’s car, fired three shots through the driver’s side window of Jones’s car, fatally 
wounding him.  The trio fled the scene immediately.  Three 9 mm Black Talon bullets were recovered from 
the victim.  Two or three days later, Williams gave Bonner $800 and Bonner and appellant went to Detroit, 
Michigan.  …  In August 1993, Bonner was arrested in Chicago, Illinois … Walton was arrested in Detroit 
shortly after Bonner’s arrest.  When informed of Bonner’s statement chronicling the homicide, what led to it, 
and naming appellant as the triggerman, appellant pronounced the statement “basically correct.”  The 
evidence presented was sufficient to authorize a rational trier of fact to find appellant guilty beyond a 
reasonable doubt of malice murder and possession of a firearm during the commission of a crime.  Walton v. 
State, 267 Ga. 713, 713 - 14 (1997) (citation omitted). !

ü Police found the victim dead from a shot in the head with a Winchester lever action rifle.  The rifle had been 
discharged from a range of no more than 12 inches.  The defendant was located some time later hiding in a 
nearby vacant trailer.  The defendant admitted shooting the victim, but testified the gun discharged 
accidentally.  He stated he had no memory of the events preceding or following the shooting.  A state 
firearms expert testified that in order to fire the rifle in question, one must cock it, disengage all safeties and 
pull the trigger.  Contrary to the defendant’s assertion, a rational trier of fact could have found him guilty of 
the crime of murder beyond a reasonable doubt.  Rotino v. State, 259 Ga. 295 (1989) (citation omitted). !

ü The facts show that Ms. Carey and the victim had been drinking on the day of the homicide and that the 
victim died from stab wounds inflicted by Ms. Carey.  The evidence is sufficient to support the conviction.  
Carey v. State, 257 Ga. 134, 134 (1987) (citation omitted). !

ü Between January 27 and February 19, 1982, Richard Gaily occupied the cell adjacent to the one occupied by 
Parks.  Over a period of time, Parks admitted to Gaily the details of the crime.  Parks told Gaily that he had 
gone to his old apartment and the girl was already inside, in the bedroom.  He grabbed her around the neck, 
threw her down on the floor, “snatched off the bottoms,” and raped and sodomized her.  Then he strangled 
her, and, realizing that she was dead, placed her in a corner of the kitchen…. He told Gaily that he had … 
been at the apartments at … 5:45, and he was afraid that one witness who lived in the area was going to 
testify to that fact.  (He did.)  Dr. Burton conducted the autopsy on the body of the victim.  He estimated the 
time of death to be 6:00 p.m., give or take an hour or two.  Cause of death was ligature and manual 
strangulation coupled with sexual trauma to the uterus and anus.  Bruises on the victim’s arms, legs and chest 
indicated that the child had struggled with her attacker.  Dr. Burton also examined Parks.  He observed recent 
bruising and abrasions on Parks’ arms, as well as a fresh abrasion on his scrotum.  A fiber was discovered in 
his fingernail that was consistent with having come from the sweater that was around the victim’s neck when 
she was found, and his pubic hair was found to be similar to one discovered on the victims body.  The 
evidence was sufficient to support the convictions.  Parks v. State, 254 Ga. 403, 404 - 05 (1985) (citing 
Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979)). !

ü Several witnesses, who observed appellant shoot his wife, testified at the trial.  There was also evidence that 
appellant and his wife often argued about his drinking and that on one occasion, three or four yeas prior to 
the homicide, appellant attacked his wife with a butcher knife.  Although the evidence regarding appellant’s 
sanity was conflicting, there was sufficient evidence to authorize the verdict of the jury.  Graham v. State, 236 
Ga. 378, 384 (1976) (citation omitted). !

11.7.2. Felony murder, O.C.G.A. §16-5-1 (c) !
11.7.2.1. Aggravated assault as the underlying felony !
ü On the evening of November 22, 2006, Missy Brooks, the wife of the victim, was driving her car with 

Shamain Grimes when she struck a deer…. Todd Brooks and Ted Grimes, learned of the accident, they 
decided to look for the deer…. The men did not see the deer along the side of the road and so they asked 
permission of the landowner, Johnson, to look farther off the road….  Johnson agreed to help the two men 
find the deer and went to the back of the house to get his rifle, as Brooks and Grimes did not have a gun.  
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When Johnson stepped out, Rebecca Heacock, who was a life-long friend of the Brooks family, came into the 
room.  Brooks told her she did not belong with Johnson, as she was 17 years old and Johnson was much 
older.  Johnson then got in his truck, and Grimes, along with Brooks and Heacock, got into Grimes’s truck.  
They began driving around the property trying to locate the deer…. After failing to find the deer, they drove 
back to Johnson’s house.  Heacock the agreed to leave with them, but said she needed to get her pocketbook 
and other things from the house.  Grimes stayed in the truck, and Brooks and Heacock walked into the house.  
Grimes heard Brooks tell Johnson that Heacock did not belong with him… A short time later, Grimes heard 
Brooks say, “Ted get in here.”  Grimes then got out of the truck and went to the doorway of the house.  He 
saw Johnson lower his rifle at Brooks.  Johnson and Brooks exchanged words, and Brooks said, “all right, 
I’m leaving.”  Brooks walked to the door to leave the house, and Johnson hit him in the back of the head with 
the rifle butt…. Brooks came back up and caught the rifle, and Brooks and Johnson started fighting over it.  
Grimes gained possession of the rifle by helping Brooks during the struggle.  Brooks and Johnson then began 
swinging at each other.  At one point, they both stumbled and fell into a room that was a combination 
bedroom / bathroom, with Brooks falling down first and Johnson falling on top of him…. Johnson got up, 
pulled out a pistol, took a step or two back, and started shooting Brooks.  Grimes then ran out of the house, 
with Johnson pointing the pistol at him and yelling that he needed to leave…. Deputy Reeves of the 
McDuffie County Sheriff’s Office … was the first police officer to arrive at Johnson’s house….  Deputy 
Reeves found a revolver lying on the kitchen floor… Deputy Reeves placed the revolver in a kitchen 
drawer…. A GBI crime scene specialist later located a .38 caliber revolver in the kitchen drawer.  The 
revolver could fire six rounds, and all six bullets had been fired…. Forensic evidence indicated that the 
bullets recovered from the victim’s body and the floor of Johnson’s bathroom were fired from his .38 caliber 
revolver.  A medical examiner testified that Brooks was shot six times and died as a result.  One bullet 
entered Brooks’s right temple, just above the ear, and exited the left side of his head traveling slightly 
downward or almost horizontally.  There was no soot or stippling on the victim’s skin, meaning that the gun 
was fired far enough away from him that the powder from the bullet had dissipated.  The medical examiner 
testified that the path of the bullets was consistent with the shooter standing over the victim…. The trial court 
instructed the jury on self-defense and voluntary manslaughter.  Having observed the witnesses and 
considered the evidence, the jury found Johnson not guilty of malice murder but guilty of felony murder and 
the other crimes.  Viewed in the light most favorable to the verdict, the evidence was sufficient for the jury 
rationally to have found Johnson guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of the crimes of which he was convicted.  
Johnson v. State, 286 Ga. 787, 787 - 90 (2010) (citing Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979)). !

ü Approximately 6:00 p.m. on February 15, 2002, Alexander drove his wife to a local shopping center and 
confronted Alfred Henderson about money that Henderson allegedly owed him.  Alexander threatened 
Henderson, removed a sawed-off shotgun from his car, and shot Henderson from less than three feet away.  
Alexander and his wife then drove away from the scene, running over Henderson’s legs in the process.  
Henderson later died from his gunshot wound.  Alexander v. State, 285 Ga. 9 (2009).   !

ü Nichols never denied killing Ms. Green.  At the time of the homicide, his niece was upstairs, and she did not 
overhear any argument or sounds of struggle…. When his niece returned downstairs, however, she 
discovered Nichols holding the limp body of Ms. Green.  He explained the scene by stating that he was tired 
and that he had stabbed her.  After telling his niece to call 911, Nichols left the apartment, but he eventually 
returned.  At that time, he did not offer any exculpatory explanation, telling an officer “I’m the one you are 
looking for.  I did it.  I stabbed her.”  After he was arrested and advised of his rights, he gave a statement in 
which he claimed that Ms. Green attacked him with a knife when he asked her to move out and that, having 
gained control of the weapon from her, he “just flipped and stabbed her.”  In his trial testimony, however, 
Nichols … claimed that, when the victim attacked him with a knife, he accidentally stabbed her while they 
were still wrestling over control of the weapon…. Nichol’s version of the stabbing was in conflict with the 
expert opinion of the forensic pathologist, who testified that Ms. Green died from “a deliberate and forceful 
strike with a knife.” … When construed most strongly in support of the jury’s verdict, the evidence is 
sufficient to authorize a rational trier of fact to find Nichols guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of felony 
murder during the commission of aggravated assault.  Nichols v. State, 281 Ga. 483, 484 (2007) (citations 
omitted). !

ü The evidence established that Fulton County Deputy Sheriffs Aldranon English and Ricky Kinchen went to 
the home of Al-Amin in the West End community of Atlanta to execute a bench warrant for his arrest issued 
by Cobb County Superior Court…. Deputy Kinchen … drove toward Al-Amin’s residence, and parked the 
patrol car nose-to-nose with Al-Amin’s vehicle, a black Mercedes-Benz…. Deputy English exited from the 
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passenger side and walked toward Al-Amin; the officer had not drawn his service revolver.  Deputy Kinchen 
simultaneously exited the patrol car from the driver’s side; he was to provide cover for his partner.  Deputy 
English directed that Al-Amin place his right hand in view, whereupon Al-Amin suddenly produced an 
assault rifle and began firing at the two officers.  After shooting both deputies numerous times, using both the 
assault rifle and a pistol, Al-Amin drove away from the scene…. On the fourth day after the shooting; Al-
Amin was spotted on foot in Whitehall by a team of three United States marshals … When the uniformed 
marshals observed Al-Amin walk toward a wooded area, the exited their vehicle and identified themselves as 
law enforcement officers, Al-Amin immediately opened fire on them, and then retreated into the woods; the 
marshals were uninjured.  Al-Amin was captured about three hours later after a team of tracking dogs was 
brought in to assist in the search.  He was wearing a bulletproof vest, and he had in his possession a wallet 
containing $1,000 in cash and three driver’s licenses issued in his name by three different states.  In the 
vicinity, officers located a 9 millimeter pistol, holster, belt, a magazine of 9 millimeter ammunition, and a 
piece of fabric on a barbed wire fence that had been torn from the shirt Al-Amin was wearing.  The next 
morning, officers conducted a further search of the area and located the following: several .223 caliber shell 
casings (both expended and live); a green canvas bag containing a cellular phone, clothing, a magazine 
containing .223 ammunition, and the registration documents for a Mercedes-Benz automobile showing Al-
Amin as the owner and reflecting his Fulton County address; …; and a .223 caliber semi-automatic Ruger 
assault rifle and two magazines of .223 ammunition.  Nine days after Al-Amin’s arrest, his black Mercedes 
automobile was recovered on private property in the Whitehall area; the license plate was found in a nearby 
shed.  Numerous bullet holes were visible in the car.  Bullets which had been fired from the service revolvers 
of both Deputies Kinchen and English were removed from the wheel rim, fame, windshield, and rear seat of 
the vehicle.  Ballistics evidence also established that two 9 millimeter metal jacket bullets which had been 
removed from Deputy Kinchen’s abdomen and femur had been fired from the 9 millimeter pistol recovered at 
the time of Al-Amin’s arrest in Whitehall.  It was also shown that shell casings collected from the site of the 
Fulton County shootings had been ejected from that weapon.  Numerous .223 caliber cartridge casings 
collected both at the site of the Fulton County shootings and in the vicinity of Al-Amin’s arrest, had been 
ejected from the .223 caliber Ruger rifle found along with Al-Amin’s personal belongings on the morning 
after his arrest in Whitehall.  The evidence was sufficient for a rational trier of fact to have found Al-Amin 
guilty of the crimes for which he was convicted.  Al-Amin v. State, 278 Ga. 74, 74 - 76 (2004) (footnote and 
citation omitted). !

ü The police found Sanders, Chapman’s mother, in her apartment, dead of asphyxiation.  She had been missing 
for several days.  He body was in the closet of the master bedroom, wrapped in a sheet, and dressed in a 
nightgown.  Her head was wrapped in a plastic bag taped to her neck; another plastic bag was outside that, 
unsecured.  Layers of packing tape covered her head from her eyes to her lips.  Her arms and legs were tied 
with cord and wrapped in packing tape.  …  Chapman, aged 15 lived with Sanders.  He often cursed and 
threatened her.  He and co-defendant Murphy were frequently in the apartment in the days before the body’s 
discovery.  When asked about Sanders, they said she was not home.  There was testimony about several 
inconsistent statements Chapman made to the police.  …  Murphy also made several statements to the police.  
He initially denied knowing anything about Sander’s death, then admitted seeing the body, already bound, 
but denied moving it.  He later stated that he placed the bag on Sander’s head, wrapped her in a sheet, and put 
her in the closet.  …  The evidence was sufficient to authorize the jury to convict the defendants of felony 
murder.  Chapman v. State, 723 Ga. 865, 865-67 (2001).  !

