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SUMMARY

The Eleventh Court of Appeals of Texas affirmed Larry Dewayne White’s conviction for murder under
Texas Penal Code § 19.02(b)(2) and his sixty-year sentence. The court held that the evidence was
sufficient for a rational jury to find that White intended to cause serious bodily injury and committed
an act clearly dangerous to human life that caused Kenneth Wayne Williams’s death. The court
deferred to the jury’s resolution of credibility issues and rejected White’s sufficiency challenge.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Appellant appealed his jury conviction for murder and sixty-year
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to prove that White intended to cause serious bodily injury as
required for murder under Texas Penal Code section 19.02(b)(2).

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for a rational jury to find beyond a reasonable doubt that White intended to
cause serious bodily injury and committed an act clearly dangerous to human life that caused Williams's
death.

2. Regardless of whether the challenge is characterized as legal or factual sufficiency, Texas courts apply
the Jackson v. Virginia standard.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Under Section 19.02(b)(2), the mens rea element requires only that the accused must have intended to cause
serious bodily injury to an individual.” (at 7)

“Thus, under Section 19.02(b)(2), “the intent to kill is not required. It is sufficient to show only the intent to
cause serious bodily injury and commit a clearly dangerous act.”” (at 7)

“We conclude that this barbaric act, in and of itself, would permit a rational factfinder to conclude that
Appellant intended to cause serious bodily injury to Williams by choking him.” (at 8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

White lived with Kenneth Wayne Williams, who was found dead in a bedroom after White summoned neighbors
and police for help. Williams had ligature marks, severe head injuries, and evidence indicated that he had been
bound and died from strangulation and blunt-force trauma. White gave multiple accounts, ultimately admitting
that he choked Williams, restrained him, forced socks and underwear into his mouth with a wooden stick, and
applied duct tape across his mouth. A medical examiner testified that strangulation was the primary cause of
death.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Taylor County grand jury indicted White for murder in a two-paragraph indictment. A jury found him guilty
under paragraph two, which alleged murder under Texas Penal Code section 19.02(b)(2), and assessed sixty
years' confinement. The Eleventh Court of Appeals overruled White's sole sufficiency challenge and affirmed.
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