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SUMMARY

The First Court of Appeals of Texas affirmed Charles Edward Johnson’s fifteen-year conviction and
sentence for aggravated assault. The court held that Johnson failed to preserve his claim that the
exclusion of certain testimony and photographs violated his constitutional right to present a complete
defense.
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1. Whether Johnson preserved a constitutional complaint that the trial court denied him a meaningful
opportunity to present a complete defense by excluding portions of testimony and photographs offered
as defensive evidence.

HOLDINGS

1. A defendant must timely and specifically inform the trial court that the exclusion of defensive evidence
violates the constitutional right to present a complete defense; otherwise, the complaint is not preserved
for appellate review.

2. Exclusion of relevant and reliable evidence violates the constitutional right to present a complete
defense only when the evidence forms such a vital portion of the defense that its exclusion effectively
precludes the defendant from presenting the defense.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A trial court’s exclusion of evidence may rise to the level of a constitutional violation if the ruling excludes
otherwise relevant and reliable evidence which “forms such a vital portion of the case that exclusion
effectively precludes the defendant from presenting a defense.”” (10)

“To preserve a complaint for appellate review, a defendant must show that he first presented to the trial court
a timely request, objection, or motion stating the specific grounds for the desired ruling.” (17)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Johnson lived in an SUV on property owned by his mother, while the complainant, his aunt, lived in the house.
After the complainant cut an extension cord and water hose running from the house to Johnson's SUV, Johnson
followed her toward the house and struck her repeatedly, causing severe facial, ear, and eye injuries. Johnson
claimed that the complainant threatened him with poultry shears and that he acted in self-defense, but the
complainant denied threatening him and the physical evidence supported her account.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The 21st District Court of Washington County found Johnson guilty of aggravated assault and assessed
punishment at fifteen years' confinement. On appeal, the First Court of Appeals held that Johnson failed to
preserve his constitutional complaint because he did not inform the trial court that the evidentiary rulings
violated his right to present a complete defense, and it affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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