11.7.2.2 Aggravated battery as the underlying felony !
ü Because the case is based solely on circumstantial evidence, the evidence must be sufficient to exclude every 

reasonable hypothesis of guilt except that of the guilt of the accused.  Nixon contends that the evidence did 
not exclude what he contends is the reasonable hypothesis that Mr. Blake inflicted the lethal beating.  The 
undisputed evidence, however, shows Mr. Blake did not have contact with Savieon after approximately 3:00 
p.m. on November 21.  Moreover, Dr. Clark testified that Savieon likely would have become unconscious or 
unresponsive shortly after such a beating and that the time of death was two to four hours before Savieon 
arrived at the hospital at approximately 12:35 p.m.  This evidence supports the jury’s rejection of the 
hypothesis that Mr. Blake killed Savieon.  Similarly, the evidence supports the jury’s rejection of the other 
hypothesis that Nixon contends is reasonable – that Denise Blake killed her son.  Both Nixon’s statement to 
the police and Ms. Blake’s testimony were to the effect that Ms. Blake did not beat Savieon during the night 
of November 21 – 22, and that, when Ms. Blake left the house around 7:00 or 8:00 a.m. on November 22, 
Savieon appeared fine.  This evidence, combined with the medical testimony and time line provided by Dr. 
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Clark, supports the jury’s rejection of the hypothesis that Ms. Blake killed her child.  Viewing the evidence in 
the light most favorable to the verdict supports only one reasonable hypothesis: that Nixon beat Savieon and 
caused his death.  Accordingly, we conclude the evidence is sufficient to support Nixon’s conviction for 
felony murder.  Nixon v. State, 284 Ga. 800, 802 -03 (2009) (footnotes omitted). !

11.7.2.3 Armed robbery as the underlying felony !
ü Construed most strongly in support of the verdicts, the evidence shows that during an attempted robbery, 

Wilson hit one victim on the head with a gun, and co-defendant Michael Thorpe shot and killed the other 
victim…. The evidence was sufficient for a rational trier of fact to find Wilson guilty beyond a reasonable 
doubt of the crimes for which he was convicted.  Wilson v. State, 286 Ga. 141, 142 (2009) (citations 
omitted). !

11.7.2.4 Arson as the underlying felony !
ü A person commits the offense of arson in the first degree when, by means of fire or explosive, he or she 

knowingly damages or knowingly causes, aids, abets, encourages, hires, counsels, or procures another to 
damage specified property under certain circumstances.  That statute does not require that the accused 
personally set the fire or possess ignitable materials.  The evidence is sufficient where, as here, the defendant 
knowingly damages or knowingly aids another to damage property by adding fuel to the fire…. The 
particular subsection of the arson statute which Vega was charged with violating requires that the defendant’s 
acts take place under such circumstances that is reasonably foreseeable that human life might be 
endangered…. The evidence shows that Vega had actual knowledge that he was endangering human life.  
Vega’s statements immediately after adding fuel to the fire and upon being restrained outside the building 
indicate that he knew that someone else was still in the building and probably died in the fire…. Viewed in 
the light most favorable to the verdict, the evidence was sufficient for a rational trier of fact to find Vega 
guilty of felony murder beyond a reasonable doubt.  Vega v. State, 285 Ga. 32, 32 - 33 (2009) (citations 
omitted). !

11.7.3. Voluntary manslaughter, O.C.G.A. §16-5-2 !
11.7.4. Involuntary manslaughter, O.C.G.A. §16-5-3 !
ü The victim and Campbell were fighting; the victim jumped on Campbell’s back and began hitting him. 

During the altercation, the victim received a stab wound to the heart that resulted in his death.  Post-mortem 
testing of the victim’s blood showed that he had a blood alcohol level of 0.097 and that he had 
methamphetamine in his system.  Later, a knife with a six and five-eighth inch blade was taken from 
Campbell.  After Campbell drove away, Campbell said that he hoped the victim did not die.  Later, Campbell 
told another person that he thought he had killed someone.  Campbell was indicted for felony involuntary 
manslaughter.  This evidence was sufficient to establish Campbell’s guilt of the crimes for which he was 
convicted beyond a reasonable doubt.  Campbell v. State, 297 Ga. App. 387, 388 - 89 (2009). !

11.7.5. Offering to assist in the commission of suicide, O.C.G.A. §16-5-5 !
11.7.6. Feticide !
11.7.6.1. Feticide, O.C.G.A. §16-5-80 (a) !
11.7.6.2. Voluntary manslaughter of an unborn child, O.C.G.A. §16-5-80 (d) !
11.7.6.3. Performing partial birth abortion O.C.G.A. §16-12-144 !
11.7.7. Homicide by  interference with a traffic control device O.C.G.A. §40-6-396 !
11.7.8. Homicide by vehicle !
ü A trooper who arrived on the scene shortly after the collision determined that the dump truck belonged to Mr. 

Helmeci, who was found at the scene.  The trooper also identified another man who had been in the truck 
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with Helmeci and described that man as “crippled.”  The trooper read Helmeci the implied consent warnings 
and took him to the hospital, where he voluntarily gave blood and urine samples.  At trial, he identified 
Helmeci as the operator of the dump truck.  Helmeci did not testify at trial, and nothing in the record shows 
he ever claimed he was not driving the truck.  Likewise, no evidence showed the handicapped man in the 
dump truck with Helmeci was its driver.  The evidence presented allowed the jury to determine Helmeci 
drove the dump truck and to exclude his alternative hypothesis and all others.  Helmeci v. State, 230 Ga. App. 
866, 869 (1998) (citations omitted). !

11.7.8.1. Homicide by vehicle in the first degree, O.C.G.A. §40-6-393 (a), (b), (d) !
11.7.8.2. Homicide by vehicle in the second degree, O.C.G.A. §40-6-393 (c) !
11.7.8.3. Feticide by vehicle, O.C.G.A. §40-6-393.1 !
11.8. HIV infected persons, O.C.G.A. §16-5-60 (c) !
11.9. Interference with custody, O.C.G.A. §16-5-45 !
11.10. Kidnapping, O.C.G.A. §16-5-40 !
11.10.1. Kidnapping for ransom, O.C.G.A. §16-5-40 (d) (3) !
11.10.2. Kidnapping when the victim received bodily injury, O.C.G.A. §16-5-40 (d) (4) !
ü It is a fundamental rule in Georgia that jury instructions must be read and considered as a whole in 

determining whether the charge contained error.  Early in the charge, the trial court read the allegations of the 
indictment to the jury, then told the jury that in order to convict, it must find that McDougal committed the 
offense as described in the indictment, and later defined kidnapping with bodily harm in the general terms of 
the statute. … The mere presence of evidence of other injuries did not create a fatal variance between the 
allegations of the indictment and the proof, we conclude that the mere presence of that evidence did not 
authorize the jury to convict McDougal of kidnapping with bodily harm based on injuries other than those 
alleged in the indictment.  That conclusion is bolstered by the fact that the injuries alleged in the indictment 
were described in the context of the kidnapping while the evidence of the other injuries was given only in the 
context of the rape charge.  Considering the charge and the evidence together, we hold that the habeas court 
erred in its conclusion that McDougal’s conviction would have been reversed had the jury charge issue been 
raised on appeal.  Lewis v. McDougal, 276 Ga. 861, 864 (2003) (citation omitted). !

11.11. Piercing of the body, O.C.G.A. §16-5-71.1 !
11.12. Pointing or aiming gun or pistol at another, O.C.G.A. §16-11-102 !
11.13. Reckless conduct causing harm to another, O.C.G.A. §16-5-60 (b) !
11.14. Tattooing, O.C.G.A. §16-5-71; O.C.G.A. §16-12-5 !
11.15. Terroristic threats, O.C.G.A. §16-11-37 (a) !
11.16. Terroristic act, O.C.G.A. §16-11-37 (b) !
11.17. Trafficking of persons for labor or sexual servitude, O.C.G.A. §16-5-46 !
12. Cruelty to animals !
13. Damage to Property !
13.1. Arson !
13.1.1. Arson in the first degree, O.C.G.A. §16-7-60 
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!
13.1.2. Arson in the second degree, O.C.G.A. §16-7-61 !
13.1.3. Arson in the third degree, O.C.G.A. §16-7-62 !
13.1.4. Burning woodlands, brush, fields, or other lands, O.C.G.A. §16-7-63 (a) (1), (2) !
13.1.4.1. Discarding lighted cigarette, or other flaming or smoldering material, O.C.G.A. §16-7-63 (a) (3) !
13.1.4.2. Damaging or destroying wild fire detection or suppression material or devices, O.C.G.A. §16-7-63 (a) 

(4) !
13.2. Criminal damage to property in the first degree !
13.2.1. Interferes with property in a manner so as to endanger human life, O.C.G.A. §16-7-22 (a) (1) !
13.2.2. Interferes with any system of public communication, O.C.G.A. §16-7-22 (a) (2) !
13.2.3. Interferes with any system of public transportation, O.C.G.A. §16-7-22 (a) (2) !
13.2.4. Interferes with any public utility, O.C.G.A. §16-7-22 (a) (2) !
13.3. Criminal damage to property in the second degree !
13.3.1. Damage to property exceeds $500, O.C.G.A. §16-7-23 (a) (1) !
ü Viewed in a light to uphold the jury’s verdict, the charges arose from an incident wherein Adame, while 

intoxicated, became enraged at her boyfriend, J.M., for an insult he leveled at her housekeeping skills.  As a 
result, Adame kicked in J.M.’s china cabinet.  When he tried to stop further damage by grabbing Adame’s 
arms and wrestling her onto a sofa, Adame pulled away.  She retrieved an aluminum baseball bat from an 
adjacent porch, with which she reentered the house and hit J.M. in the head, tearing off half of his ear; she 
exited into the carport and broke out several windows on J.M.’s 1996 Ford Mustang; she again reentered the 
house and located J.M. in the bathroom trying to staunch the bleeding; she beat him in the back with the bat; 
then, she again exited into the carport and broke out the remainder of the Mustang’s windows.  Adame v. 
State, 244 Ga. App. 257, 257-58 (2000). !

13.3.2. Damage property by means of fire or explosive, O.C.G.A. §16-7-23 (a) (2) !
13.4. Criminal trespass by damage to property $500 or less, O.C.G.A. §16-7-21 (a) !
13.5. Damaging or destroying mail or mail boxes, O.C.G.A. §16-7-27 !
13.6. Damaging or interfering with property of public utilities, O.C.G.A. §16-7-25 !
13.7. Interference with government property, O.C.G.A. §16-7-24 !
13.8. Vandalism to a place of worship, O.C.G.A. §16-7-26 !
14. Domestic terrorism, O.C.G.A. §16-4-10 !
15. Drugs and Drug Related Offenses !
15.1. Abandoning a dangerous drug or controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-3 !
15.2. Controlled substances !
15.2.1. Distribute a controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (b) !
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ü On appeal of a criminal conviction, the standard of review is whether, after viewing the evidence in the light 
most favorable to the prosecution, any rational trier of fact could have found the essential elements of the 
crime beyond a reasonable doubt.  Furthermore, the determination of a witness’ credibility, including the 
accuracy of eyewitness identification, is within the exclusive province of the jury.  This Court determines the 
sufficiency of the evidence, but does not weigh the evidence or determine witness credibility.  In light of 
Officer Tessmer’s testimony, the jury was authorized to and did reject the testimony of Alexander that the 
defendant was not home on the night of July 25, 1991, and that she was the only one involved in the sale of 
cocaine.  … The evidence in this case is sufficient for a rational trier of fact to have found the defendant 
guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of the offense of being a party to the sale of cocaine.  Little v. State, 230 
Ga. App. 803, 804-05 (1998) (citations omitted). !

ü Not only was the drug transaction in question captured on a tape that was played for the jury, Wall identified 
Starks as the person who sold him crack cocaine.  In addition, the three photocopied $20 bills that were found 
in Starks’s pants and search of Wall before and after the transaction rule out the possibility that he brought the 
drugs to the buy himself.  Although the evidence was circumstantial, the State need not exclude every 
hypothesis other than Starks’ guilt; it need only exclude every reasonable hypothesis.  Contrary to Starks’ 
assertion, the only explanation he offered for possessing the photocopied bills was that they were given to 
him by Wall in repayment of a loan.  Contrary to Starks’ assertion, it is not reasonable that Starks, who was 
disabled and on a fixed income, would lend money to persons he barely knew.  Starks’ assertion that the 
forensic chemist could not state with certainty that he material tested was cocaine is belied by the record.  
The expert testified unequivocally that based upon the two tests performed, the material contained cocaine.  
The evidence did not demand a verdict of acquittal, and the trial court did not err in denying Starks’ motion 
for a directed verdict.  Starks v. State, 240 Ga. App. 346, 351 (1997) (citation omitted). !

ü The evidence demonstrated that defendant sold cocaine to two undercover narcotics agents on three separate 
days, January 8, 1987, February 3, 1987, and February 17, 1987, and that defendant was paid $75, $100 and 
$140 for the cocaine sales.  …  The evidence was sufficient to enable any rational trier of fact to find 
defendant guilty of selling cocaine on three separate occasions beyond a reasonable doubt.  Hargrove v. State, 
188 Ga. App. 336 (1988) (citation omitted). !

15.2.2. Manufacture a controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (b) !
15.2.2.1. Causing or permitting a child to present while manufacturing methamphetamine, O.C.G.A. §16-5-73 !
15.2.2.2. Possession of anhydrous ammonia, O.C.G.A. §16-11-111 !
15.2.2.3. Possession of substances with intent to use such substances for the manufacture of Schedule I or 

Schedule II controlled substances O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.5 !
15.2.3. Possess a controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (a) !
15.2.3.1. Actual possession !
15.2.3.1.1. Admission of possession !
ü Officers Anthony Branham and Todd Moye of the Lowndes County Sheriff’s Office drove onto residential 

property where individuals performed automotive work for the general public.  According to Branham, the 
property was located in a known drug area.  The officers got out of their car and saw White in the yard.  As 
they approached, White offered to wash and wax their car.…  While White was speaking, Branham noticed 
that White’s left thumb and index finger were pinched together as if he were hiding something.  White’s 
behavior prompted Branham to inquire whether White had any drugs.  White responded that he had “a nick 
weed,” which is street language for a small amount of marijuana.  When Branham pointed to White’s hand 
and asked if the marijuana was located between his fingers, White lowered his hand.  Fearing that White 
would try to get rid of the drugs, Branham grabbed White’s hand, and White dropped a piece of crack 
cocaine onto the ground.…  After White was read his Miranda rights, he admitted that he owned the cocaine 
and that he had planned to exchange it for sex.  White also admitted that he had a crack pipe in his pocket.  A 
search of White’s person produced the pipe….   The jury was authorized to find White guilty beyond a 
reasonable doubt of possessing cocaine.  White v. State, 267 Ga. App. 200 (2004) (footnotes omitted). 



