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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Mississippi affirmed Justin Crockett’s conviction for hunting and killing a deer
at night by headlighting in violation of Mississippi Code Section 49-7-95. The Court held that
substantial evidence supported the trial court’s finding that Crockett committed the required overt act,
including evidence that he possessed a recently killed deer that could not have been killed during legal
hunting hours. The Court also declined to consider a hearsay challenge because Crockett had not

objected at trial.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether sufficient evidence supported Crockett's conviction under Mississippi Code section 49-7-95 for
killing a deer at night by headlighting.

2. Whether possession of a recently killed deer that could not have been killed during legal hunting hours

constituted an observed overt act under section 49-7-95(1)(b).

3. Whether the admission of hearsay testimony could be challenged on appeal when Crockett did not object
at trial.

HOLDINGS

1. Sufficient evidence supported Crockett's conviction under Mississippi Code section 49-7-95.

2. Evidence that the defendant possessed a recently killed deer that could not have been killed during legal
hunting hours may satisfy the statute's observed overt-act requirement when accompanied by evidence

connecting the defendant to the killing.

3. Because Crockett did not object to the hearsay testimony at trial, he waived the right to raise its
admission as an appellate issue.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“when a trial judge sits without a jury, this Court will not disturb his factual determinations where there is
substantial evidence in the record to support those findings.” (110)

“Such observation may include, but shall not be limited to . . . seeing the person in possession of a recently

killed deer which could not have been killed during legal hunting hours.” (13)

“We affirm Crockett’s conviction of headlighting a deer in violation of Mississippi Code Section 49-7-95.”
(116)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Wildlife officers found three men at night in a truck carrying three recently killed deer. The men told Lieutenant
Marion Pearson that they had been headlighting deer with Crockett and that Crockett had shot two of the deer,
including the spike buck for which he was charged. Crockett admitted shooting the spike but claimed that he had
done so during legal hunting hours; unchallenged forensic evidence placed the time of death between 8:00 p.m.

and 10:00 p.m., after legal hunting hours ended at 5:57 p.m.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Crockett pleaded guilty in Panola County Justice Court to violating Mississippi Code section 49-7-95. He
appealed to the Circuit Court of the First Judicial District of Panola County, which conducted a bench trial de
novo and found him guilty. He then timely appealed to the Mississippi Supreme Court, arguing that the evidence

was insufficient to support his conviction.
DISPOSITION

affirmed
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