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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed Morris Charles Spann’s convictions for murder, aggravated
assault, and firearm possession arising from the shooting death of his mother and the shooting of
another person. The court held that the evidence was constitutionally sufficient, that the eyewitness
and circumstantial evidence supported the convictions, and that the jury could reject Spann’s
alternative hypotheses of innocence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial evidence was constitutionally sufficient to support Spann's murder, aggravated-assault,
and firearm-possession convictions.

2. Whether the evidence satisfied Georgia's circumstantial-evidence requirement by excluding every other
reasonable hypothesis of innocence.

3. Whether the eyewitness identifications were sufficiently reliable despite poor visibility and Ricks's
initial misidentification of his half-brother.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence, viewed in the light most favorable to the prosecution, was sufficient for a rational jury to
find Spann guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of the crimes of conviction.

2. OCGA § 24-14-6 did not apply to the aggravated-assault and associated firearm-possession convictions
because direct eyewitness testimony established those offenses. Assuming the murder evidence was
entirely circumstantial, the jury was authorized to reject Spann's alternative hypotheses as unreasonable.

3. The jury was authorized to credit Ricks's and his wife's identifications of Spann and to conclude that
Ricks's initial identification of Bernard Spann was an error.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“When we evaluate a due process challenge to the sufficiency of the evidence, we view the evidence at trial
“in the light most favorable to the prosecution” and ask whether “any rational trier of fact could have found
the essential elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt.”” (4)

“As an initial matter, that statute does not apply to Spann’s convictions for the aggravated assault of Ricks
and the associated gun-possession charge, because the evidence that Spann committed those crimes was not
entirely circumstantial: Ricks saw Spann shoot him.” (6)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

In the early morning of July 30, 2011, Willie James Ricks saw Annie Bell Spann enter her home, heard gunshots,
and then saw Morris Charles Spann leave the home holding a gun and shoot Ricks in the leg. Annie was found
dead inside the home, which showed no forced entry and had another door locked from the inside. Police found
.380-caliber casings associated with a handgun belonging to Spann's father, gunshot primer residue on Spann's
clothing, and Spann nearby shortly after the shooting. Spann gave inconsistent accounts of his whereabouts and
denied shooting anyone before being told that anyone had been shot.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Clay County jury convicted Spann in 2013 of malice murder, felony murder, two aggravated assaults, and two
firearm-possession offenses. The trial court later vacated Spann's life-without-parole sentence and resentenced



him to life with the possibility of parole for malice murder, while leaving the other sentences unaffected. After
the trial court denied Spann's amended motion for new trial on September 24, 2025, Spann filed a timely notice
of appeal. The Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed.
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