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SUMMARY

The Texas Court of Appeals for the First District affirmed a thirteen-year sentence for recklessly

causing serious bodily injury to a child. The court held that the evidence was sufficient to support the

jury’s finding that the appellant used or exhibited a motor vehicle as a deadly weapon, even under a

beyond-a-reasonable-doubt standard. The court also concluded that the appellant’s guilty plea

foreclosed arguments disputing the causal connection between her reckless driving and the child’s

injuries.
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Faragoza appealed her felony conviction and thirteen-year sentence
after pleading guilty before a jury and challenging the sufficiency of

the evidence supporting the deadly-weapon finding.

The court viewed the evidence in the light most favorable to the
verdict and determined whether any rational factfinder could have
found beyond a reasonable doubt that Faragoza used a deadly weapon
during the commission of the felony. The court deferred to the jury's
credibility determinations and weighing of conflicting evidence and

limited review to the specific sufficiency arguments raised.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support the jury's affirmative finding that Faragoza used or

exhibited a motor vehicle as a deadly weapon during the commission of the felony.

2. Whether Faragoza's guilty plea foreclosed her argument that reckless driving before the collision was
temporally disconnected from the child's injuries or that some cause other than her reckless driving

caused the injuries.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for a rational factfinder to conclude beyond a reasonable doubt that

Faragoza used a motor vehicle as a deadly weapon during the commission of the felony.

2. Because Faragoza pleaded guilty to an indictment alleging that her reckless operation of the vehicle
caused the child's injuries, her argument that something other than that conduct caused the injuries was

foreclosed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the jury’s finding, we conclude a rational factfinder could
have concluded, beyond a reasonable doubt, that the appellant used a deadly weapon during the commission
of a felony.” (8)

“We affirm the trial court’s judgment.” (8)
FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Faragoza drove a truck carrying a thirteen-year-old child and another passenger while fleeing a police officer.
During the roughly two-and-a-half-minute pursuit, officers observed speeds exceeding 100 miles per hour; after
the truck went slightly airborne and turned sideways, it crashed into an embankment. The child suffered

significant injuries requiring months of hospitalization and at least seventeen surgeries.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Faragoza pleaded guilty to recklessly causing serious bodily injury to a child. The jury assessed thirteen years'
confinement and made an affirmative finding that she used or exhibited a motor vehicle as a deadly weapon. The

First District Court of Appeals overruled her sole point of error and affirmed the trial court's judgment.
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