!47

!
15.2.3.1.2. Circumstantial evidence of possession !
ü Drake said that Veasley knocked on the door while she was visiting Banks and that Banks and Veasley spoke 

to each other for a short time.  Veasley returned about thirty minutes later and spoke to Banks in the kitchen.  
Drake heard Banks scream and then saw Veasley holding Banks in a headlock and stabbing him with a knife.  
Drake tried to pull Veasley off of Banks and then ran from the apartment and yelled for help.  Veasley chased 
Drake and attacked her in the parking lot by choking her and poking her in the eye.  Veasley stopped when 
Drake pretended she had died.  Drake returned to the apartment and while she was talking to Banks, Veasley 
crashed through the front window still holding the knife.  He chased Drake around the apartment and she 
grabbed the blade of the knife to thwart the renewed attack.  Veasley stabbed Drake in the neck until the 
handle of the knife snapped off.  Veasley left after Drake convinced him she had called the police.  Banks 
died at the scene as a result of the multiple stab wounds and Drake suffered stab wounds in her neck and on 
her hands.  Drake identified Veasley in a photographic lineup and identified him at trial.  Bank’s brother … 
told the police of his suspicion that Veasley, a former professional football player who frequently bought 
drugs from them, had been involved in the incident.  The police went to Veasley’s apartment where they 
observed blood stains on the windowsill and a bloodied bottle of car bleach in the carport.  The police 
obtained a search warrant to search Veasley’s apartment and discovered the following: a bag of wet, bloody 
clothing, a basin of water and blood, blood-stained cocaine, blood on the interior doorway, walls, bathroom 
sink and mat, and on the bed and pillows, and one shoe which matched a shoe found at the crime scene.…  
We conclude that the evidence adduced was sufficient to enable a rational trier of fact to find beyond a 
reasonable doubt that Veasley was guilty of malice murder, the aggravated assaults and possession of 
cocaine.  Veasley v. State, 275 Ga. 516, 516 - 17(2002) (citation omitted). !

15.2.3.1.3. Possession of residue !
ü The final count charged Buckner with possessing cocaine.  Evidence showed that police found on Buckner’s 

person a crack pipe which contained cocaine residue.  The evidence sufficed to sustain this conviction.  
Buckner v. State, 253 Ga. App. 294, 296 (2002). !

15.2.3.2 Constructive possession (see also Defense Equal Access outline) !
✓ So long as there is slight evidence of access, power, and intention to exercise dominion or control over the 

contraband, the question of fact as to constructive possession remains with the jury.  Davenport v. State, 308 
Ga. App. 140, 145 (2011) (fn omitted). 

    
15.2.3.2.1 Presumption of possession based on control over are where drugs were located !
15.2.3.2.1.1 Real property !
ü Ezzard presented evidence at trial that he no longer lived with his girl friend and three children in his parent’s 

home.  The state, however, introduced evidence to the contrary.  On appeal the evidence must be viewed in a 
light most favorable to the verdict and appellant no longer enjoys a presumption of innocence; moreover, on 
appeal this court determines evidence sufficiency, and does not weigh the evidence or determine witness 
credibility.  Conflicts in testimony of the witnesses are a matter of credibility for the jury to resolve.  Because 
there was evidence presented from which a jury could have determined that Ezzard did stay in the room in 
which the drugs and other drug paraphernalia were found, we conclude on appeal that the evidence was 
sufficient as to that issue.  Ezzard v. State, 230 Ga. App. 147, 148 (1998) (citation omitted). !

ü The evidence showed that defendants rented premises from an owner who lived on contiguous property in a 
house some distance away.  The premises rented consisted of a main residence, a smaller house trailer and 
three cargo trailers, all surrounded by a chain link fence.  When the premises were searched pursuant to a 
search warrant, Sears, Gumina and her three small children, and four other adults were there.  LSD, cocaine, 
marijuana and drug paraphernalia were found in the main residence, most of the drugs in the master 
bedroom, which was Sears’ and Gumina’s bedroom.  Numerous guns, most of them loaded, were also 
discovered.  A police officer testified that when he showed Gumina a large quantity of marijuana found in her 
bedroom closet, she took some cocaine from a dresser drawer and told the officer it was hers.  A frisk search 
of Sears produced a glass vial with cocaine residue.  Defendants testified that the other four adults were 
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known to Sears’ brother and were permitted to stay on the premises for a few days, which had extended to 
three weeks at the time of the search.  They testified that they let the four visitors sleep in the main residence 
while they slept in the smaller house trailer.  The defendants denied any knowledge of any drugs on the 
premises and implied that the drugs found must have been brought there by others. … We find the evidence 
sufficient to authorize a rational jury to find defendants guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.  Gumina v. State, 
166 Ga. App. 592, 593 - 94 (1983). !

15.2.3.2.1.2 Vehicle !
15.2.3.2.2 Presumption of possession based on proximity to the drugs !
15.2.3.3 Joint possession !
✓ Here the evidence was sufficient to support both Davenport and Walsh’s convictions for possession of 

methamphetamine.  first, Labretone testified that all three defendants were smoking methamphetamine inside 
the SUV prior too the police stop and had been doing os for approximately 30 minutes.  Labretone also 
testified that he hid contraband -- including a substance that tested positive for methamphetamine and the 
methamphetamine pipe that the defendants used -- in his underwear at Walsh’s request.  Davenport v. State, 
308 Ga. App. 140, 145 - 46 (2011). !

15.2.4. Possess a controlled substance with intent to distribute O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (b) !
15.2.4.1. Direct evidence of intent to distribute !
15.2.4.2. Circumstantial evidence of intent to distribute (presumption of intent to distribute based on) !
ü A finding of constructive possession must be based upon some connection between the defendant and the 

contraband other than spatial proximity.  Evidence of mere presence at the scene of the crime, and nothing 
more to show participation of a defendant in the illegal act, is insufficient to support a conviction.  The 
evidence in the case sub judice authorized the jury to conclude defendant was in joint possession of the 
premises with his co-indictee, who was the named lessee.  This is circumstantial evidence that defendant, as 
opposed to any social guest, possessed the contraband packaged for distribution.  A rebuttable presumption 
arises when one leases a room, and contraband is found therein, that the lessee is in possession of the entire 
premises and all the property found on the premises.  This presumption may be overcome by evidence that 
others have access to the premises.  Whether this presumption is rebutted is solely a jury question.  In the 
case sub judice, corroborating this inference of possession is the proof of defendant’s prior sale at this same 
residence and the large amount of cash found upon his person; whereas, the others present held substantial 
but smaller sums.  This evidence, although circumstantial, is sufficient to authorize the jury’s verdict that 
defendant is guilty, beyond a reasonable doubt, of possessing cocaine and marijuana with the intent to 
distribute, within 1,000 feet of a public housing project, as alleged in the indictment.  …  Consequently, the 
trial court did not err in denying defendant’s motion for directed verdict of acquittal.  Whitfield v. State, 217 
Ga. App. 402, 405 (1995) (citations omitted). !

15.2.4.2.1. Amount of drugs !
15.2.4.2.2. Packaging of drugs !
15.2.4.2.3. Paraphernalia (scales etc.) !
15.2.4.2.4. Prior acts !
15.2.4.2.5. Proceeds (money) !
15.2.5. Trafficking !
15.2.5.1. Trafficking amphetamine O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (e) !
15.2.5.1.1. Trafficking amphetamine by distribution O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (e) 
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!
15.2.5.1.2. Trafficking amphetamine by possession O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (e) !
15.2.5.1.3. Trafficking amphetamine by manufacturing O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (f) !
15.2.5.2. Trafficking cocaine O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (a) !
ü To prove that Jackson was guilty of trafficking in cocaine, the State had to show that he knowingly possessed 

“28 grams or more of cocaine or any mixture with a purity of 10 percent or more of cocaine…” O.C.G.A. 
§16-13-31 (a) (1).  At trial, the evidence showed that officers seized a total of 105 grams of cocaine (with a 
purity of 53 percent), which was in an evidence bag containing a “large cookie” seized from Jackson and two 
small “rocks” seized from the driver.  The testimony at trial showed that the portion seized from Jackson was 
comparatively a much larger piece, not broken down into smaller portions like the two pieces seized from the 
driver.  An officer testified that the amount found on the driver was small and consistent with personal use 
and the amount found on Jackson was much larger and consistent with use for distribution or sale.  Based on 
the record before us, including the total weight of 105 grams and the evidence regarding what proportion was 
found on Jackson, we concluded that the evidence, when viewed in favor of the verdict, authorized a rational 
trier of fact to find that Jackson possessed 8 grams or more of cocaine.  Jackson v. State, 295 Ga. App. 427, 
429 (2009). !

ü Viewed in the light most favorable to the verdict, the evidence showed that drug task force agents used a 
confidential informant to arrange the purchase of nine ounces of cocaine from Respress.  Agents set up 
surveillance and observed Respress meet with the confidential informant at the designated location.  Respress 
then drove away and returned shortly thereafter with three passengers.  When Respress returned, agents 
conducted a “takedown” of the vehicle and its passengers and discovered a large amount of cocaine in the 
driver’s side back seat, on the passenger side floorboard, and between the front seats.  Agents retrieved more 
than 120 grams of cocaine from Respress’s vehicle.  …  The evidence sufficed to sustain the conviction.  
Respress v. State, 267 Ga. App. 654, 654-55 (2004). !

ü There was sufficient evidence for any rational trier of fact to find beyond a reasonable doubt the essential 
elements of trafficking cocaine.  The evidence at trial showed that Officer Joel McSwain of the Tallapoosa 
Drug Task Force was working with a confidential informant, whom he had worked with for six years, 
regarding information on a suspected cocaine dealer nicknamed “Smoke.”  The informant told the police that 
he had seen Smoke in the possession of a quarter kilogram of cocaine in a gray lockbox at Smoke’s 
residence, 135 Muse Bridge Road.  McSwain then met with the informant to make preparations for a 
controlled buy.  The informant called Smoke to set up the transaction, and Smoke agreed to meet the 
informant at a hotel.  The police used electronic surveillance to monitor the buy.  After Smoke arrived at the 
hotel, the informant signaled the police that he had seen cocaine, and McSwain initiated a takedown of 
Smoke, who was later identified as Johnson.  Sims provided the magistrate with an affidavit, sworn by Sims, 
seeking a search warrant for 135 Muse Bridge Road.  The affidavit set forth Sims’ experience in drug 
enforcement, information from the confidential informant that Johnson was selling cocaine from the 
residence, and information regarding he controlled buy.  The officers executed the warrant, finding a lockbox 
filled with scales and suspected cocaine.  The State’s forensic chemistry expert testified that the total amount 
of cocaine was 40.01 grams of 73.6 percent pure cocaine.  See Johnson v. State, 267 Ga. App. 549, 550 - 51 
(2004).   !

ü The evidence shows that law enforcement officer executed a search warrant at 133 Duke Street in Winder.  
…  Outside the house, officers “jimmied” open the locked doors of the Cadillac.  In the rear passenger 
compartment of the vehicle, officers recovered a bag containing a net weight of 44 grams of cocaine and a 
large number of small baggies.  Also in the car were an identification card and a credit card bearing 
Browner’s name.  An officer testified that he had previously seen Browner driving the Cadillac.  Further 
evidence showed that Browner owned the Cadillac.  The evidence was sufficient to sustain the verdict.  
Browner v. State, 265 Ga. App. 788, 788-89 (2004). !

ü The evidence shows that Wiggins was driving Davis’ car while Davis rode in the front passenger seat and 
Moody was in the backseat.  A deputy stopped the car for crossing the road’s centerline.  …  While trying to 
confirm Wiggin’s identity, the deputy called for a drug dog to be brought to the traffic stop.  About 30 
minutes after the stop, an officer arrived with the dog.  The dog sniffed around the car and alerted the officers 
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that there were drugs in the car.  Officers searched the car and found a package containing 165 grams of 
crack cocaine under the front passenger seat and another package containing 235 grams of powder cocaine in 
a bag sitting on the backseat.  …  The evidence was sufficient to support the jury’s finding that they 
knowingly possessed the more than 28 grams of cocaine found in their car and are thus guilty of trafficking 
cocaine.  Wiggins v. State, 258 Ga. App. 703, 704 (2002). !

ü In a trafficking in cocaine case evidence of street value is probative to help explain a person’s nervousness 
when his vehicle has been stopped by a law enforcement officer.  Wiggins v. State, 258 Ga. App. 703, 706 
(2002). !

ü The indictment charged Rivera with knowing possession of over 400 grams of cocaine.  Rivera was in 
possession of a baggage claim ticket for a bag containing five kilos of cocaine.  The bag had an identification 
card attached to it with the name “Miguel Rivera.”  After reviewing the evidence in the light most favorable 
to the verdict, we find that a rational trier of fact could have found proof of Rivera’s guilt beyond a 
reasonable doubt.  Riveria v. State, 247 Ga. App. 713, 715 (2001) (citations omitted). !

ü The trial court did not err in sentencing appellants to 25-year jail terms.  It is the conviction of the specific 
trafficking offense which authorizes the particular sentence, and not the language of the indictment, which 
correctly charged appellants with possession of more than 28 grams of cocaine with a purity in excess of 
10%.  The sentence was within the maximum sentence for the offense and is therefore not invalid or illegal.  
Moon v. State, 194 Ga. App. 777, 780 (1990) (citations omitted). !

ü Since O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 provides at paragraph (a) (1) (A) that the mandatory minimum for possession of 
more than 28 grams of cocaine is a ten-year sentence and paragraph (f) of the Code section provides that the 
maximum sentence is 30 years for “any provision of this Code section in regard to trafficking cocaine,” the 
25-year sentence in this case was well within the mandatory minimum of ten years, and the maximum of 30 
years.  Since the indictment for possession of more than 28 grams was correct, and the conviction was 
authorized by proof of possession of 17,108 grams, the trial court was authorized by §16-13-31 (f) to 
sentence up to 30 years.  We see no legal basis, and certainly no logic, in vacating that valid sentence merely 
because it happens to be the same amount as the mandatory minimum for possession of more than 400 
grams, and we are not authorized to imagine the trial court misunderstood the clear provisions of §16-13-31 
(a) (1) (C) and (f), or thought it was giving sentence for conviction of possession of 400 grams or more.  The 
sentence was well within the mandatory minimum set at §16-13-31 (a) (1) (C), and the 30-year maximum set 
at subparagraph (f) of the code section.  It is therefore legal, and not subject to further review by this court.  
Moon v. State, 194 Ga. App. 777, 780 - 81 (1990). !

