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SUMMARY

The Texas Eleventh Court of Appeals affirmed Nicholas Ray Leyse’s forty-six-year sentence for

manslaughter enhanced by a habitual-offender finding. The court held that the sentence was within the

statutory range, was not grossly disproportionate, and was not rendered unjust by the mitigating

evidence presented at the punishment hearing.
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affirmed

Appeal from a judgment of conviction and forty-six-year sentence for
manslaughter following Appellant's open guilty plea and plea of true to

one habitual-offender enhancement paragraph.

The trial court has a great deal of discretion in assessing punishment.
A sentence within the legislatively prescribed range, based on the
sentencer's informed normative judgment, is generally unassailable on
appeal subject to limited gross-disproportionality review under the

Eighth Amendment.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Leyse's forty-six-year sentence for manslaughter was manifestly unjust because it was contrary
to the mitigating evidence.

2. Whether the trial court's consideration of the evidence and assessment of a sentence within the statutory

range rendered the sentence grossly disproportionate or otherwise unjust.

HOLDINGS

1. The sentence was not manifestly unjust. The trial court acted within its broad sentencing discretion, and

the mitigating evidence was not so overwhelming as to render the forty-six-year sentence unjust.

2. The sentence was not grossly disproportionate.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Subject only to a very limited, ‘exceedingly rare,” and somewhat amorphous Eighth Amendment gross-
disproportionality review, a punishment that falls within the legislatively prescribed range, and that is based
upon the sentencer’s informed normative judgment, is unassailable on appeal.” (9)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Leyse shot and killed Chris Alan Nix after becoming angry over Nix's alleged relationship with Leyse's wife.
The evidence showed that Leyse fired multiple shots, including shots toward a pickup and a camper, and one
shot struck Nix. Leyse acknowledged significant criminal history, firearm possession despite being prohibited
from possessing firearms, methamphetamine use, and mental-health diagnoses, while also presenting evidence

of remorse, attempted CPR, treatment, family support, and other mitigating circumstances.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Leyse was charged under a four-count indictment with offenses arising from the shooting death of Chris Alan
Nix. He waived a jury, pleaded guilty to manslaughter, and pleaded true to one enhancement paragraph; the State
abandoned the remaining counts and enhancement paragraph. After a punishment hearing, the trial court

assessed forty-six years' confinement. The Eleventh Court of Appeals affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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