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SUMMARY

The Kansas Supreme Court affirmed Todd Schumacher’s convictions for first-degree premeditated
murder and endangering a child. The court held that sufficient evidence supported premeditation and
child endangerment and that prosecutorial misconduct during rebuttal closing argument did not
warrant a new trial.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Direct appeal from convictions for first-degree premeditated murder
and endangering a child. Schumacher challenged the sufficiency of the
evidence and the denial of his motion for a new trial based on alleged
prosecutorial misconduct during rebuttal closing argument.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Sufficiency of the evidence is reviewed by examining the evidence in
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether sufficient evidence supported Schumacher's conviction for first-degree premeditated murder.

2. Whether sufficient evidence supported Schumacher's conviction for endangering a child.

3. Whether the prosecutor committed misconduct by demonstrating the sound of cocking the gun and
asking the jury to compare it with a sound on the recording.

4. Whether the prosecutor committed reversible misconduct by twice asking the jury for justice for the
victim.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for a rational factfinder to conclude beyond a reasonable doubt that
Schumacher premeditated Ann's killing.

2. The evidence was sufficient to prove that Schumacher intentionally and unreasonably placed M.S. in a
situation in which there was more than a faint or remote possibility that her life, body, or health would
be injured or endangered.

3. The prosecutor did not commit misconduct by asking the jury to compare the sound of the gun being
cocked in open court with a clicking sound on the recording.

4. The prosecutor committed misconduct by twice asking the jury for justice for Ann, but the misconduct
was not sufficiently prejudicial to require reversal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In evaluating the sufficiency of the evidence, we do not reweigh evidence, resolve conflicts between evidence,
or make credibility determinations.” (1066-67)

“A premeditated act is not necessarily one that is “planned, contrived, or schemed beforehand; rather,
premeditation indicates a time of reflection or deliberation.”” (1067)

“We reiterate that a prosecutor cannot ask the jury to convict a defendant in order to give the victim justice.”
(1073)

“Given these circumstances and the strength of the State’s evidence, we conclude the prosecutor’s brief
comments were not so prejudicial as to deny Schumacher a fair trial.” (1074)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

After learning that his ex-wife, Ann, was seeking child support and custody of their children, Schumacher
repeatedly threatened to kill her while drinking the night before the shooting. The next morning he went to Ann's
home, confronted her while their fifteen-year-old daughter M.S. was nearby, drew a loaded revolver, placed it
under Ann's chin, and shot her. M.S.'s camera recorded portions of the confrontation, and forensic evidence



linked the bullet fragments to the revolver found in Schumacher's pickup. Schumacher claimed the shooting was
accidental and that he had intended to commit suicide.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A jury convicted Schumacher of first-degree premeditated murder and endangering a child after he shot and
killed his ex-wife while their daughter was nearby. The district court sentenced him to 25 years to life for murder
and a concurrent one-year jail term for child endangerment. The Kansas Supreme Court considered
Schumacher's direct appeal and affirmed both convictions.
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