15.2.5.3. Trafficking ecstasy O.C.G.A. §16-13-31.1 !
15.2.5.4. Trafficking marijuana O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (c) !
15.2.5.5. Trafficking methamphetamine O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (e) !
15.2.5.5.1. Trafficking methamphetamine by distribution O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (e) !
15.2.5.5.2. Trafficking methamphetamine by possession O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (e) !
15.2.5.5.3. Trafficking methamphetamine by manufacturing O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (f) !
15.2.5.6. Trafficking methaqualone O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (d) !
15.2.5.7. Trafficking morphine O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (b) !
15.2.5.8. Trafficking opium O.C.G.A. §16-13-31 (b) !
15.3. Counterfeit substances !
15.3.1. Distribute a counterfeit controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (i) !
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15.3.2. Manufacture a counterfeit controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (i) !
15.3.3. Possess a counterfeit controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (i) !
15.3.4. Possess a counterfeit controlled substance with intent to distribute O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (i) !
15.4. Drug free commercial zones !
15.4.1. Distribution of a controlled substance in a drug free commercial zone O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.6 (a) !
15.4.2. Distribution of marijuana in a drug free commercial zone O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.6 (a) !
15.4.3. Manufacture of a controlled substance in a drug free commercial zone O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.6 (a) !
15.4.4. Manufacture of marijuana in a drug free commercial zone O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.6 (a) !
15.4.5. Possession of a controlled substance with intent to distribute in a drug free commercial zone O.C.G.A. 

§16-13-32.6 (a) !
15.4.6. Possession of marijuana with intent to distribute in a drug free commercial zone O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.6 (a) !
15.5. Drug related objects !
15.5.1. Possession of drug related objects O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.2 !
15.5.2. Sale of drug related objects O.C.G.A. §16-13-32 (b) !
15.6. Imitation controlled substances !
15.6.1. Distribute an imitation controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.2 (a) !
15.6.2. Manufacture an imitation controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.2 (a) !
15.6.3. Possess an imitation controlled substance with intent to distribute O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.2 (a) !
15.7. Marijuana !
15.7.1. Distribute marijuana O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (j) !
15.7.2. Distribute marijuana flavored products to minors O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.6 (d) !
15.7.3. Manufacture marijuana O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (j) !
15.7.4. Possess one ounce of marijuana or less O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (j); 16-13-2 (b) !
15.7.5. Possess more than one ounce of marijuana O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (j) !
15.7.6. Possess marijuana with intent to distribute O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (j) !
15.8 Non-controlled substance represented to be a controlled substance or to have the same effect as a controlled 

substance  !
15.8.1 Distribute of non-controlled substance represented to be a controlled substance or to have the same effect as a 

controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.1 (a) (1) !
15.8.2 Manufacture of non-controlled substance represented to be a controlled substance or to have the same effect 

as a controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.1 (a) (1) !
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15.8.3 Possess of non-controlled substance represented to be a controlled substance or to have the same effect as a 
controlled substance with intent to distribute O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.1 (a) (1) !

15.9 Possession of more than 300 individual units or nine grams of ephedrine, pseudoephedrine, or 
phenylpropanolamine O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.3 (b) (1) !

15.10 Provide drug related object to a minor O.C.G.A. §16-13-1 (b) !
15.11 Public housing projects !
15.11.1 Distribution of a controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public housing project O.C.G.A. 

§16-13-32.5 (b) !
15.11.2 Distribution of a counterfeit controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public housing project 

O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
15.11.3 Distribution of marijuana within 1,000 feet of a public housing project O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
15.11.4 Manufacture of a controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public housing project O.C.G.A. 

§16-13-32.5 (b) !
15.11.5 Manufacture of a counterfeit controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public housing project 

O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
15.11.6 Manufacture of marijuana within 1,000 feet of a public housing project O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
15.11.7 Possession of a controlled substance with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a public housing 

project O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
15.11.8 Possession of a counterfeit controlled substance with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a public 

housing project O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
15.11.9 Possession of marijuana with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a public housing project 

O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (b) !
15.12 Public parks !
15.12.1 Distribution of a controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public park O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a) !
15.12.2 Distribution of a counterfeit controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public park O.C.G.A. 

§16-13-32.5 (a) !
15.12.3 Distribution of marijuana within 1,000 feet of a public park O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a) !
15.12.4 Manufacture of a controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public park O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a) !
15.12.5 Manufacture of a counterfeit controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public park O.C.G.A. 

§16-13-32.5 (a) !
15.12.6 Manufacture of marijuana within 1,000 feet of a public park O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a) !
15.12.7 Possession of a controlled substance with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a public park 

O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a) !
15.12.8 Possession of a counterfeit controlled substance with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a public 

park O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.5 (a) !
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15.12.9 Possession of marijuana with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a public housing park O.C.G.A. 
§16-13-32.5 (a) !

15.13 School zones !
15.13.1 Distribution of a controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public or private elementary or secondary 

school O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.4 (a) !
15.13.2 Distribution of marijuana within 1,000 feet of a public or private elementary or secondary school 

O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.4 (a) !
15.13.3 Manufacture of a controlled substance within 1,000 feet of a public or private elementary or 

secondary school O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.4 (a) !
15.13.4 Manufacture of marijuana within 1,000 feet of a public or private elementary or secondary school 

O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.4 (a) !
15.13.5 Possession of a controlled substance with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a public or private 

elementary or secondary school O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.4 (a) !
15.13.6 Possession of marijuana with intent to distribute within 1,000 feet of a public or private elementary or 

secondary school O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.4 (a) !
15.14 Using a communication facility (including a telephone) in committing or facilitating a violation of the 

Georgia Controlled Substances Act O.C.G.A. §16-13-32.3 (a) !
15.15 Using a minor to assisting in manufacturing or distributing controlled substance O.C.G.A. §16-13-30 (k) !
16 Escape and related offenses !
16.1 Aiding or permitting another to escape lawful custody or confinement, O.C.G.A. §16-10-53 !
16.2 Bail jumping, O.C.G.A. §16-10-51 !
16.3 Escape, O.C.G.A. §16-10—52 !
16.3.1 Felony !
16.3.2 Misdemeanor !
16.4 Hindering apprehension or punishment of criminal, O.C.G.A. §16-10-50 !
16.5 Interference with electronic monitoring devices, O.C.G.A. §16-7-29 !
17 Fraud !
ü Fraud cannot consist of mere broken promises, expressions of opinion, unfulfilled predictions or erroneous 

conjecture as to future events.  Koncul Enterprises, Inc. v. Fleet Finance, Inc., 630 S.E. 2d 567, 570 (Ga. App. 
2006). !

17.1 Computer and internet based fraud !
17.1.1 Misleading transmittal or use of individual name, trade name, registered trademark, logo, legal or official 

seal, or copyrighted symbol over computer or telephone network, O.C.G.A. §16-9-93.1 !
17.1.2 Initiation of deceptive commercial e-mail, O.C.G.A. §16-9-101 !
17.1.3 Fraudulent business practices using internet or electronic mail, O.C.G.A. §16-9-109.1 
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!
17.1.4 Spyware prohibited, O.C.G.A. §16-9-152 !
17.1.5 E-mail virus and denial of service attacks prohibited, O.C.G.A. §16-9-153 !
17.1.6 Inducement to install, copy, or execute software through misrepresentation prohibited, O.C.G.A. §16-9-154 !
17.2 Damaging, destroying or secreting property to defraud another, O.C.G.A. §16-9-53 !
17.3 Deceptive business practices, O.C.G.A. §16-9-50 !
17.4 Deposit account fraud, O.C.G.A. §16-9-20 !
17.5 Destruction, removal, concealment, encumbrance, or transfer of property subject to security interest, 

O.C.G.A. §16-9-51 !
17.6 Failing to pay for natural products or chattels, O.C.G.A. §16-9-58 !
17.7 False statements by telephone solicitors, O.C.G.A. §16-9-54 !
17.8 Financial transaction card fraud, O.C.G.A. §16-9-33 !
17.8.1 Factoring of financial transaction card records, O.C.G.A. §16-9-36.1 !
17.8.2 Unauthorized use of financial transaction card, O.C.G.A. §16-9-37 !
17.9 Foreclosure fraud, O.C.G.A. §16-9-60 !
17.10 Fraud against the government !
17.10.1 Conspiracy to defraud state or political subdivisions, O.C.G.A. §16-10-21 !
17.10.2 Conspiracy in restraint of free and open competition in transactions with state or political 

subdivisions, O.C.G.A. §16-10-22 !
17.10.3 False representation as representative of a peace officer organization or fire service organization, 

O.C.G.A. §16-9-57 !
17.10.4 False statements, concealment of facts, and fraudulent documents in matters within the jurisdiction of 

state or political subdivisions, O.C.G.A. §16-10-20 !
ü The evidence in this case shows that the FBI interviewed Tesler as part of a joint investigation with the APD, 

the GBI, and the Fulton County District Attorney’s Office into the facts surrounding the issuance and 
execution of the Neal Street warrant.  The Fulton County District Attorney’s Office had the power to exercise 
its authority to indict and prosecute any crimes uncovered during that investigation that occurred in Fulton 
County.  In other words, the District Attorney’s Office had the power to act upon information received as a 
result of the joint investigation.  Thus, Tesler’s false statements to the FBI, made as a part of that 
investigation, were made in a matter within the jurisdiction of the District Attorney’s Office.  As a result, 
those false statements violated O.C.G.A. §16-10-20.  Tesler v. State, 295 Ga. App. 569, 577 - 78 (2009) 
(citation omitted). !

17.10.5 Fraudulently obtaining public housing or reduction in public housing rent, O.C.G.A. §16-9-55 !
17.10.6 Impersonating a government employee, O.C.G.A. §16-10-23 !
17.11 Fraudulent attempt to obtain refund, O.C.G.A. §16-9-56 !
17.12 Identity fraud, O.C.G.A. §16-9-121 
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!
17.13 Improper solicitation of money, O.C.G.A. §16-9-52 !
17.14 Misrepresenting the origin or ownership of timber or agricultural commodities, O.C.G.A. §16-9-61 !
17.15 Operation of a credit repair services organization, O.C.G.A. §16-9-59 !
17.16 Receipt of goods or services fraudulently obtained, O.C.G.A. §16-9-35 !
17.17 Residential mortgage fraud, O.C.G.A. §16-8-102 !
17.18 Transferring a firearm to an individual other than the actual buyer, O.C.G.A. §16-11-113 !
18 Gambling, O.C.G.A. §16-12-21 !
18.1 Advertising commercial gambling, O.C.G.A. §16-12-26 !
18.2 Bribery of a contestant, O.C.G.A. §16-12-33 !
18.3 Commercial gambling, O.C.G.A. §16-12-22 !
18.4 Communicating gambling information, O.C.G.A. §16-12-28 !
18.5 Dog fighting, O.C.G.A. §16-12-37 !
18.6 Keeping a gambling place, O.C.G.A. §16-12-23 !
18.7 Possession, manufacture, or transfer of gambling device, O.C.G.A. §16-12-24 !
18.8 Pyramid promotional schemes, O.C.G.A. §16-12-38 !
18.9 Solicitation of another to gamble, O.C.G.A. §16-12-25 !
18.10 Soliciting or accepting a bribe to influence the outcome of an athletic contest, sporting event, or exhibition, 

O.C.G.A. §16-12-34 !
19 Hijacking !
19.1 Hijacking an aircraft, O.C.G.A. §16-5-44 !
19.2 Hijacking a bus or rapid rail vehicle O.C.G.A. §16-12-123 !
19.3 Hijacking a motor vehicle, O.C.G.A. §16-5-44.1 !
20 Invasion of privacy !
20.1 Eavesdropping, surveillance, or intercepting communication which invades privacy of another, O.C.G.A. 

§16-11-62 !
20.2 Peeping Toms !
20.3 Possession, sale, or distribution of eavesdropping devices, O.C.G.A. §16-11-63 !
20.4 Stalking a related offenses !
20.4.1 Stalking O.C.G.A. §16-5-90 !
20.4.2 Aggravated stalking O.C.G.A. §16-5-91 
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!
20.4.3Violation of a family violence protective order O.C.G.A. §16-5-95 !
21 Licensing and regulatory violations !
21.1 “Brady Law” violations (applies only to government officials), O.C.G.A. §16-11-172 (c) !
21.2 Buying or selling the human body or parts O.C.G.A. §16-12-160 !
21.3 Carrying a pistol without a license, O.C.G.A. §16-11-128 !
21.4 Obtaining an abortion O.C.G.A. §16-12-140 !
21.5 Sale of new motor vehicles not manufactured in compliance with Federal standards, O.C.G.A. §16-9-110 !
21.6 Selling or dispensing dangerous drugs or controlled substances without FDA approval O.C.G.A. §16-13-4 !
22 Obstruction of Justice related offenses !
22.1 Concealing the death of another person, O.C.G.A. §16-10-31 !
22.2 Destroying or injuring a police animal, O.C.G.A. §16-11-107 !
22.3 False report of a crime, O.C.G.A. §16-10-26 !
22.3.1 False report of the theft of a motor vehicle O.C.G.A. §40-3-92 !
22.4 False swearing, O.C.G.A. §16-10-71 !
• Any person who shall make any false statement in any application for the registration of any vehicle, or in 

transferring any certificate of registration, or in applying for a new certificate of registration, shall be guilty 
of false swearing, whether or not an oath is actually administered to him, if such statement shall purport to be 
under oath.  O.C.G.A. §40-2-3. !

