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SUMMARY

The Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals affirmed Ronald Eugene Fox II's Knox County convictions
for first degree murder, tampering with evidence, and initiating a false report. The court rejected his
challenges to the sufficiency of the evidence, denial of a continuance, refusal to instruct on voluntary

manslaughter, and cumulative error.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant appealed as of right from Knox County Criminal Court

judgments entered after a jury convicted him of premeditated first

degree murder, tampering with evidence, and initiating a false report.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The sufficiency of the evidence is reviewed under Jackson v. Virginia
by determining whether, viewing the evidence in the light most
favorable to the prosecution and allowing the strongest legitimate view
of the evidence and reasonable inferences, any rational trier of fact
could have found the essential elements beyond a reasonable doubt.
The denial of a motion to continue is reviewed for abuse of discretion,
and reversal requires both an abuse of discretion and prejudice. Jury-
instruction issues not preserved by a written request are reviewed, if at

all, for plain error.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support Fox's conviction for premeditated first degree murder.

2. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by denying Fox's second motion to continue so a defense

digital-forensics expert could further review cell-phone and related data.

3. Whether the trial court erred by failing to instruct the jury on voluntary manslaughter as a lesser

included offense of first degree murder.

4. Whether the cumulative effect of the alleged errors warranted reversal.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for a rational jury to find beyond a reasonable doubt that Fox intentionally
and premeditatedly killed the victim.

2. The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying Fox's second motion to continue, and Fox failed to

establish prejudice.

3. Fox waived plenary appellate review of the omitted voluntary-manslaughter instruction by failing to

submit a written request, and he failed to establish plain error or entitlement to relief.

4. Fox was not entitled to relief under the cumulative-error doctrine because the court identified no

individual error warranting relief.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In our view, this evidence supports Defendant’s conviction of first degree premeditated murder.” (14)
“We have not concluded there was any error that warrants relief, thus, there is nothing to accumulate.” (17)

“Based upon the foregoing, we affirm the judgments of the trial court.” (18)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Fox's convictions arose from the shooting death of his girlfriend, Constance Danyell Davison, inside the
Knoxville home they shared on May 22, 2021. The victim suffered two close-range nine-millimeter gunshot
wounds to the head while crouched behind a laundry-room door; police found no signs of forced entry, no
firearm, and no evidence of robbery. Evidence showed that Fox regularly carried a nine-millimeter handgun, had
argued with the victim before the shooting, gave investigators inconsistent accounts of his whereabouts,
possessed gunshot-residue particles on his clothing, and failed to render aid or promptly call 911. Cell-phone
records and testimony from Fox's mother contradicted his account that he spent most of the evening away from

the residence.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Knox County grand jury charged Fox with premeditated first degree murder, tampering with evidence, and
initiating a false report. The trial court denied his second motion to continue, denied a motion for judgment of
acquittal, and the jury convicted him as charged. The court imposed a life sentence for first degree murder and
concurrent Range II sentences of ten years for evidence tampering and eight years for initiating a false report.

The trial court denied Fox's motion for new trial, and the Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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