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" 8.C. SUPREME COURT
a. | believe that my arrest was unlawful and that I experienced police brutality

b. My counsel did not advocate for my basic civil rights inside the court room
c My counsel did not defend that my basic needs be met in the court room

d. My counsel did not plan or prepare for my defense

“ﬁ [
655- e e
f. My counsel failed to investigate or call witnesses at hand for my defenseé@’é
. & My counsel would not allow me to testify for my defense ?5"3’—4

h. My counsel erroneoilsly allowed my police interrogation video to be submitted to the
court. -

i. My counsel failed to object to statements in closing argument by the solicitor or
present my requested statements/questions in her closing argument.

i. The judge showed bias to my defense.
11.

1.1 was arrested without probable cause, and due only to an accusation made by my angry
and very upset 17 year old daughter, and the officers assuming that | was guiity because |
surrendered voluntarily. There were 3 officers walking briskly toward me with their hands on
their guns and my Daughter said to me that they were there for me. | had a holster on and |
wanted to make sure that they knew that | was not armed. The officers said that | acted as if
1 knew why they were there. My wife had just told me that they were there so she could file

a report on a gun that we had lost while horseback riding and that she would take care of it.

She even went out with the gun box in her hand. | had no reason to think otherwise. She

testified to this along with other statements that would have validated my actions if my

counsel- would have re-cross examined her and the officers. I thought that | or we, were in

trouble for the lost gun since |, and those in my house were not allowed to have guns
present. My wife purchased the guns.

2. The RO put me in the back of the police car in August with the windows up. Hé then
proceeded to turn the heat on and leéft me locked in. {He offered testimony without being
ask, that the air was on). 1 had on long jeans and apparel suited for horseback riding. I still




have the dothes in reserve. I asked my counsel repeatedly to get the dash cam video. The
light was blinking. 1 also was not read my Miranda Rights in the car as the RO claimed.

b.

i
My counsel failed to request specific instructions concerning my appearance i s
courtroom. {was taken back into custody at the start of the trial without warnifig-even —
e =I5
though 1 had not violated my probation for 3 years, with and without an ankle r'r?paitg_r. 1 Gas

not given fresh clean clothes or grooming items for the entire duration of the tﬂ_%ﬁ@ re the

| R0

- same dirty suit every day in court. The jail put me in the drunk bin with _anotlle__r%%:gfth 2.

e e R

only a metal or concrete bench. 1slept in my wheelchair sitting up. I was not givén a shower

or any grooming items. [ could not shower, shave, or brush my teeth for the entire week. My
clothes and beard were unkempt and my hair was dirty. They also took the band that held

back my hair causing it to randomly fall in wiry strlngs. It was as if they all wanted me to look
like a dirty man. | was dirty, tired, hungry, and in severe pain. | '

cl

-

1. My counsel failed to make sure that my basic needs be met in the courtroom. | was in
severe pain from a recent back injury that occurred while | was hauling lumber and building a
two story deck. | had a Doctor’s note to excuse me frois work and school that my atterney
withheld from the judge. The judge ordered a shock belt to be put on my waist for no
apparent reason, further intensifying my pain. | was already in a wheel chair and could not
walk. | was given no breaks even though the judge said at the beginning, that she would take
frequent breaks in order for me to be more comfortable. No one followed through on this.
When there were breaks, I sat in the courtroom alone (except for the guard) with no water,
food, or bathroom breaks, causing me much discomfort and constipation, which further
' intensified my pain. My attorney ask if | was getting lunch on the first day and the judge said
that it would have to come from the jail, but no one followed through. The last day after
observing me, my aunt stayed in the courtroom while the others left. She loudly asks me.if |
had eaten anything. 1 discreetly shook my head fearing that | would get shocked. (I had only
2 small breakfasts at the jail for the entire week, no lunch, and no supper since it had already
been served when I got back to the jail.) She then asks the officer why | was not getting food,

for which he replied, “That he had no orders for food or breaks for me”. She then demanded |

that it was my basic civil right to be provided food. He left and came back approx. 30 minutes
later with a brown paper bag containing 2 bologna sandwiches. | had started eating one

when the judge entered and the court was in session, so | could not finish. Please check the
courtroom video. , : ' '
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1. My | Counsel ‘had a large file of pictures, soc:al media posts, private messagﬁ%d le%rsm

2. The judge said.that | could only have one of the 4 medications that my doctor had
prescribed but the jail would not release it saying that they don’t administer narcotics at the