22.5 Giving false name, address, or birth date to a law enforcement officer, O.C.G.A. §16-10-25 !
22.6 Impersonating another in the acknowledgment of recognizance, bail, or judgment, O.C.G.A. §16-10-73 !
22.7 Impersonating another in the course of an action, proceeding, or prosecution, O.C.G.A. §16-10-96 !
22.8 Obstructing or hindering law enforcement officers, O.C.G.A. §16-10-24 !
ü The offense of felony obstruction could be committed merely by knowingly and willfully resisting, 

obstructing, or opposing the law enforcement officer while the latter is in the lawful discharge of his official 
duties, and by offering or doing violence, such as, a simple battery on the officer.  Williams v. State, 228 Ga. 
App. 289, 292 (1997) (citations omitted). !

22.8.1 Felony obstruction of law enforcement officer O.C.G.A. §16-10-24 (b) !
ü Examination of the indictment and the trial record in its totality reveals that simple battery by biting was the 

violence used to support the felony obstruction conviction; the State did not argue at trial, neither does it 
assert on appeal, that an aggravated assault of the officer had occurred.  Williams v. State, 228 Ga. App. 289, 
292 (1997). !

22.8.2 Fleeing and attempting to elude police officer O.C.G.A. §40-6-395 !
ü The theft by taking count alleged that on December 14, 1998, Buckner stole a Mustang vehicle owned by the 

Kings.  This offense is defined as the unlawful taking of another’s property with the intent of depriving that 
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owner of the property.  The evidence showed that four days after the Kings’ vehicle disappeared from their 
driveway, police spotted the vehicle and activated their blue lights in an attempt to stop it, only to have the 
driver speed away.  When the vehicle crashed, an officer chased the fleeing driver on foot and got a good 
look at the driver’s face before he escaped.  At trial the officer identified Buckner as the driver.  In the 
Mustang, officers found various receipts for clothing left by Buckner at a dry cleaning establishment.  
Buckner’s fingerprint was also found on the driver’s side door.  The evidence sufficed to sustain the 
conviction of fleeing to elude an officer.  Buckner v. State, 253 Ga. App. 294 (2002) (citations omitted). !

22.8.2.1 Felony fleeing and attempting to elude police officer O.C.G.A. §40-6-395 (b) (5) (A) !
22.8.2.2 Misdemeanor fleeing and attempting to elude police officer O.C.G.A. §40-6-395 (b) (1) !
22.8.3 Misdemeanor obstruction of law enforcement officer O.C.G.A. §16-10-24 (a) !
ü Flight is sufficient is certain cases to constitute misdemeanor obstruction of an officer.  Walker v. State, 228 

Ga. App. 509, 512 (1997) (citation omitted). !
22.9 Perjury, O.C.G.A. §16-10-70 !
22.10 Removal or attempted removal of a weapon from a public official, O.C.G.A. §16-10-33 !
22.11 Tampering with evidence, O.C.G.A. §16-10-94 !
22.11.1 Removing body or body parts from the scene or death or dismemberment O.C.G.A. §16-12-161 !
22.11.2 Willful destruction, alteration, or falsification of medical records, O.C.G.A. §16-10-94.1 !
22.12 Tampering with the judge or jury !
22.12.1 Embracery, O.C.G.A. §16-10-91 !
22.12.2 Illegal remuneration of judges and law enforcement officials, O.C.G.A. §16-10-98 !
22.12.3 Intimidation or injury of grand or petit juror or court officer, O.C.G.A. §16-10-97 !
22.13 Tampering with witnesses !
22.13.1 Acceptance of benefit, reward, or consideration by witness for changing testimony or being absent 

from trial, hearing, or other proceeding, O.C.G.A. §16-10-92 !
22.13.2 Compounding a crime, O.C.G.A. §16-10-90 !
22.13.3 Influencing witness, O.C.G.A. §16-10-93 !
22.13.4 Subornation of perjury or false swearing, O.C.G.A. §16-10-72 !
22.13.5 Threatening witnesses in official proceedings, O.C.G.A. §16-10-32 !
23 Offenses against public order and safety !
23.1 Affray, O.C.G.A. §16-11-32 !
23.2 Air, bus, and rail terminals !
23.2.1 Avoiding or interfering with security measures O.C.G.A. §16-12-25 !
23.2.2 Interfering with safety or traffic control devices  O.C.G.A. §16-12-126 !
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23.2.3 Removing luggage without consent of the owner or transportation company representative O.C.G.A. 
§16-12-124 !

23.2.4 Weapons related offenses !
23.2.4.1 Carrying a weapon or explosive device into the terminal O.C.G.A. §16-12-127 (a) (1) !
23.2.4.2 Placing the weapon or explosive device in checked baggage without notifying the transportation 

company O.C.G.A. §16-12-127 (a) (2) !
23.3 Disorderly conduct, O.C.G.A. §16-11-39 !
23.4 Emergency phone calls !
23.4.1 Obstructing or hindering persons making emergency telephone calls, O.C.G.A. §16-10-24.3 !
23.4.2 Unlawful conduct during 911 call, O.C.G.A. §16-11-39.2 !
23.4.3 Refusal to relinquish a telephone party line in case of emergency, O.C.G.A. §16-11-42 !
23.4.4 Request for ambulance service when not reasonably needed, O.C.G.A. §16-10-29 !
23.5 Harassment of assistance dog, O.C.G.A. §16-11-107.1 !
23.6 Impersonating a law enforcement officer, O.C.G.A. §16-10-23 !
23.7 Loitering and prowling, O.C.G.A. §16-11-36 !
23.8 Maintaining a disorderly house, O.C.G.A. §16-11-44 !
23.9 Obstructing or hindering firefighters, O.C.G.A. §16-10-24.1 !
23.10 Obstructing or hindering emergency medical personnel, O.C.G.A. §16-10-24.2 !
23.11 Public drunkenness, O.C.G.A. §16-11-41 !
23.12 Public transportation !
23.12.1 Fares !
23.12.1.1 Gains entry into a bus, rapid rail car, or station without paying the fare O.C.G.A. §16-12-120.1 (4) !
23.12.1.2 Making, possessing or selling an altered fare card or token O.C.G.A. §16-12-120.1 (1) !
23.12.1.3 Obtaining a fare card or token by fraud or illegal means O.C.G.A. §16-12-120.1 (2) !
23.12.1.4 Providing entry into any bus, rapid rail car, or station without payment of the proper fare O.C.G.A. 

§16-12-120.1 (3) !
23.12.2 The following acts are prohibited in a public transit bus, a rapid rail car, a rapid rail station, or 

intermodal bus station: !
23.12.2.1 Boards a bus through the exit door O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (8) !
23.12.2.2 Consuming food or beverages O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (4) !
23.12.2.3 Defecating O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (1) !
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23.12.2.4 Distributing commercial handbills or flyers O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a.1) (2) !
23.12.2.5 Entering or exiting a bus or rapid rail car through an emergency exit in the absence of an emergency 

O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (10) !
23.12.2.6 Entering the operator’s cab or driver’s seat of a bus or rapid rail car O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (11) !
23.12.2.7 Littering O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (2) !
23.12.2.8 Obstructs, hinders, interferes with, or disrupts the operation of a bus or rapid rail car O.C.G.A. 

§16-12-120 (a) (7) !
23.12.2.9 Obstructs, hinders, interferes with, or disrupts the operator of a bus or rapid rail car O.C.G.A. 

§16-12-120 (a) (7) !
23.12.2.10 Obstructs, hinders, interferes with, or disrupts the passengers of a bus or rapid rail car O.C.G.A. 

§16-12-120 (a) (7) !
23.12.2.11 Playing electronic device without earphones O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (5) !
23.12.2.12 Possesses acid O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (6) !
23.12.2.13 Possesses dangerous articles O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (6) !
23.12.2.14 Possesses explosives O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (6) !
23.12.2.15 Possesses live animals O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (6) !
23.12.2.16 Remains on a bus or rapid rail car after it has finished its route and passengers have been advised to 

exit O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (9) !
23.12.2.17 Selling or offering to sell goods and services without a grant of concession by the public 

transportation authority or carrier O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a.1) (1) !
23.12.2.18 Smoking tobacco in any form O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (3) !
23.12.2.19 Soliciting money O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a.1) (1) !
23.12.2.20 Spitting O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (1) !
23.12.2.21 Urinating O.C.G.A. §16-12-120 (a) (1) !
23.13 Refusal to obey official request at fire or other emergency, O.C.G.A. §16-10-30 !
23.14 Riot, O.C.G.A. §16-11-30 !
23.14.1 Inciting to riot, O.C.G.A. §16-11-31  !
23.14.2 Unlawful assembly, O.C.G.A. §16-11-33 !
23.14.3 Preventing or disrupting lawful meetings, gatherings, or processions, O.C.G.A. §16-11-34 !
23.14.4 Preventing or disrupting General Assembly sessions, O.C.G.A. §16-11-34.1 !
23.14.5 Disorderly or disruptive conduct at any funeral or memorial service, O.C.G.A. §16-11-34.2 !
23.14.6 Obstructing highways, streets, sidewalks, or other public passages, O.C.G.A. §16-11-43 !
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23.15 Smoking in a public place, O.C.G.A. §16-12-2 !
23.16Transmitting false report of a fire, O.C.G.A. §16-10-27 !
23.17 Transmitting a false public alarm (bomb threat), O.C.G.A. §16-10-28 !
23.18 Weapons, use of weapons !
23.18.1 Discharge of a firearm near a public highway or street, O.C.G.A. §16-11-103 !
23.18.2 Discharging a firearm while under the influence of alcohol or drugs, O.C.G.A. §16-11-134 !
23.18.3 Misuse of firearm or archery tackle while hunting, O.C.G.A. §16-11-108 !
23.18.4 Training another to manufacture or use dangerous weapons, explosive devices, or illegal firearms, 

O.C.G.A. §16-11-151 !
24 Possession of instrumentalities to aid in the commission of crime !
24.1 Possession of tools for the commission of crime, O.C.G.A. §16-7-20 !
24.2 Possession of a vehicle with false or secret compartments, O.C.G.A. §16-11-112 !
24.3 Possession of weapons !
24.3.1 Carrying a concealed weapon, O.C.G.A. §16-11-126 !
24.3.2 Carrying a deadly weapon to or at a public gathering, O.C.G.A. §16-11-127 !
24.3.3 Carrying a deadly weapon within a school safety zone, O.C.G.A. §16-11-127.1 !
24.3.4 Carrying a firearm on the premises of a nuclear power facility, O.C.G.A. §16-11-127.2 !
24.3.5 Possession of a firearm during the commission of certain crimes (felony), O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 !
ü When a defendant is charged under this statute, the evidence is sufficient to sustain a conviction when it is 

shown at trial that a firearm was within arm’s reach of the defendant at any point during the commission of 
the crime, thus giving the defendant immediate access to the weapon.  The jury may make such an inference 
from both circumstantial and direct evidence.  In this matter, the search of Davenport’s SUV produced two 
handguns halfway under Davenport’s seat in a partially unzipped case and a .22 caliber rifle with a scope 
protruding from under the back seat.... Thus, the jury was presented with sufficient evidence to find that 
Davenport was within arms’ s reach of the three firearms during the commission of the crimes in question, 
such that he was in possession of them within the meaning of O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b).  Davenport v. State, 
308 Ga. App. 140, 148 (2011) ((fns omitted). !

ü Possession of a weapon for purposes of O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) is specifically delineated in the statute: The 
evidence must show that while committing or attempting to commit on of the specified crimes, one or more 
of the specified weapons was either on the defendant’s person or within arm’s reach of his person.  The 
inclusion of “within arm’s reach” in O.C.G.A. §16-11-1-6 (b) defines constructive possession for purposes of 
this statute and makes the proof of possession for purposes of the statute narrower than the proof sufficient to 
establish constructive possession of contraband or weapons in other contexts.  Davenport v. State, 308 Ga. 
App. 140, 150 (2011) (fns omitted).   !

ü The legislature did not intend to have O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 prohibit the possession of a “Marksman repeater 
pellet pistol (otherwise described as a .177 caliber Marksman repeater B-B pistol) as this weapon is not 
mentioned in the statute and there is no proof that it is capable of discharging a projectile via force of 
gunpowder.  Fields v. State, 216 Ga. App. 184 (1995). !
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24.3.5.1 Any crime against or involving the person of another O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (1) !
24.3.5.1.1 Criminal damage to property in the first degree !
✓ A person commits the offense of criminal damage to property in the first degree when he or she, among other 

things, knowingly and without authority interferes with any property in a manner so as to endanger human 
life.  This statutory language contemplates that the defendant’s actions create an actual risk of danger to a 
person.  Accordingly, the offense of criminal damage to property in the first degree involves a person, and 
thus may serve as a predicate for the conviction of possession of a firearm during the commission of a felony 
under O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (1).  Craft v. State, 309 Ga. App. 698, 702 (2011) (fns omitted). !

