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SUMMARY

The Sixth Court of Appeals of Texas at Texarkana affirmed Johnny Edwards I'V’s conviction for

murder and life sentence. The court held that the trial court did not abuse its discretion by admitting

autopsy photographs and did not err by including the full statutory mens rea definitions in the jury

charge. The court also held that any error in admitting punishment-phase testimony concerning a prior

offense was cured because the same or similar evidence was admitted without objection.
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affirmed

Edwards appealed his conviction and life sentence from the Criminal
District Court No. 3 of Tarrant County, Texas, challenging the
admission of autopsy photographs, the jury charge's mens rea

definitions, and the admission of punishment-phase testimony.

Admission of photographs is reviewed for abuse of discretion and will
be reversed only if the ruling falls outside the zone of reasonable
disagreement. Jury-charge claims are reviewed in two steps: the court
first determines whether error occurred and then evaluates whether
sufficient harm resulted to require reversal. An evidentiary ruling is
subject to harmless-error principles, including the rule that error is
cured when the same evidence is admitted elsewhere without

objection.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court abused its discretion under Texas Rule of Evidence 403 by admitting autopsy

photographs over Edwards's unfair-prejudice objection.

2. Whether the jury charge was erroneous or egregiously harmful because it included the statutory mens
rea definitions concerning the nature of conduct and surrounding circumstances rather than limiting

mens rea exclusively to the result of conduct.

3. Whether the trial court reversibly erred by overruling Edwards's hearsay and Confrontation Clause
objections to punishment-phase testimony when the same or similar evidence was admitted elsewhere

without objection.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by admitting the challenged autopsy photographs because

their probative value was not substantially outweighed by the danger of unfair prejudice.

2. The jury charge was not erroneous because, in a capital-murder case involving underlying burglary or
robbery conduct, the abstract mens rea definitions may include the nature-of-conduct and nature-of-
circumstances elements in addition to the result-of-conduct element.

3. Any error in admitting the challenged punishment-phase testimony was cured because the same or
similar evidence was admitted elsewhere without objection.
KEY QUOTATIONS

“Autopsy photographs are generally admissible unless they depict mutilation of the victim caused by the

autopsy itself.” (3)

“For this reason, “in a capital murder case involving more than one conduct element,” it is not error “for the

definitions to include more than the result of conduct element.”” (6)

“An error in the admission of evidence is cured where the same evidence comes in elsewhere without

objection.” (9)
FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Edwards admitted in an audio-recorded confession that he went to the victim's apartment to purchase marihuana

and shot the victim after the victim allegedly threatened Edwards's family. The victim died from the gunshot



wounds, and the State introduced color autopsy photographs depicting the gunshot entry and exit wounds.
During punishment, the State introduced evidence of Edwards's prior Ohio robbery and felonious-assault
offenses, including testimony about a taxi-driver assault and Edwards's admission that he attacked the driver

because he needed money.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Tarrant County jury convicted Edwards of the lesser-included offense of murder after viewing his audio-
recorded confession and sentenced him to life imprisonment. Edwards appealed. The case was transferred from
the Second Court of Appeals to the Sixth Court of Appeals under the Texas Supreme Court's docket-equalization
authority, and the court affirmed the trial court's judgment.
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