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SUMMARY

The Fourth Court of Appeals of San Antonio affirmed Deveon Jeffrey Taylor-White’s murder
conviction and forty-year sentence. The court held that the evidence was sufficient to establish his
liability under the law of parties and that the trial court did not violate due process by failing to
consider the full range of punishment.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Taylor-White appealed his jury conviction for murder and forty-year
prison sentence, challenging the sufficiency of the evidence supporting
party liability and the trial court's consideration of the full range of
punishment.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed the sufficiency of the evidence in the light most
favorable to the verdict to determine whether a rational trier of fact
could have found the essential elements beyond a reasonable doubt. It
reviewed the due-process sentencing claim under the presumption that
the trial court was neutral and detached absent a clear showing to the
contrary.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that Taylor-White acted
with the intent to promote or assist Randle's commission of the murder under the law of parties.

2. Whether the trial court violated due process by failing to consider the full range of punishment before
imposing sentence.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was legally sufficient for a rational jury to find that Taylor-White intended to promote or
assist Randle in committing the murder.

2. The trial court did not violate due process because the record did not show that it arbitrarily refused to
consider the full range of punishment or imposed a predetermined sentence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Plea bargains are just what they’re called. They’re bargains. What happens is generally the State looks at a
case, sees what it’s worth, and offers something considerably less, generally anywhere from a third to a half of
what the person actually deserves for the commission.” (at 7)

“The comments made by the trial court do not demonstrate that it refused to consider the full range of
punishment, but rather, made an “attempt to assess a sentence proportionate to the seriousness of [Taylor-
White’s] crime.”” (at 8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Taylor-White was present when Michael Randle shot Daniel Murphy in an apartment. Evidence showed that
Taylor-White and Randle followed Murphy into the apartment, questioned him about another man's whereabouts
and property, and that Taylor-White gave commands interpreted by the court as directing Randle to shoot
Murphy. Randle fired multiple shots, and Taylor-White grabbed Randle's arm as they fled. The jury convicted
Taylor-White under the law of parties, and the trial court imposed a forty-year sentence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A jury found Taylor-White guilty of murder under the law of parties. The trial court assessed punishment at forty
years in prison after considering trial evidence and a presentence investigation report. Taylor-White appealed,
and the Fourth Court of Appeals affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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