24.3.5.2 Unlawful entry into a building O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (2) !
24.3.5.3 Unlawful entry into a vehicle O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (2) !
24.3.5.4 Theft from a building O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (3) !
24.3.5.5 Theft from a vehicle O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (3) !
24.3.5.6  felony violation of the Georgia Controlled Substances Act see O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (5) - (6) !
24.3.6 Possession of a knife during the commission of certain crimes (felony), O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 !
24.3.6.1 Any crime against or involving the person of another O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (1) !
24.3.6.1.1 Criminal damage to property in the first degree !
24.3.6.2 Unlawful entry into a building O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (2) !
24.3.6.3 Unlawful entry into a vehicle O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (2) !
24.3.6.4 Theft from a building O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (3) !
24.3.6.5 Theft from a vehicle O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (3) !
24.3.6.6 felony violation of the Georgia Controlled Substances Act see O.C.G.A. §16-11-106 (b) (5) - (6) !
24.3.7 Possession of a dangerous weapon (grenade, mortar or rocket launcher), O.C.G.A. §16-11-122 !
24.3.8 Possession of a machine gun, O.C.G.A. §16-11-122 !
24.3.9 Possession of a sawed off shotgun, O.C.G.A. §16-11-122 !
24.3.10 Possession of a sawed off rifle, O.C.G.A. §16-11-122 !
24.3.11 Possession of a weapon equipped with a silencer, O.C.G.A. §16-11-122 !
24.4 Wearing a bullet proof vest during the commission of certain crimes, O.C.G.A. §16-11-160 (a) (2) (B) !
24.5 Wearing a mask, hood, or device which conceals the identity of the wearer O.C.G.A. §16-11-38 !
25 Prohibited Associations !
25.1 Conspiracy to commit a crime, O.C.G.A. §16-4-8 !
ü There was evidence that Stovall’s girlfriend had bought .22 ammunition and that it had later been given or 

sold to Gillespie, that Stovall knew of and was part of the plan to find Doster and beat him up, and that 
Stovall had deliberately backed his car into Doster’s to prevent him from driving away.  A cellmate testified 
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that Stovall told him in jail about a week after their arrest that the three defendants had planned to meet 
Doster that both Sanchez and Gillespie had hidden behind the seat then had risen up and shot him, and that 
his “chick” had done away with the weapons.  We consider this evidence more than sufficient to authorize a 
charge on conspiracy as to defendant David Stovall.  Stovall v. State, 236 Ga. 840, 842 (1976). !

ü February 2000 Presley was released from the Barrow County jail after spending two weeks sharing a cell 
with Cochran.  Presley and Cochran exchanged letters and telephone calls.  In March 2000, investigators 
learned that Cochran was planning to escape from jail before his murder trial … investigators found that 
someone had already hidden a loaded handgun in the law library.  The investigators removed the loaded 
handgun and replaced it with a “dummy” gun.  On March 31, 2000, investigators intercepted a telephone call 
in which a friend of Presley’s, at Presley’s request, told Cochran, “It is there.  Everything is okay.  We got it 
taken care of,” or words to that effect.  The next day, two officers escorted Cochran to the law library.  By 
hidden camera, investigators observed Cochran check the location where the loaded handgun had been 
hidden.  …  Presley turned himself in and confessed to hiding the handgun in the law library in furtherance of 
Cochran’s plan to escape.  The location where Presley said he placed the loaded handgun matched where the 
investigators found the gun.  The evidence was sufficient to enable a rational trier of fact to find Presley 
guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of the crime charged.  Presley v. State, 251 Ga. App. 823, 826 (2001). !

ü The evidence is voluminous … which shows the acts and conduct of the defendant, the instructions to co-
conspirators, and the express agreements between the defendant and his co-conspirators to do the unlawful 
acts alleged in the indictment.  Certainly there was enough to submit the question of conspiracy to the jury.  
Burke v. State, 76 Ga. App. 612, 617 (1948).  !

25.2 Criminal street gangs O.C.G.A. §16-15-4 !
25.3 Racketeering (Racketeering Influenced and Corrupt Organizations “RICO”) O.C.G.A. §16-14-4 !
ü In Dorsey’s case, two RICO counts were submitted to the jury.  These counts alleged: (1) that through a 

pattern of racketeering activity, Dorsey did “acquire and maintain … interest in or control of … personal 
property and (2) Dorsey “was associated with an enterprise, and did through a pattern of racketeering activity 
… conduct and participate in the enterprise.  The RICO counts were supported by a detailed statement of the 
alleged enterprise, the pattern of racketeering, pecuniary gain to the defendant, and the resulting physical 
injury.  The indictment alleged six categories of racketeering activity, totaling fifty charged predicate acts, as 
follows: Category One consists of twenty-eight acts of theft; Category Two consists of six acts of bribery; 
Category Three consists of four false statements; Category Four consists of the act of soliciting Cuffy and his 
cohorts to kill Derwin Brown; Category Five consists of nine acts involving the murder, i.e., acts in 
furtherance of Brown’s murder; and Category Six consists of two acts of witness tampering.  In denying the 
general demurrers to the RICO counts, the trial court properly determined that the numerous predicate acts 
alleged in the indictment reveal an interrelated pattern of activity by and through the sheriff’s office during 
Dorsey’s tenure.  Dorsey v. State, 279 Ga. 534, 539 (2005) (citations omitted). !

ü Evidence of two predicate acts will sustain the RICO conviction where the evidence authorized the jury to 
find that the defendant committed at least two predicate acts we need not consider the remaining predicate 
acts charged.  This is true even where certain predicate offenses were improperly charged in the indictment; if 
two remaining predicate offenses were proven beyond a reasonable doubt, the proof was sufficient to support 
a RICO conviction.  Even with the removal of the Category One predicate theft acts, Dorsey’s two RICO 
convictions are overwhelmingly supported.  Dorsey v. State, 279 Ga. 534, 540 (2005) (citations omitted). !

ü It is sufficient that the predicate acts be related to each other and that one or more of the acts be related to 
each other and that one or more of the acts which form the pattern result in the defendant acquiring or 
maintaining the prohibited control.  Here, there is a clear connection between the enterprise the Sheriff’s 
Office and the predicate acts committed by Sheriff Dorsey.  The offenses were part of a scheme to use the 
Sheriff’s Office for illicit profit-making activities.  Dorsey v. State, 279 Ga. 534, 540 (2005) (citations 
omitted). !

ü While racketeering activity must have a crime as its objective, O.C.G.A. §16-14-3 (9) includes within the 
definition of “racketeering activity” “to commit, to attempt to commit, or to solicit, coerce, or intimidate 
another person to commit any crime which is chargeable by indictment.”  O.C.G.A. §16-14-3 (9) further 
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defines “racketeering activity” as “any act or threat involving murder.”  The Category Five acts alleged that 
Dorsey “did commit acts involving murder,” in that he met with four co-conspirators for the purpose of 
planning Brown’s murder; that the co-conspirators conducted surveillance and obtained firearms in 
furtherance of that objective; that Dorsey covered for Cuffy when Cuffy was questioned by law enforcement 
during the surveillance efforts; that Dorsey employed the co-conspirators in the sheriff’s office as 
consideration for their participation in the murder plot; and that Dorsey discussed alibis with them after the 
commission of the murder.  These are acts of attempt and solicitation involving murder, which clearly fall 
within the scope of O.C.G.A. §16-14-3 (9) (A) and (B).  Dorsey v. State, 279 Ga. 534, 541 (2005). !

ü We read the statute to mean that acts of racketeering may be related despite having different objectives as is 
evidenced by the legislature’s inclusion of such crimes as influencing witnesses, perjury, and tampering with 
evidence.  Dorsey v. State, 279 Ga. 534, 541 (2005) (citations omitted). !

26 Robbery !
26.1 Armed robbery, O.C.G.A. §16-8-41 !
ü The evidence shows that Bihlear and Ford were both armed and that together they used their weapons to take 

about $80 in cash from a Subway employee…. The state’s evidence was sufficient to prove beyond a 
reasonable doubt that Bihlear committed the crime of armed robbery.  Bihlear v. State, 295 Ga. App. 486, 488 
(2009) (citations omitted). !

ü Armed robbery occurs when a person takes property of another from the person or the immediate presence of 
another, with the intent to commit theft, by use of an offensive weapon, or any replica, article or device 
having the appearance of a weapon.  A person commits the offense of aggravated assault when he assaults 
with intent to rob or uses a deadly weapon or any object, device or instrument which, when used offensively 
against a person, is likely to or actually does result in serious bodily injury.  Here, two victims and an 
eyewitness testified regarding the facts surrounding the incident.  And, the testimony of a single witness is 
generally sufficient to establish a fact.  Viewing the evidence in a light most favorable to support the jury’s 
verdict, the evidence was sufficient for a rational trier of fact to find Wallace guilty beyond a reasonable 
doubt of the charged offenses.  Wallace v. State, 295 Ga. App. 452, 456 (2009) (footnotes omitted). !

ü Where, as here, the evidence is sufficient to authorize a finding that the theft was completed after force was 
employed against the victim; a conviction for armed robbery is authorized regardless of when the intent to 
take the victim’s property arose, regardless of whether the victim was incapacitated and even if the victim 
had been killed instantly.  If the evidence authorizes a finding that the defendant first killed the victim and 
then took the victim’s property, he would be guilty of armed robbery.  Crowder v. State, 241 Ga. App. 818, 
819 (2000) (citation omitted). !

26.1.1 Weapons used to effect the armed robbery !
26.1.1.1 Handgun !
ü As long as there is some competent evidence, even though contradicted, to support each necessary element of 

the state’s case, the Court will uphold the jury’s verdict.  Viewed in this light, the evidence shows that on 
November 30, 2002, two employees at a U.S. Wireless store heard noises coming from the back of the store 
and went to investigate.  Both victims saw fuller in the back of the store.  Fuller pointed a gun at them and 
demanded they give him all their money.  Both victims were frightened, and Fuller commented that he was 
going to “blow their f—ing brains out.”  Fuller marched both victims to the front of the store while holding 
them at gunpoint.  He ordered one of the victims to open the cash register, and Fuller took all the money 
except the $1 bills from the cash register.  Fuller then forced the victims into the store’s bathroom.  Fuller 
told the victims he had someone watching the front of the store and that if they came out of the bathroom or 
called the police he would kill them.  However, as soon as heard the store door shut, one of the victims ran 
out of the store.  The victim ran to his car and followed Fuller.  Although the victim subsequently lost Fuller, 
he provided a 911 dispatcher with the tag number and description of the vehicle driven by Fuller.  When the 
dispatcher ran the tag number it came back registered to a vehicle matching the description provided by the 
victim.  The car had been rented five days earlier by Fuller’s wife.  In addition to describing the car, the 
victim described the clothing worn by Fuller, including a dark blue sweatshirt and dark jogging cap on his 
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head…. All thee victims correctly identified Fuller from photographic lineups.  Subsequently officers 
executed a search warrant at fuller’s residence and located a black knit cap and dark sweatshirt.  At trial, 
Fuller’s wife testified that her rental car had been stolen from her place of employment on November 20, 
2002, and that she had the only set of keys to the vehicle.  However, a security guard at the place of 
employment testified that he saw Fuller with the vehicle on November 20, 2002.  And a vehicle identification 
specialist testified that there was no damage to the vehicle’s ignition or steering wheel lock, and there is no 
way to drive this particular vehicle without a key…. It is the jury’s duty to weigh the evidence and assess the 
credibility of witnesses. The evidence was sufficient for a rational trier of fact to find Fuller guilty beyond a 
reasonable doubt of the charged offenses.  Fuller v. State, 295 Ga. App. 439, 439 - 41 (2009) (footnotes 
omitted). !

26.1.1.2 Knife !
ü The evidence shows that the victim was leaving church when she heard someone run up behind her.  

Someone tried to pull the victim’s purse off her shoulder but she tried to hang on to it until the perpetrator 
faced her with a knife and told her to let go of it.  After the perpetrator had searched her purse and wallet he 
threatened the victim again with the knife in an attempt to get her into a vehicle, but she escaped.  The victim 
positively identified defendant as the perpetrator of this crime at a pre-trial line-up and adhered to this 
identification at trial.  Based on this evidence, a rational trier of fact was authorized to find defendant guilty 
beyond a reasonable doubt of armed robbery.  State v. Willis, 218 Ga. App. 402, 404 (1995) (citations 
omitted). !

26.1.1.3 Rifle !
ü At trial, both Bearden and Jablonowski confessed on the witness stand to having committed the armed 

robbery.  They also testified regarding their use of a rifle to commit the robbery.  Clearly the evidence was 
sufficient for a rational trier of fact to find Bearden and Jablonowski guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of 
armed robbery.  Bearden v. State, 241 Ga. 842, 843 (2000). !

26.1.1.4  Tree limb !
ü The evidence … is sufficient to authorize a rational trier of fact to find appellant guilty beyond a reasonable 

doubt of burglary (entering the dwelling of another with the intent to commit a felony or theft); of armed 
robbery (using, with the intent to commit a theft, an offensive weapon, i.e., a tree limb with a piece of metal 
affixed to it, to take the property of another); of aggravated assault (using the tree limb as a offensive weapon 
to assault the victim by repeatedly striking her about her head and face, resulting serious bodily injury); and 
malice murder (with malice aforethought, causing the death of the victim by hitting her repeatedly with the 
tree limb about her head and face).  Bell v. State, 284 Ga. 790, 791 (2009) (citation omitted). !

26.2 Robbery, O.C.G.A. §16-8-40 !
ü At approximately 7:00 a.m. on August 7, 1997, a taxi cab picked up Atwater in downtown Waycross.  At 

Atwater’s direction, the cab driver pulled over so Atwater could speak to friends.  As the driver pulled over to 
the curb, Atwater reached into the driver’s shirt pocket, removed $26, jumped out of the cab, and ran.  An 
acquaintance of Atwater’s witnessed the robbery and provided Atwater’s identification to the police.  Three 
hours later, Atwater entered the Super 10 store in Waycross and approached the cashier, ostensibly to 
purchase a box of Chicklets.  When the cashier opened the cash drawer for the purchase, Atwater reached 
into the drawer, grabbed $360, and ran from the store.  Atwater made his escape on a black beach cruiser 
bicycle, which was found five minutes after the robbery outside of a residence located at 1006 H. J. Echols.  
The owner of the residence consented to a search of the premises, and Atwater was found hiding in a back 
bedroom that the owner rented to a woman named Sonya Brooks.  Atwater was sweating profusely as if he 
had been running.  During the search of his person incident to arrest, Atwater stated “What are you looking 
for?  The money?  It’s over there in the laundry basket.”  Seventy-five dollars was recovered from the 
laundry basket.  Thereafter, Atwater gave a statement to the police in which he admitted to the commission of 
both robberies.  The evidence was sufficient for a rational trier of fact to have found beyond a reasonable 
doubt that Atwater was guilty of two counts of robbery by sudden snatching.  Atwater v. State, 233 Ga. App. 
339, 339 - 40 (1998) (citation omitted). 
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!
ü Detective Bill Williams of the Brunswick Police Department testified that defendant admitted entering the 

victim’s room, beating the victim and taking a bag of “Snickers” candy bars.  This evidence was sufficiently 
corroborated by testimony from the victim establishing the corpus delicti of the crimes charged.  …  This 
evidence, testimony of defendant’s unauthorized presence on motel property near the victim’s room a few 
hours before the commission of the crimes charged and testimony that defendant was in possession of the 
victim’s watch and several “Snickers” candy bars on the morning after the assault is sufficient to sustain the 
jury’s finding that defendant is guilty, beyond a reasonable doubt, of burglary, aggravated assault and the 
lesser included offense of robbery by force.  McCloud v. State, 210 Ga. App. 69 (1993) (citations omitted). !

