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PER CURIAM. 

 

¶ 1  North Carolina General Statutes Section 15A-1343(a) reads, in its entirety, as 

follows: 

In General. — The court may impose conditions of 

probation reasonably necessary to insure that the 

defendant will lead a law-abiding life or to assist him to do 

so. 

N.C.G.S. § 15A-1343(a) (2021).  

¶ 2  A challenged condition of probation imposed by a trial court is valid when it is 
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reasonably related to a defendant’s offense and reasonably related to his 

rehabilitation. State v. Cooper, 304 N.C. 180, 184 (1981). In the absence of proof to 

the contrary, it is presumed that a trial court acted with proper discretion with 

respect to a condition of probation imposed by the trial court. State v. Smith, 233 N.C. 

68, 70 (1950). Further, the Court looks with favor upon the observation of the Court 

of Appeals that “[t]he [trial] court has substantial discretion in devising conditions 

under th[e] [probation statute].” State v. Harrington, 78 N.C. App. 39, 48 (1985). 

¶ 3  In the present case, the trial court properly exercised its substantial discretion 

in devising and imposing special conditions of probation that were sufficiently 

reasonable in their relationship to defendant’s rehabilitation. Consequently, without 

proof to the contrary, there was no abuse of the discretion properly exercised here by 

the trial court in its specification of defendant’s special conditions of probation. In 

determining a defendant’s special conditions of probation and assuring their 

compatibility with one another as well as with the general conditions of probation, a 

trial court must exercise caution and vigilance to avoid inadvertent conflicts between 

and among the probationary conditions which are tailored for a defendant’s 

rehabilitation pursuant to N.C.G.S. § 15A-1343. 

AFFIRMED. 


