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Darrell Lawrence appeals the order that he serve his entire suspended sentence after
his probation violation. We affirm.

FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On March 3, 2011, Lawrence pled guilty to Class D felony residential entry.* The trial
court sentenced Lawrence to 730 days, with 180 days executed and 550 days suspended to
probation. The requirements of his probation included reporting to the probation department
and abstaining from criminal activity during his probation.

On April 27, Lawrence began serving probation, but he never reported to the
probation department. The court issued an arrest warrant for Lawrence because he had not
registered with the probation department. On June 30, the State petitioned to revoke his
probation because Lawrence had been arrested for failing to register with probation, for Class
B felony possession of cocaine,? and for two counts of Class A misdemeanor resisting law
enforcement.?

On September 6, the trial court found Lawrence guilty of two counts of Class A
misdemeanor resisting law enforcement. Lawrence admitted the probation violations and the
trial court ordered him to serve all 550 days of his suspended sentence.

DISCUSSION AND DECISION
The trial court’s decision regarding sanctions imposed on a probation revocation is

reviewed for abuse of discretion. Sanders v. State, 825 N.E.2d 952, 956 (Ind. Ct. App.

1Ind. Code § 35-43-2-1.5.
2 Ind. Code § 35-48-4-6(0)(2).
3 Ind. Code § 35-44-3-3(a).



2005), trans. denied. An abuse of discretion occurs when the trial court’s decision is against
the logic and effect of the facts and circumstances before it. Id. On finding the defendant
violated probation, the trial court may “[o]rder the execution of all or part of the sentence that
was suspended at the time of initial sentencing.” Ind. Code § 35-38-2-3(Q).

Lawrence asserts the trial court abused its discretion when it ordered him to serve all
550 days that had been suspended. It did not. Lawrence admitted he violated his probation
by committing two counts of Class A misdemeanor resisting law enforcement. In light of the
fact Lawrence had not even bothered to register with probation when he was released from
incarceration, which resulted in a warrant for his arrest for violating probation, we cannot
find an abuse of discretion in the trial court’s refusal to allow Lawrence to return to
probation. Accordingly, we affirm the court’s decision to revoke Lawrence’s entire
probationary period.

Affirmed.

FRIEDLANDER, J., and BARNES, J., concur.



