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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Florida affirmed Steven Maurice Evans’s convictions for premeditated first-
degree murder and his death sentence. The court rejected challenges concerning competency to stand
trial, a witness’s reference to prior criminal records, the admission of allegedly irrelevant evidence, the
cold, calculated, and premeditated aggravator, the heinous, atrocious, or cruel aggravator, and the
proportionality of the death sentence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court abused its discretion in finding Evans competent to stand trial.

2. Whether the trial court erred in denying a mistrial after a State witness referred to Evans's fingerprints on
record with the Orlando Police Department.

3. Whether the admission of a shell casing, gang-membership evidence, and evidence concerning the
planned Sanford robbery deprived Evans of a fair trial.

4. Whether the evidence supported the cold, calculated, and premeditated aggravating circumstance.

5. Whether the evidence supported the heinous, atrocious, or cruel aggravating circumstance.

6. Whether the trial court improperly weighed aggravating and mitigating circumstances.

7. Whether the death sentence was disproportionate under Florida law.

8. Whether an eleven-to-one jury recommendation rendered the death sentence unconstitutional.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not abuse its discretion in finding Evans competent to stand trial.

2. The trial court properly denied the motion for mistrial because the isolated reference to police records
was not sufficiently prejudicial, and any possible error was harmless.

3. The shell casing and evidence concerning the planned Sanford robbery were properly admitted as
relevant; admission of gang-membership evidence was error, but the error was harmless.

4. The evidence supported the finding that the murder was committed in a cold, calculated, and
premeditated manner without any pretense of moral or legal justification.

5. The evidence supported the heinous, atrocious, or cruel aggravating circumstance.

6. The trial court did not improperly weigh the aggravating and mitigating circumstances, and its findings
were supported by competent substantial evidence.

7. The death sentence was proportionate under Florida law.

8. An eleven-to-one jury recommendation for death did not render Evans's death sentence unconstitutional.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The test for whether a defendant is competent to stand trial is whether "he has sufficient present ability to
consult with his lawyer with a reasonable degree of rational understanding-and whether he has a rational as
well as factual understanding of the proceedings against him."” (at 187)

“A defendant can be emotionally and mentally disturbed or suffer from a mental illness but still have the
ability to experience cool and calm reflection, make a careful plan or prearranged design to commit murder,
and exhibit heightened premeditation.” (at 193)



“Fear and emotional strain may be considered as contributing to the heinous nature of the murder, even
where the victim's death was almost instantaneous.” (at 194)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Evans and several accomplices traveled to Sanford to commit a home-invasion robbery, but the plan failed when
one accomplice left with the getaway car. After returning to Orlando, Evans and the others ambushed, beat,
bound, and gagged that accomplice, Lewis, when he arrived at Evans's apartment. Evans organized Lewis's
removal to a culvert, constructed a homemade silencer, warned the others to check for witnesses, and shot Lewis
six times, including five shots to the head. At sentencing, Evans presented evidence of mental illness or
impairment, childhood and family circumstances, prior head injuries, substance abuse, and other mitigation.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Evans was convicted of premeditated first-degree murder and sentenced to death after the jury recommended
death by an eleven-to-one vote. The trial court found five aggravating circumstances and gave substantial or
some weight to statutory mental-health mitigation and little or no weight to other mitigation. Evans appealed
directly to the Supreme Court of Florida, which affirmed both the conviction and sentence.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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