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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed Mark Antonio Taylor’s convictions arising from the shooting
death of Charles Ernest Weaver during a vehicle theft. The court rejected Taylor’s claims of ineffective
assistance of counsel, improper admission of evidence concerning an altercation with his girlfriend,
and improper testimony regarding self-defense. All justices concurred.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support Taylor's convictions.

2. Whether trial counsel was constitutionally ineffective in conducting voir dire and deciding which
prospective jurors to strike.

3. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by allowing the State to cross-examine Taylor about a
physical altercation with his girlfriend for impeachment purposes.

4. Whether trial counsel was ineffective for failing to object when the prosecutor referred to the altercation
during closing argument.

5. Whether the trial court committed reversible or plain error by allowing the lead investigator to testify
about self-defense after defense counsel elicited testimony on that subject.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient to authorize a rational trier of fact to find Taylor guilty beyond a reasonable
doubt of the crimes for which the jury returned guilty verdicts.

2. Taylor failed to establish ineffective assistance because counsel's voir-dire questioning and juror-strike
decisions were reasonable strategic choices, and none of the seated jurors expressed an opinion so fixed
that the juror could not be fair and impartial.

3. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by allowing the State to cross-examine Taylor about the nature
of the altercation because the questioning impeached his inaccurate testimony about why he had been
expelled from the car and was permissible during thorough and sifting cross-examination.

4. Because the evidence concerning the altercation was admissible, counsel was not deficient for failing to
object when the prosecutor referred to it during closing argument.

5. Taylor could not obtain relief based on the investigator's self-defense testimony because defense counsel
deliberately elicited the testimony to introduce the self-defense issue, making any resulting error invited
error.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In order to prevail on a claim of ineffective assistance of counsel, appellant must show counsel’s
performance was deficient and that the deficient performance prejudiced him to the point that a reasonable
probability exists that, but for counsel’s errors, the outcome of the trial would have been different.” (302 Ga.
at 178)

“When the criminal defendant takes the stand, any discrepancies in his testimony maybe ‘fully explored’on
cross-examination regardless of their relevance or the fact that it may reflect poorly on the defendant’s
character.” (302 Ga. at 180)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Taylor encountered dealership employee Charles Ernest Weaver while taking a truck from a dealership parking
lot. After Weaver attempted to stop the theft, Taylor forced him toward the dealership building and shot him
twice; Weaver died from his wounds. Police later recovered Weaver's knife, Taylor's handgun, which was



identified as the murder weapon, and Weaver's cell phone, and Taylor made incriminating statements during his
arrest. Taylor also testified that Weaver was unarmed when he was shot.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Hall County grand jury indicted Taylor on charges arising from the shooting death of Charles Ernest Weaver.
After a jury trial, Taylor was convicted on all charged counts; the trial court sentenced him to life without parole
for malice murder plus terms of years for the underlying felonies, and the felony-murder counts were vacated as
a matter of law. The trial court denied Taylor's motion for new trial, and the Court of Appeals transferred his
appeal to the Supreme Court of Georgia, which affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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