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MEMORANDUM.

Defendant was convicted by ajury of larceny from the person. At trid, his counsd objected to
ajury ingruction that permitted the jury to find defendant guilty either as a principa or as an aider and
abettor. Defendant contended at tridl and perssts here in asserting that the sole evidence of theft was
the victim’s testimony that it was defendant, not defendant’ s companion, who stole a dime in the course
of a confrontation initiated and orchestrated by defendart and his companion.

Although the victim was postive in his testimony, the jury was not required to accept the
victim’s testimony in its entirety, but could accept dl or any portion of that tesimony. People v
Jackson, 390 Mich 621, 625 n 2; 212 NW2d 918 (1973). The jury could rationally have concluded
that, under the circumstances, in which after the victim indicated he had no money the two assailants
attacked him, the victim was confused and that, athough he accurately tetified that a dime was stolen
from his person, he may have been inaccurate in believing it was defendant rather than defendant’s
confederate who performed this larcenous act. Since, however, defendant was clearly acting in concert
with his companion, an aiding and abetting theory was amply supported by the evidence, and the trid
court therefore did not err in ingructing the jury on this dternate theory. People v Jones, 73 Mich App
107; 251 Nw2d 264 (1976).

Affirmed.
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