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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed Le’Quan Dempsey’s convictions for felony murder and
related offenses arising from the shooting deaths of John Pendrak and Aiden Reynolds. The court held
that the evidence was constitutionally and statutorily sufficient, including evidence linking Dempsey’s
Instagram account to the drug deal and evidence of consciousness of guilt. The court also held that
evidence of Dempsey’s probation status was relevant, intrinsic to the charged crimes, and not unfairly
prejudicial under the applicable evidence rules.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was constitutionally and statutorily sufficient to support Dempsey’s convictions.

2. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by admitting evidence that Dempsey was on probation at the
time of the murders under Georgia evidence law.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence, viewed in the light most favorable to the verdicts, was sufficient under constitutional due
process for a rational jury to find Dempsey guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.

2. The circumstantial evidence was legally sufficient because the proved facts excluded every reasonable
hypothesis other than Dempsey’s guilt; the State was not required to disprove every conceivable
hypothesis or produce a particular type of evidence.

3. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by admitting evidence that Dempsey was on probation
because the evidence was relevant, intrinsic to the charged crimes, and its probative value was not
substantially outweighed by the danger of unfair prejudice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“the evidence presented at trial is viewed in the light most favorable to the verdicts to determine whether any
rational trier of fact could have found the defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of all the crimes of
which he was convicted.” (11)

“evidence is admissible as intrinsic evidence, rather than extrinsic evidence subject to Rule 404(b), when it is
“an uncharged act arising from the same transaction or series of transactions as the charged offense,
necessary to complete the story of the crime, or inextricably intertwined with the evidence of the charged
offense.”” (18)

“Accordingly, because the evidence regarding Dempsey’s probation status was relevant and “inextricably
intertwined” with the other evidence demonstrating his involvement in the murders, the evidence was properly
admitted as intrinsic.” (20)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Dempsey’s Instagram account was used to arrange a purported marijuana transaction with John Pendrak and
Aiden Reynolds at Sunset Park, where both victims were shot and killed. Evidence connected Dempsey to the
account, the nearby Amy Road house, a Taurus 9mm handgun, relevant phone activity, and attempts to delete or
alter digital accounts after the murders. The State also introduced brief references to Dempsey’s probation status,
including his statements that he deleted Instagram because of probation and that he expected to be locked up for
violating probation.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



A Gwinnett County grand jury indicted Dempsey on two counts of felony murder, aggravated assault, armed
robbery, and possession of a firearm during the commission of a felony. A jury found him guilty on all counts,
and the trial court imposed two concurrent life sentences without parole plus consecutive five-year sentences for
the firearm-possession counts; other counts merged or were vacated by operation of law. The trial court denied
Dempsey’s amended motion for new trial on April 15, 2025, and Dempsey appealed to the Supreme Court of
Georgia.
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