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SUMMARY

The Mississippi Court of Appeals affirmed Pierre Thomas's convictions for possession of

methamphetamine and cocaine with intent to distribute, as well as his sentences as a nonviolent

habitual offender. The court held that the jury's verdicts were not against the overwhelming weight of

the evidence, including the evidence identifying Thomas as the driver and linking him to the

contraband through constructive possession. A separate opinion concurred in part and dissented in

part, concluding that the evidence was insufficient to establish constructive possession.
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Thomas appealed his felony convictions and sentences following a
jury trial and denial of his motion for a new trial, arguing that the

verdicts were against the overwhelming weight of the evidence.

On a challenge to the weight of the evidence, the appellate court views
the evidence in the light most favorable to the verdict and will disturb
the verdict only when allowing it to stand would sanction an
unconscionable injustice. The appellate court does not reweigh
evidence, assess witness credibility, or resolve conflicts in the

evidence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the jury's determination that Thomas was the person driving and fleeing from the Grand

Marquis was against the overwhelming weight of the evidence.

2. Whether the jury's determination that Thomas constructively possessed the controlled substances found

in the Grand Marquis was against the overwhelming weight of the evidence.

HOLDINGS

1. The verdict identifying Thomas as the driver of the Grand Marquis and the person who fled the traffic

stop was not against the overwhelming weight of the evidence.

2. The verdict finding that Thomas constructively possessed the methamphetamine and cocaine was not

against the overwhelming weight of the evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We do not reweigh evidence. We do not assess the witnesses’ credibility. And we do not resolve conflicts

between evidence. Those decisions belong solely to the jury.” (19)

“there must be sufficient facts to warrant a finding that [the] defendant was aware of the presence and

character of the particular substance and was intentionally and consciously in possession of it.” (15)

“Proximity is usually an essential element, but by itself is not enough in the absence of other incriminating

circumstances.” (Y15)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Police Officer Reginald Cain recognized Thomas driving a Grand Marquis and learned through dispatch that
Thomas had an active arrest warrant. Thomas did not immediately stop, fled on foot after exiting the vehicle, and
was not apprehended that day. Officers later searched the vehicle pursuant to a warrant and found 284.83 grams
of methamphetamine, 11.75 grams of cocaine, scales, ammunition, and other suspected narcotics. Although
Thomas denied driving the vehicle and denied possessing the drugs, the State presented evidence that he had

been using or attempting to purchase the vehicle, had previously driven it, and was its sole occupant when he
fled.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Lincoln County Circuit Court jury found Thomas guilty of unlawful possession with intent to distribute 250
to 500 grams of methamphetamine and 10 to 30 grams of cocaine. The circuit court sentenced him as a

nonviolent habitual offender to consecutive terms of twenty-five years and fifteen years, with five years



suspended on the cocaine conviction. The trial court denied Thomas's motion for a new trial, and the Mississippi

Court of Appeals affirmed the convictions and sentences.
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