- jail. It wasn’t until the last day before deliberations began, that my attorney asks that | be

allowed somethlng for my pain. The judge replied that while she wasn’t a doctor, she "kgew" :
that those meds should not be taken together {even though they were Iegallﬁbp;qscribed}:and—__

allowed me to take.one of my prescrlbed meds before | left. %’%ﬁ % o
L i -

:.'bs:g:; i
d. - 8%y T4

mmﬂ

Ton
from people (describing to me what was going on) that were presented to m’ﬂ“in faraily 32 35

and friends that would have called the victim’s and her mother's credibility into quest?gn

These items would have contradicted many inconsistent statements that my accusers made
while testifying, had she presented them. One example was that my accusers claimed that
they were isolated and had no friends. They had many friends and were supervised, not
isolated, which the many pictures would have revealed. She also withheld pictures,
commenté and private messages that would have raised doubt regarding the other
testimonies of my accuser’s. My counsel failed to investigate other concerns that she was

made aware of thi'ough the years. | preserve other examples that were withheld in court to
discuss with counsel.

2. My counsel waited until the Friday before court was to begin on Monday to get the
discovery. | had requested for her to release the discovery documents throughout the 3 years
for my family and | to review in order to offer important information. She ignored my
requests. There are many statements that | and others could have challenged if we had been
given access to the discovery. From what 1 remember, the judge ruling at my bond hearing
told the solicitor to have the full discovery and DNA investigation available in 30 days. That
was 3 years prior. My attorney never followed through on this order. In court it was clear
that my attorney had not spent much time reviewing the discovery contents, or the other
information that she was given in detail. My aunt received a copy several weeks after trial. 1
still have not seen the discovery.

3. My counsel failed to seek records from DSS, Hospital Visits, or follow up exams.

4. My attorney went to trial with no co-counsel. She had said before-that she would have
assistance. My aunt told her on the first day (Monday) that she {attorney) was not prepared
and needed help especially since there were 2 working for the prosecutidn and that they '
were prepared. She replied “it’s okay; the jury will see the 2 solicitors as bullying since | am
alone.” Thls can be confirmed.




e.

1. My counsel had 3 years to prepare me for a defense. She waited until the Thursday before
court to make a morning appointment, even though we kept inquiring to meet with her over
the years. That Thursday morning, | could not stand, walk or drive. - My aunt sent repeated
requests to give us another time to come so that shie could drive from Charlotte, N.C., to pick
me up in Camden, and then drive me to Columbia. She (my aunt) also asks if she could come
and consult with my attorney herself and have me on audio or video. She did not respond
- except to say that she had to pick up the discovery the next day (Friday).

. =g .
2. During the trial breaks, she (attorney) did not consult with me in mé:ggr tio@@ ask’

- » . t i .
questions, or review my files. Instead she was reading a book. f&“ # 2 -~
oy g —_—
. 292 — 5
«oE 3'.43

....1(5)3" =

1. My counsel would not contact or prepare any witnesses for my defggsié”‘ thmowag
requested along with a list of people, several times during the 3 years, and @am on tliéﬁﬁrsm
day of court. During the trial, there were people present, {family and friends) who were
willing to testify on my behalf. The first day of court, my aunt told her that the prosecution
was prepared and that she (attorney) was not, and that she needed to call witnesses. My
aunt also mentioned that the social worker from DSS was not there and that she needed to
be subpoenaed. She replied something to the effect of, their case being weak and her

strategy was to challenge their evidence. The state did not call DSS to testify. All of this can
be confirmed.

. 2. My attorney failed to subpoena Sally Williamson, the forensic interviewer. The statements
that were made to her by both daughters were different than in the testimonies that they
gave in court and could have brought suich testlmony into question. The state did not call
Sally Williamson.

3. My attorney failed to advise me, and schedule a polygraph and mental exam, even though

she was requested to by my aunt. | also requested a polygraph several times while being held
in detention after my arrest.

Note: The only witness that the prosecution could find to testify against me was my next door
neighbor who also hated me due to property disputes. There were several witnesses in court
that loved me, and my family, that would have testified on my behalf.

g

1. Wy co'unsel would not allow me to testify even though | made several requests to do so.
She also told my supporters in the courtroom to convince me to not get on the stand due to

/1




»

my condition and because | was not prepared (this can be confirmed). She had just ask the
judge to allow my pain meds due to my discomfort {pg 555 556).

