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SUMMARY

The Tennessee Supreme Court affirmed DeWayne Collier’s conviction for aggravated statutory rape.
The Court held that a victim of statutory rape does not qualify as an accomplice whose testimony
requires corroboration, and concluded that the evidence was sufficient to sustain the conviction. The
Court also addressed waiver of a challenge to the denial of a motion for judgment of acquittal made at

the close of the State’s proof.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The defendant appealed by permission from the Tennessee Court of

Criminal Appeals after his conviction for aggravated statutory rape
was affirmed. The Tennessee Supreme Court reviewed whether the
testimony of a minor victim of statutory rape must be corroborated

because the victim is treated as an accomplice.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Questions concerning accomplice status are reviewed de novo when
the relevant facts are undisputed. The sufficiency of the evidence is
reviewed by determining whether, viewing the evidence in the light
most favorable to the prosecution and drawing all reasonable
inferences in its favor, any rational trier of fact could have found the

essential elements beyond a reasonable doubt.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the defendant waived appellate review of the denial of his motion for judgment of acquittal

made at the close of the State's proof by presenting defense evidence after the motion was denied.

2. Whether a minor victim of statutory rape may be treated as an accomplice whose testimony requires

corroboration.

3. Whether the evidence was sufficient to sustain the defendant's conviction for aggravated statutory rape.

HOLDINGS

1. A defendant who presents evidence after the trial court denies a motion for judgment of acquittal made

at the close of the State's proof waives any claim of error concerning that motion.

2. A victim of statutory rape is not an accomplice, and the victim's testimony does not require

corroboration to support a conviction.

3. The evidence was sufficient to sustain the conviction for aggravated statutory rape.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Today, we join the vast majority of states that have addressed the issue by rejecting the application of the

accomplice corroboration rule to victims of statutory rape.”
“As a matter of law, a minor is indeed incapable of consenting to a statutory rape.”

“Accordingly, we overrule all prior Tennessee decisions recognizing the exception that requires corroboration
of the testimony of a minor victim of a sex offense despite the fact that the minor could not be charged with the

offense.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A fourteen-year-old victim left school, met the forty-two-year-old defendant, and traveled with him to his
Memphis residence. The victim testified that she and the defendant engaged in sexual intercourse multiple times
over approximately two days. The State presented her testimony and evidence corroborating aspects of her
account, including her accurate description of the defendant's residence; the defense presented employment and

forensic evidence. The jury convicted the defendant of aggravated statutory rape.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Shelby County jury convicted Collier of aggravated statutory rape, and the trial court imposed a four-year

sentence. The Court of Criminal Appeals affirmed, concluding that the victim qualified as an accomplice but that



her testimony was sufficiently corroborated. The Tennessee Supreme Court granted permission to appeal, held

that corroboration was not required, and affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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