27 Sexual Offenses !
27.1 Adultery, O.C.G.A. §16-6-19 !
27.2 Bestiality, O.C.G.A. §16-6-6 !
27.3 Bigamy, O.C.G.A. §16-6-20 !
27.3.1 Marrying a bigamist, O.C.G.A. §16-6-21 !
27.4 Fornication, O.C.G.A. §16-6-18 !
27.5 Incest, O.C.G.A. §16-6-22 !
27.6 Necrophilia, O.C.G.A. §16-6-7 !
27.7 Obscenity and related offenses (see also sexual offenses involving children) !
27.7.1 Distributing obscene material, O.C.G.A. §16-12-80 !
27.7.2 Distribution of material depicting nudity or sexual conduct, O.C.G.A. §16-12-81 !
27.7.3 Display of restricted film previews to general audiences, O.C.G.A. §16-12-85 !
27.8 Prostitution !
27.8.1 Prostitution, O.C.G.A. §16-6-9 !
27.8.2 Keeping a place of prostitution, O.C.G.A. §16-6-10 !
27.8.3 Pimping, O.C.G.A. §16-6-11 !
27.8.4 Pandering, O.C.G.A. §16-6-12 !
27.8.5 Pandering by compulsion, O.C.G.A. §16-6-14 !
27.8.6 Solicitation of sodomy, O.C.G.A. §16-6-15 !
27.8.7 Masturbation for hire, O.C.G.A. §16-6-16 !
27.8.8 Giving massages in a place used for lewdness, prostitution, assignation, or masturbation for hire, O.C.G.A. 

§16-6-17 !
27.9 Public indecency, O.C.G.A. §16-6-8 !
27.10 Rape, O.C.G.A. §16-6-2 !
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ü The testimony of the victim alone is sufficient to affirm the conviction of rape.  Greulich v. State, 263 Ga. 
App. 552, 553 (2003) (citation omitted). !

ü A medical examination of the victim of the second abduction after defendant abducted and assaulted her 
revealed the presence of spermatozoa inside her sex organ.  This evidence and the victim’s testimony that the 
defendant “forced me to have sex with him” is sufficient to authorize the jury’s finding that defendant is 
guilty, beyond a reasonable doubt, that he penetrated the victim’s sex organ with his sex organ in violation of 
O.C.G.A. §16-6-1.  Fields v. State, 216 Ga. App. 184 (1995). !

27.11 Sexual assault against person in custody, O.C.G.A. §16-6-5.1 !
27.11.1 Sexual assault against a student by a teacher !
ü Whitehead, as the teacher advisor of the school’s Quiz Bowl team, had supervisory authority over J.A.P., a 

Quiz Bowl participant…. We conclude that the evidence presented was sufficient to support Whitehead’s 
convictions under O.C.G.A. §16-6-5.1 (b).  Whitehead v. State, 295 Ga. App. 562, 564, 566 (2009) (footnote 
omitted).  !

27.12 Sexual assault against a patient, O.C.G.A. §16-6-5.1 !
27.13 Sexual assault by practitioner of psychotherapy against patient, O.C.G.A. §16-6-5.1 !
27.14 Sexual battery !
27.14.1 Sexual battery, O.C.G.A. §16-6-22.1 !
27.14.2 Aggravated sexual battery, O.C.G.A. §16-6-22.2 !
ü The evidence adduced is sufficient to support Inman’s conviction for the aggravated sexual battery of F.W. 

beyond a reasonable doubt…. Inman’s finger constitutes a foreign object for purposes of this crime.  
Evidence that appellant’s finger penetrated the sexual organ of the victim was sufficient for the jury to find 
beyond a reasonable doubt that appellant committed an act of aggravated sexual battery.  Inman v. State, 295 
Ga. App. 461, 464 - 65 (2009) (citations omitted). !

ü A conviction of aggravated sexual battery is sufficiently supported by the testimony of the victim to prove 
guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.  Greulich v. State, 263 Ga. App. 552, 554 (2003) (citation omitted). !

27.15 Sexual offenses involving children !
27.15.1 Aggravated child molestation, O.C.G.A. §16-6-4 (c) !
27.15.1.1 Aggravated child molestation by physical injury to the child O.C.G.A. §16-6-4 (c)  !
27.15.1.2 Aggravated child molestation involving an act of sodomy O.C.G.A. §16-6-4 (c) !
ü For some time before January 2004, Herring had been living with his mother, his sister, and his sister’s three 

children.  On January 2, 2004, while Herring’s mother was at work, Herring babysat his niece and nephews 
while his sister went pick up her paycheck.  When the sister returned home, her seven-year-old son told her 
that Herring had done “something bad” to his five-year-old sister.  When the sister spoke to her daughter, the 
daughter said that Herring had put her hand on his penis and made her move it back and forth.  The sister 
soon left the house with her children in her cousin’s truck and spent the night at a friend’s house.  The next 
morning, the sister overheard the two children discussing what Herring had done to the victim.  Believing 
that the victim might be less embarrassed talking to her cousin, the sister asked her to talk to the victim.  The 
victim then told the cousin that Herring had made her put her mouth on his penis.  In a videotaped interview 
played back at trial, the victim said that Herring had made her suck his penis, that he had put his mouth on 
her vagina, and that he had stuck his finger in her vagina and anus.  The brother testified that he saw Herring 
lying on the bed in his mother’s room while the victim was also in the room, that herring chased him into his 
own room and told him to “stay in bed until that night,” and that he “saw something bad” happen to his sister.  
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The evidence outlined above was sufficient to sustain Herring’s conviction.  Herring v. State, 288 Ga. App. 
169, 170 (2007). !

ü Greulich was the stepfather of B.D., the 11-year-old victim.  While his wife was t work, Greulich was alone 
with B.D. and her brother J.D.  Greulich told J.D. to leave the house; after J.D. left, Greulich closed the door 
and made B.D. watch lesbian pornographic movies with him.  Then, Greulich sexually molested B.D. and 
made her perform sexual acts with him, including oral sex and vaginal penetration.  Such sexual molestation 
occurred on at least two occasions.  Viewing all the evidence in the light most favorable to the jury’s verdict, 
a rational trier of fact would have found beyond a reasonable doubt that Greulich was guilty and that each 
element of each offense was supported by evidence showing guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.  Greulich v. 
State, 263 Ga. App. 552 (2003). !

27.15.2 Child molestation by doing an immoral or indecent act, O.C.G.A. §16-6-4 (a) (1) !
ü Although Brown testified that he did not commit the charged offense, the jury was not required to believe 

Brown’s testimony, or to disbelieve the state’s witnesses.  It is the jury’s role to resolve conflicts in the 
evidence and determine the credibility of witnesses.  We neither weigh the evidence nor judge the credibility 
of witnesses.  On appeal Brown no longer enjoys the presumption of innocence.  Y.K.’s account at trial of 
Brown’s conduct and words, corroborated by the testimony of witnesses to whom the child reported the 
incident soon thereafter, was competent evidence, even though contradicted, to support each fact necessary to 
make out the State’s case, and the jury’s verdict will be upheld.  Brown v. State, 295 Ga. App. 542, 544 
(2009) (footnotes omitted). !

ü The evidence is [] sufficient to support Inman’s convictions for child molestation beyond a reasonable 
doubt…. The evidence adduced shows that Inman pulled F.W.’s pants down and attempted to have 
intercourse with her; that exposed himself to K.L., fondled her chest, and attempted to have intercourse with 
her; and that the fondled A.M.’s vaginal area and attempted to have intercourse with her.  Further, Inman’s 
statement that he needed help to stop doing the things to kids that he used to do reveals his guilty knowledge 
and is further evidence of his criminal intent and culpability.  This evidence is sufficient to support Inman’s 
convictions for child molestation beyond a reasonable doubt.  Inman v. State, 295 Ga. App. 461, 465 (2009) 
(citations omitted). !

ü In separate interviews with Beavers, Ray, and Proto on October 15, 2004, when K.H. was 12 years old, K.H. 
revealed that on multiple occasions, Harvey came into her room at night, touched her breast and vagina 
underneath her clothes, and placed his penis inside her vagina.  K.H. also reported that the attacks took place 
in her own bedroom; that recently visitors had been staying with her family, so she had been sleeping in the 
bedroom with her sister; but that the visitors were leaving and she would have to say in her bedroom by 
herself once again; and that she feared the attacks would recommence.  K.H.’s interviews with Beavers and 
Ray took place at her school, and both Beavers and Ray testified that K.H. was upset and had been crying.  A 
micro-cassette recording of K.H.’s interview with Ray was played for the jury.  According to Ray’s 
testimony, K.H. said that she felt like “my stomach was full” when Harvey put his penis inside her; that later 
she found “sticky white stuff” in her underwear after her stepfather got off her; and that the first time it 
happened, it was painful, but that it did not hurt as much the next time.  She also told Ray that she attempted 
to resist Harvey by pushing his hands away with her hands, but that he held her hands down over her head.  
Proto, who was qualified without objection as an expert in sexual assault forensic exams, testified that she 
conducted a physical examination of K.H., which revealed no visual sign of trauma…. At trial… K.H. who 
was then 13 years old, denied any sexual contact with Harvey.  She testified that she made up the story 
because her sister told her that Harvey was not her “real dad.” … It was the function of the jury, and not of 
this Court, to resolve conflicts in the evidence presented at trial.  So long as there is some competent 
evidence, even though contradicted, to support each element of the state’s case, the jury’s verdict will be 
upheld.  Viewed in the light most favorable to the jury’s verdict, the evidence presented at trial was sufficient 
to enable the jury to conclude beyond a reasonable doubt that Harvey was guilty of the offenses charged.  
Harvey v. State, 295 Ga. App. 458, 458 - 60 (2009) (footnotes omitted). !

ü The medical examination of K.H. did not show any physical evidence of sexual molestation.  However, such 
physical evidence is not required.  Harvey v. State, 295 Ga. App. 458, 460 (2009) (footnote omitted). !
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ü Pretermitting whether Hammontree has preserved this claim of error for review, it is without merit.  Where, as 
here, the indictment places a defendant on notice that the State will attempt to prove that he committed a 
crime in more than one manner, the jury is authorized to convict the defendant of that crime upon proof that it 
was committed in any of the several manners alleged.  The evidence at trial proved that Hammontree showed 
his penis to the victim as alleged in the indictment.  Thus, the state’s failure to prove the alternate allegation, 
i.e., that Hammontree rubbed his penis, was not fatal.  Hammontree v. State, 283 Ga. App. 736, 738 (2007) !

ü Georgia law does not require corroboration of a child molestation victim’s testimony.  S. P.’s testimony was 
sufficient to support Keith’s conviction for child molestation.  Keith v. State, 279 Ga. App. 819, 821 (2006). !

ü Viewed in the light most favorable to the verdict, the evidence showed that Porter molested the ten-year-old 
victim while babysitting at her home in Newton County.  Porter had known the victim for two or three years.  
The child told her father about the molestation in December 2001, and Porter was arrested.  Porter v. State, 
270 Ga. App. 860 (2004). !

ü Putnam’s daughter testified on retrial that he had repeatedly touched her breasts and vagina with his hands 
and that on one occasion he had touched her vagina with his mouth.  This testimony was sufficient to support 
Putnam’s convictions.  Putnam v. State, 264 Ga. App. 810 (2003). !

ü Whether the requisite intent for child molestation existed was a question of fact, to be determined by the jury 
after considering all the circumstances surrounding the acts which the accused is charged, including words, 
conduct, demeanor, and motive.  Two of the victims testified that, in addition to touching them, Jowers 
displayed pornographic materials to them, and Jowers admitted to a Department of Family & Children 
Services investigator and a police officer that he “showed the girls a dirty magazine.”  He also told the officer 
that he was conducting “a sex education class” for the girls.  The evidence was sufficient to support an 
inference that Jowers committed the acts at issue in order to satisfy his own sexual desires and was sufficient 
to enable a rational trier of fact to find beyond a reasonable doubt that Jowers committed the offense of child 
molestation.  Jowers v. State, 245 Ga. App. 773, 773-74 (2000) (citations omitted).   !

ü June 21, 1997 Wilhelm and A.S., a ten-year-old girl, were spending the night at Bowden’s house.  About 2:30 
a.m. Wilhelm said that he wanted to show the others an ear-ring or a tattoo on his penis.  Wilhelm, who was 
facing A.S. and about a foot or two away from her, then pulled his pants down, exposing his penis to her.  
A.S. testified that she saw his penis “a little bit,” but then turned her head away.  After Bowden told Wilhelm 
to stop, he pulled up his pants.  Bowden then went to bed.  After Bowden left, Wilhelm began watching a 
pornographic movie on television.  A.S. was sitting beside him on the couch.  Wilhelm offered A.S. some of 
his beer and asked if she had ever kissed Michael.  Wilhelm then grabbed A.S.’s leg and began rubbing her 
foot on his genital area while looking at the television.  A.S. pulled her foot away, at which point Wilhelm 
asked A.S. to kiss him.  A.S. said that she had to use the restroom, and then went into Bowden’s room and 
telephoned her mother, asking her to come and get her.  Wilhelm was convicted on two counts of child 
molestation, one for exposing his penis to A.S. and the other for placing A.S.’s foot against his genital area.  
Wilhelm v. State, 237 Ga. App. 682, 682 - 683 (1999). !

