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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Arkansas affirmed Ahbrae Jones's convictions for aggravated robbery and theft
of property and his life sentence. The court held that accomplice testimony was sufficiently
corroborated by independent evidence, including eyewitness identifications, surveillance photographs,
and a handgun recovered near Jones's arrest. The court also upheld the denial of a mistrial based on an
inadvertent reference to Jones's parole status and permitted cross-examination concerning a defense
witness's relationship with Jones.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence independently corroborated accomplice Allan Smith's testimony and was
sufficient to support Jones's convictions.

2. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by denying a mistrial after a witness inadvertently stated
that Jones was on parole.

3. Whether the trial court erred by permitting the State to cross-examine defense witness Tommy McIntosh
about meeting Jones in prison to establish bias.

4. Whether the trial court's comment regarding possible reversible error required a new trial.

5. Whether the denial of Jones's motion for new trial required reversal.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient to corroborate Smith's accomplice testimony because, with Smith's
testimony eliminated, the store employees' identifications, surveillance photographs, and recovery of the
handgun independently established the robbery and tended to connect Jones with it.

2. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by denying a mistrial after an officer inadvertently stated that
Jones was on parole, particularly because the court offered an admonition and Jones expressly rejected
it.

3. The inadvertent parole reference did not constitute constitutional comment on Jones's right not to testify;
alternatively, any error was harmless beyond a reasonable doubt in light of the overwhelming evidence
of guilt.

4. The trial court properly allowed the State to question McIntosh about meeting Jones in prison because
the evidence was relevant to show McIntosh's friendship and potential bias.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The test for determining the sufficiency of the corroborating evidence is whether, if the testimony of the
accomplice were totally eliminated from the case, the other evidence independently establishes the crime and
tends to connect the accused with its commission.” (108)

“Because the State is entitled to prove its case as conclusively as it can, see Regalado v. State, 331 Ark. 326,
961 S.W.2d 739 (1998), and because the evidence of where McIntosh and Jones met was relevant to proving
McIntosh's bias, the trial court did not abuse its discretion in allowing the State to delve into this area of
cross-examination.” (111)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A Blockbuster store in Little Rock was robbed by a man wearing a black hooded sweatshirt and carrying a gold-
plated .25-caliber handgun. Accomplice Allan Smith testified that he drove Jones to the store, saw Jones raise a
pistol, and later picked him up; store employees identified Jones or his photograph as resembling the robber.
Police later arrested Jones and Smith and found a gold-plated handgun near the area where they had been sitting.



During trial, a police officer inadvertently stated that Jones was on parole, and the State cross-examined defense
witness Tommy McIntosh about meeting Jones in prison to show bias.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Jones was tried and convicted in the circuit court of aggravated robbery and theft of property arising from the
robbery of a Blockbuster store. The jury imposed a life sentence. The Supreme Court of Arkansas considered the
sufficiency challenge first because of double-jeopardy considerations, then rejected Jones's claims concerning
accomplice corroboration, denial of a mistrial, cross-examination of a defense witness, and denial of a new trial.
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