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SUMMARY

The Eighth District Court of Appeals of Texas affirmed Randall Joseph Lewis’s conviction for

unlawful possession of a firearm by a felon. The court held that the evidence was legally sufficient to

establish that the object was a firearm, that Lewis possessed it, and that he acted with the requisite

mens rea. The court rejected Lewis’s challenges based on witness credibility, intoxication, and mental

illness.
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Lewis appealed his conviction for unlawful possession of a firearm by
a felon, challenging the legal sufficiency of the evidence under the due

process clauses of the United States and Texas Constitutions.

The court reviewed the legal sufficiency of the evidence under a single
standard, considering all evidence in the light most favorable to the
verdict and asking whether a rational juror could have found the

essential elements beyond a reasonable doubt.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to establish that the object Lewis possessed was a firearm
when the firearm was not admitted into evidence.

. Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to establish that Lewis possessed the firearm based

primarily on Stacie Lewis's testimony.

. Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to establish the requisite mens rea for unlawful possession

of a firearm by a felon.

. Whether the conviction was supported by legally sufficient evidence under the due process clauses of

the United States and Texas Constitutions.

HOLDINGS

1.

The State was not required to introduce the firearm into evidence because other sufficient evidence,
including eyewitness testimony and body-camera video, permitted a rational juror to find that a firearm

was present.

. In an offense involving possession or use of a firearm, the State need not prove that the firearm was real

rather than fake or inoperable.

. The testimony of one eyewitness can be legally sufficient to support a conviction, and the State was not

required to call every potentially available witness.

. The evidence was legally sufficient to establish that Lewis intentionally, knowingly, or recklessly

possessed the firearm.

. The evidence was legally sufficient to support Lewis's conviction because a rational juror could find all

essential elements of unlawful possession of a firearm by a felon beyond a reasonable doubt.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“we consider all the evidence in the light most favorable to the verdict and determine whether, based on that
evidence and reasonable inferences therefrom, a rational juror could have found the essential elements of the
crime beyond a reasonable doubt.” (at 2)

“As factfinder, the jury is entitled to judge the credibility of witnesses, and can choose to believe all, some, or

none of the testimony presented by the parties.” (at 4)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

In November 2023, Stacie Lewis reported that her nephew, Randall Joseph Lewis, came to her home with a gun.

She testified that Lewis removed a gun from his jeans and placed it on a table in the garage, and an officer's

body-camera video showed the gun after the officer arrived and picked it up. Lewis had a prior felony

conviction, did not live at the residence, and asked his uncle to take and keep the firearm. The State did not

introduce the firearm itself into evidence.
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