ü The trial court instructed the jury: “the uncorroborated testimony of the victim is sufficient to sustain a 
conviction of the charges of child molestation as contained within this bill of indictment if that testimony is 
sufficient to convince you of the defendant’s guilt beyond a reasonable doubt…. The charge, which was 
coupled with instructions regarding the burden of proof, was an appropriate statement of relevant law to give 
to the jury.  Mency v. State, 228 Ga. App. 640, 648 - 49 (1997). !

27.15.3 Child molestation by electronic transmission, O.C.G.A. §16-6-4 (a) (2) !
27.15.3.1 Computer or electronic child pornography, O.C.G.A. §16-12-100.2 !
27.15.3.2 Electronically furnishing obscene material to minors, O.C.G.A. §16-12-100.1 !
27.15.3.3 Obscene telephone contact with a child, O.C.G.A. §16-12-100.3 !
27.15.4 Enticing a child for indecent purposes, O.C.G.A. §16-6-5 !
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27.15.5 Furnishing obscene material to children O.C.G.A. §16-12-103 !
27.15.5.1 Allowing a minor into a sexually explicit performance or show, O.C.G.A. §16-12-103 (b) !
27.15.5.2 Displaying obscene material at a public place frequented by minors, O.C.G.A. §16-12-103 (e) !
27.15.5.3 Furnishing or disseminating obscene material to a minor, O.C.G.A. §16-12-103 (a) (1) !
ü Where the victim testified that Greulich exhibited pornography to her, the pornographic material was 

described and identified, and the pornographic material was found in Greulich’s possession, such evidence 
was sufficient to support the conviction beyond a reasonable doubt of exhibiting harmful materials to a 
minor.  Greulich v. State, 263 Ga. App. 552, 554 (2003) (citation omitted). !

27.15.6 Rape of a female under 10 years of age , O.C.G.A. §16-6-1 (a) (2) !
27.15.7 Sexual exploitation of children, O.C.G.A. §16-12-100 !
27.15.8 Statutory rape, O.C.G.A. §16-6-3 !
27.16 Sodomy !
27.16.1 Sodomy, O.C.G.A. §16-6-2 (a) (1) !
27.16.2 Aggravated sodomy, O.C.G.A. §16-6-2 (a) (2) !
27.16.2.1 Aggravated sodomy by committing sodomy by force and against the will of the victim O.C.G.A. 

§16-6-2 (a) (2) !
27.16.2.2 Aggravated sodomy by committing sodomy with a person who is less than ten years of age O.C.G.A. 

§16-6-2 (a) (2) !
ü The victim’s testimony alone as to the offense of aggravated sodomy was sufficient; however, there was also 

physical evidence of the pornographic videos as well as the witnesses to the outcry who retold what the 
victim had told them about what had been done to her.  Greulich v. State, 263 Ga. App. 552, 553-54 (2003) 
(citation omitted). !

28 Status offenses  !
28.1 Based on age !
28.1.1 Minor falsely representing his age to obtain admission to a sexually explicit performance or show, O.C.G.A. 

§16-12-103 (c) !
28.1.2 Minor falsely representing his age to obtain obscene material, O.C.G.A. §16-12-103 (c) !
28.1.3 Minor falsely representing his age to purchase cigarettes, tobacco products or tobacco related products 

O.C.G.A. §16-12-171 (b) (1) (B) !
28.1.4 Minor falsely representing his age to purchase drug related objects O.C.G.A. §16-13-1 (c) !
28.1.5 Minor falsely representing his age to purchase marijuana flavored products O.C.G.A. §16-13-30.6 (e) !
28.1.6 Possession of a pistol or revolver by a person under the age of 18 years, O.C.G.A. §16-11-132 !
28.1.7 Purchase of cigarettes, tobacco products, or tobacco related products O.C.G.A. §16-12-171 (b) (1) (A) !
28.2 Based on prior criminal conviction !
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28.2.1 Habitual violator O.C.G.A. §40-5-58 !
ü Although there were conflicts in the State’s evidence as to the date on which defendant’s five-year revocation 

as a habitual violator began, the State offered an explanation as to why this was so and demonstrated which 
document contained the correct date, December 13, 1982.  …  The evidence was sufficient for a rational trier 
of fact to find beyond a reasonable doubt that defendant was driving within the five-year period of 
revocation.  Williamson v. State, 194 Ga. App. 439, 440 (1990) (citations omitted). !

28.2.2 Possession of firearms by convicted felons and first offender probationers, O.C.G.A. §16-11-131 !
ü The evidence shows that law enforcement officer executed a search warrant at 133 Duke Street in Winder.  In 

a bedroom inside the house the officers found a checkbook with Browner’s name, photographs of Browner, a 
rifle which had the barrel and the stock sawed off, and a set of GM keys that opened the Cadillac parked 
outside the house.  In another bedroom, officers found an identification card of Browner’s brother Rico 
Browner and letters addressed to Rico Browner.  This evidence was sufficient to sustain a conviction.  
Browner v. State, 265 Ga. App. 788, 788-89 (2004). !

28.2.3 Revocation of hunting license for violation of O.C.G.A. §16-11-108 (a), O.C.G.A. §16-11-110 !
28.2.4 Sex offender registry !
28.2.4.1 Failure to register !
28.2.4.2 Harboring, concealing, or withholding information concerning a sexual offender, O.C.G.A. §16-6-25  !
29 Theft  !
29.1 Computer theft, O.C.G.A. §16-9-93 !
29.2 Conversion of payments for real property improvement, O.C.G.A. §16-8-15 !
29.3 Financial transaction card theft, O.C.G.A. §16-9-31 !
29.4 Owning, operating, or conducting a chop shop, O.C.G.A. §16-8-83 !
29.5 Removal or abandonment of shopping carts, O.C.G.A. §16-8-21 !
29.6 Retail property fencing, O.C.G.A. §16-8-5.2 !
29.7 Theft by conversion, O.C.G.A. §16-8-4 !
29.8 Theft by deception, O.C.G.A. §16-8-3 !
29.9 Theft by extortion, O.C.G.A. §16-8-16 !
29.10 Theft by receiving stolen property, O.C.G.A. §16-8-7 !
ü A conviction for a violation of O.C.G.A. §16-8-7 may be sustained if the evidence shows that the defendant 

received, disposed of, or retained stolen property which he knew or should have known was stolen, and the 
offense may be proven by circumstantial evidence.  Wilson v. State, 211 Ga. App. 791 (1994) (citation 
omitted). !

ü Unexplained possession of recently stolen property, alone, is not sufficient to support a conviction for 
receiving stolen property but guilt may be inferred from possession in conjunction with other evidence of 
knowledge.  Guilty knowledge may be inferred from circumstances which would excite suspicion in the 
mind of an ordinary prudent man.  Hurston v. State, 202 Ga. App. 311, 312 (1991) (citations omitted). !

29.10.1 Removal of collars or brands on animals, O.C.G.A. §16-9-71 
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!
29.10.2 Theft by bringing stolen property into the state, O.C.G.A. §16-8-9 !
29.10.3 Theft by receiving stolen automobile !
ü Ayers was charged with theft by receiving a stolen 1997 Corvette automobile.  …  When Detective Whiteside 

asked Ayers whether the car belonged to him, Ayers indicated that he had purchased the car from an unnamed 
individual and regretted having done so because it was the second time that person had sold him a stolen 
vehicle.  The State presented evidence showing that Ayers had registered the Corvette by submitting an 
application containing fraudulent information.  …  The State presented similar transaction evidence relating 
to five other stolen vehicles.  …  The evidence was sufficient to authorize any rational trier of fact to find 
beyond a reasonable doubt that Ayers possessed the stolen Corvette and the he knew or should have known it 
was stolen.  Ayers v. State, 251 Ga. App. 623, 623-24 (2001). !

ü The State produced evidence that the Chevrolet automobile was stolen in South Carolina, and that Kimble 
gave a statement to police stating that he knew the automobile was stolen South Carolina by his brother.  The 
State also produced evidence that the automobile was used by Kimble and other robbers in the robbery, that it 
was found after the robbery with an item stolen in the robbery a few feet from the automobile, and the 
Kimble’s fingerprints were found on the automobile.  This evidence was more than sufficient to allow the 
jury to conclude that Kimble was guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.  Kimble v. State, 236 Ga. App. 391, 397 
(1999) (citation omitted). !

ü Two men stole a 1967 Volkswagen that was in very good, almost factory condition and, after one of them 
kept the car for seven months, he transferred it to Wilson with a bill of sale stating Wilson paid $100 for the 
car.  Wilson in fact paid nothing.  Wilson sold the car for $350.  Wilson told the investigating police officer 
that he thought something was wrong because he was given the car.  Moreover, the evidence further shows 
that Wilson did not register the car in his name while it was in his possession or purchase new license tags.  
…  The transcript reveals ample evidence from which any rational trier of fact could have found beyond a 
reasonable doubt that Wilson was guilty of the offense of which he was convicted.  Wilson v. State, 211 Ga. 
App. 791, 791-92 (1994). !

ü The evidence adduced by the State set for circumstances that excite suspicion in the mind of an ordinary 
prudent person thus authorizing the jury to infer that appellant had the requisite knowledge that the car was 
stolen.  These circumstances include appellant’s use of a false name and his testimony that he had borrowed 
the car from a person he barely knew whose last name he did not know; and that the late model car had been 
treated in a manner inconsistent with ownership.  Turntime v. State, 206 Ga. App. 226, 227 (1992) (citations 
omitted). !

ü There was sufficient evidence for a jury to find that Hurston knew, or should have known, that the vehicle 
was stolen.  At trial, Hurston admitted that he doubted that the vehicle belonged to Reese.  There was 
evidence from which the jury could reasonably have concluded that Hurston was aware during the two hours 
that he spent in the small vehicle that it was stolen, in that the vehicle was being driven without keys, the 
steering wheel was damaged and the interior was disorderly, which was inconsistent both with Reese’s 
ownership of the vehicle and with his explanation that he borrowed it from a relative.  Hurston’s suspicious 
behavior at the convenience store and his attempt to flee also indicated that he knew the vehicle was stolen.  
Hurston v. State, 202 Ga. App. 311, 313 (1991). !

29.10.3.1 Driver of stolen automobile !
29.10.3.2 Passenger in stolen automobile !
ü There was also evidence from which the jury could conclude that Hurston possessed, controlled or retained 

the vehicle.  Although Hurston was only a passenger in the vehicle, the inquiry does not end here, for in some 
circumstances, a passenger may possess, control or retain a vehicle.  Here, there was sufficient evidence that 
Hurston exerted the requisite control over the vehicle in that Reese left Hurston alone in the car with the 
vehicle running when he went into the convenience store.  Hurston v. State, 202 Ga. App. 311, 313 (1991) 
(citations omitted). !
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29.10.4 Use of an article with an altered identification mark, O.C.G.A. §16-9-70 !
29.11 Theft by shoplifting !
29.11.1 Theft by shoplifting, $300 or less, first offense, O.C.G.A. §16-8-14 (b) (1) !
29.11.2 Theft by shoplifting, $300 or less, second offense, O.C.G.A. §16-8-14 (b) (1) (A) !
29.11.3 Theft by shoplifting, $300 or less, third offense, O.C.G.A. §16-8-14 (b) (1) (B) !
29.11.4 Theft by shoplifting, $300 or less, fourth or subsequent offense, O.C.G.A. §16-8-14 (b) (1) (C) !
29.11.5 Theft by shoplifting, more than $300, O.C.G.A. §16-8-14 (b) (2) !
29.11.6 Theft by shoplifting, from three separate stores within seven days, O.C.G.A. §16-8-14 (b) (3) !
29.12 Theft by taking, O.C.G.A. §16-8-2 !
ü The trial evidence revealed an ongoing pattern of theft of services of county personnel, and the unauthorized 

use of county vehicle and gasoline for personal profit and convenience throughout the entire course of 
Dorsey’s term as sheriff.  Dorsey’s conduct was so far outside the realm of acceptable police behavior that 
any rational trier of fact could have found proof beyond a reasonable doubt of the eight counts of theft by 
taking in violation of Dorsey’s duties as a public officer.  Simply put, Dorsey could not have had an honest 
claim of right to the county’s property.  Dorsey v. State, 279 Ga. 534 (2005). !

ü The theft by taking count alleged that on December 14, 1998, Buckner stole a Mustang vehicle owned by the 
Kings.  This offense is defined as the unlawful taking of another’s property with the intent of depriving that 
owner of the property.  The evidence showed that four days after the Kings’ vehicle disappeared from their 
driveway, police spotted the vehicle and activated their blue lights in an attempt to stop it, only to have the 
driver speed away.  When the vehicle crashed, an officer chased the fleeing driver on foot and got a good 
look at the driver’s face before he escaped.  At trial the officer identified Buckner as the driver.  In the 
Mustang, officers found various receipts for clothing left by Buckner at a dry cleaning establishment.  
Buckner’s fingerprint was also found on the driver’s side door.  The evidence sufficed to sustain this 
conviction.  Buckner v. State, 253 Ga. App. 294 (2002) (citations omitted). !

29.13 Theft of livestock, O.C.G.A. §16-8-20 !
29.14 Theft of lost or mislaid property, O.C.G.A. §16-8-6 !
29.15 Theft of services, O.C.G.A. §16-8-5 !
30 Treason and related offenses !
30.1 Treason, O.C.G.A. §16-11-1 !
30.2 Insurrection, O.C.G.A. §16-11-2 !
30.3 Inciting to insurrection, O.C.G.A. §16-11-3 !
30.4 Advocating overthrow of government, O.C.G.A. §16-11-4 !
31 Waste control !
31.1 Littering, O.C.G.A. §16-7-43 !
31.2 Vandalism of household garbage containers, O.C.G.A. §16-7-47 !
31.3 Unlawful dumping, O.C.G.A. §16-7-52 
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!
31.4 Prohibited placement of poster, signs, and advertisements, O.C.G.A. §16-7-58 !
31.5 Abandoning, discarding, or leaving unattended containers which lock or fasten automatically, O.C.G.A. 

§16-11-100 (a) !
31.6 Abandoning or discarding a motor vehicle which does not have door or window removed, O.C.G.A. 

§16-11-100 (b) !


