MISSOURI COURT OF APPEALS
WESTERN DISTRICT

COMPLETE TITLE OF CASE

STATE OF MISSOURI,
Respondent,
V.

ANTONIO LAVELLE JACKSON,
Appellant.

DOCKET NUMBER WD70627

MISSOURI COURT OF APPEALS
WESTERN DISTRICT

DATE: March 9, 2010

Appeal from

The Circuit Court of Buchanan County, Missouri
The Honorable Daniel F. Kellogg, Judge

APPELLATE JUDGES

Division Three: James Edward Welsh, Presiding Judge, and Mark D. Pfeiffer and Karen King
Mitchell, Judges

ATTORNEYS

Chris Koster, Attorney General
John W. Grantham, Assistant Attorney General
Jefferson City, MO
Attorneys for Respondent,
Craig A. Johnston, Assistant State Public Defender
Columbia, MO
Attorney for Appellant.




MISSOURI APPELLATE COURT OPINION SUMMARY
MISSOURI COURT OF APPEALS, WESTERN DISTRICT

STATE OF MISSOURI,

)
)
Respondent, )
V. ) OPINION FILED:
) March 9, 2010
ANTONIO LAVELLE JACKSON, )
)
Appellant. )
WD70627 Buchanan County

Before Division Three Judges: James Edward Welsh, Presiding Judge, and
Mark D. Pfeiffer and Karen King Mitchell, Judges

Antonio Lavelle Jackson appeals his convictions in the Circuit Court of Buchanan County
for drug trafficking in the second degree (more than six grams of cocaine base) pursuant to
section 195.223 —a class A felony, and possession of a controlled substance (more than 35 grams of
marijuana) pursuant to section 195.202 — a class C felony. In both counts, Jackson was charged
under an accomplice theory of liability. Jackson was sentenced to prison for ten years and seven
years, respectively, with those sentences to run concurrently.

AFFIRMED.
Division Three holds:

Jackson argued that the State failed to submit sufficient evidence to the jury to allow them to
find him guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. He noted that there were no drugs found on his person
and contended that he did not live in the room in which the drugs were found. However, Jackson’s
arguments misconstrue the State’s burden of proof'in this case. Jackson was charged under a theory
of accomplice liability. Consequently, the State only had to prove that Jackson’s accomplice had
committed the charged crimes and that Jackson knowingly aided or encouraged them in this
endeavor. The State met this burden by presenting testimony that Jackson was intimately involved in



the criminal enterprise and by showing he possessed a large sum of cash consistent with activity in
that enterprise. Since the State met this burden of proof and presented the jury with facts which
would allow a reasonable person to find Jackson guilty beyond a reasonable doubt, we affirm the
decision of the trial court.

Opinion by: Mark D. Pfeiffer, Judge March 9, 2010
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