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SUMMARY

The Tenth Court of Appeals of Texas reviewed Sampson Walter Graves's convictions for two counts of
aggravated assault with a deadly weapon. The court held that the evidence was sufficient to support
the conviction involving James Williamson, including based on circumstantial evidence of Graves's
vehicle conduct. The court modified the judgments to reflect Graves's not-guilty pleas and affirmed
them as modified.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Appeal from jury convictions for two counts of aggravated assault
with a deadly weapon and two life sentences; appellant challenged the
sufficiency of the evidence supporting the conviction involving James
Williamson, and the State sought correction of the plea entries in the
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STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed the sufficiency of the evidence by viewing all
evidence in the light most favorable to the verdict and asking whether
any rational trier of fact could have found the essential elements
beyond a reasonable doubt. The court deferred to the jury's resolution
of conflicts, credibility determinations, weighing of evidence, and
reasonable inferences, and considered the cumulative force of the
evidence rather than using a divide-and-conquer approach.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to support Graves's conviction for aggravated assault with a
deadly weapon against James Williamson, including whether his operation of the truck objectively
constituted a threat of imminent bodily injury.

2. Whether the trial court's judgments should be reformed to reflect Graves's not-guilty pleas rather than
guilty pleas.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for a rational jury to find beyond a reasonable doubt that Graves's driving
objectively constituted a threat of imminent bodily injury to Williamson.

2. The appellate court had authority to reform the judgments to reflect Graves's actual not-guilty pleas and
to affirm the judgments as modified.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“When addressing a challenge to the sufficiency of the evidence, we consider whether, after viewing all of the
evidence in the light most favorable to the verdict, any rational trier of fact could have found the essential
elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt.” (at 2)

“After viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the verdict and based on the cumulative force of all
of the evidence, we conclude that any reasonable trier of fact could have found that Graves’s driving
objectively constituted a threat of imminent injury.” (at 5)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Graves struck Sheila Richardson in the face with a full beer can while she was seated in a vehicle. When James
Williamson intervened, Graves threatened to kill both Williamson and Richardson, attempted to hit and grab
Williamson, rammed his truck into Richardson's parked vehicle, and drove toward the two as they fled toward a
pool area. Witnesses testified that the truck came within a few feet or inches of the complainants and that Graves
angrily revved the truck before leaving.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Following a jury trial in the 19th District Court of McLennan County, Graves was convicted of two counts of
aggravated assault with a deadly weapon and sentenced to life imprisonment on each count. On appeal, he
challenged only the sufficiency of the evidence supporting the count involving Williamson. The State asserted
that the judgments incorrectly reflected guilty pleas; the court agreed, reformed the judgments to reflect not-
guilty pleas, and affirmed as modified.
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