2. The jury did not have the needed opportunity to hear me declare and argue for my
innocence, where there was no evidence, only negative DNA, and where the circumstantial
evidence was not overwhelming, and mainlv based on opmions, hypothesis,‘_ and.

phenomenon. I preserve further details to discuss with counsel. m @ e 3z
o sy
. 57 e % o
- el
h- ) ﬁ m :‘,} i‘i e
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My counsel allowed my polu:e“ ‘nterroiation video to be ﬁ?eSehted as evldéncé@ﬂeﬁ theygh sz
had requested an attorney, lawyer or counselor (counsel) several times in thed lew.rrgg;hihf:‘j :
continuing to be interrogated. She also did not object to a redacted version ﬁ-the mtqmlev{?

to be shown to the jury, where as my request for help, a lawyer, attorney, and counselor was
redacted. .

i.
1. My counsel failed to re-cross examine witnesses after inaccuracies were made

2. My counsel failed to bring up comments made by the investigators in my case and
' discrepancies in their testimony and wrltten statements, '

3. My counsel failed to question diagnostic comments from the medical doctor, Dr. Susan
Luberoff, or to seek other expert opinion in the matter.

4. My counsel failed to ask Dr. Susan Luberoff very obvious questions as to this accusation
and the physical exam or seek other expert opinions. She said she was saving the obvious
questions to bring up in her closmg statements, which she did not.

5. My counsel failed to re-cross examine Dr. Susan Luberoff after she changed her statement

* (pg 355, 356) from saying that her diagnosis was based on what she was told and not from
the exam evidence itself. There are more matters concerning this exam that | would like to
discuss with counsel.

6. My cOunseI failed to re-cross examine the police officers comments that were based on
assumptions, after the testimony of the accuser and her mother, that would have brought
their credibility and actions into question. {'would like to discuss this further with counsel.

7. My counsel did not object to inaccuracies {falsehoods and misquotes) presented in the
solicitor’s closing arguments. | would like to further approach this with.counsel.




8. My counsel did not object to the prosecutor emphasizing to the juror’s, in her closing
statement that my accuser did not need to corroborate her story by additional evidence. |

believe that this statement took the burden to consider unreasonable doubt away from the
jurors, . : , =

,_.-

9. My counsel did not object to my accuser’s twin sister testifying in the %?gﬂce %her
. mother in the courtroom. This twin daughter was initially in support of me. § . gg; afraid of*
her mother finding out that she had called her aunt and my aunt to tell t&ﬁ—whawas
happening. (T hese witnesses would have testified to such if they had been%@!@d) ﬁn D
attorney was: aware of this due to an email and a phone conversation that wﬁs-se'rft to :ber,
(attorney) concemlng this before my bond hearing, which my daughter attended She g?so
visited me in jail. | believe her testlmony was a result of her being intimidated with her
mother’s presence in the courtroom. (The judge did allow the victim and her mother to be
sequestered from each other’s testimony). :

10. In closing argument, we had'requested that my attorney add a very important question to
her argument, for which she left out. After the closing argument, my aunt asks her why she
left out the most obvious and important “piece of the puzzile” of the entire trial. She replied,
“1 forgot, but the jurors wiil figure it out”. They didn’t.

11. My counsel seemed disinterested in my defense and treated me with disregard at trial. -
She frequently brought up questions while cross examining witnesses and then just dropped
the matter, and moved on without pause. She also failed to recognize the many
coniradictbry statements that she could have revisited during cross or used in re-cross
examinations had she sought them. At the beginning of trial, she commented to me that she
and the solicitor were neighbors and played ball together. She, the solicitor and the judge
were friends on social media. | believe this affected her performance in my defense and |

-{and others) viewed her actions as seeming to not want the judge or sollcltors to be upset
with her.

J

1. | believe that the judge was. biased. toward me from the beginning with regard to my
treatment, my appearance, my basic needs, and comments made.

2.1 believe that the IUI'OI'S were pressured to save time and come to a verdict hefore going -
into weekend deliberations. To begin with the judge commenting to the jurors before

deliberation “t do not anticipate this trial going beyond this week if anyone was concerned -
abo,ui: it bleeding over into Monday, that's not any sort of anticipation. That’s not on the
radar screen that that would happen in this case”. (pg 552, line 18-21)




3. The jurors were struggling. They came back with a request {2:45, pg 636) to see the
transcripts of mother Tammy and daughter Britly and daughter Breana, the interview videos,
State’s comments from closing statements, Officer Diill’s testimony, Officer Houser, and Arc’s
doctor statement. She commented that that was a lot of testimony that would take a lot of
time, and perhaps they could whittle it down. (My counsel failed to argue this). The judge
told the juror's that that would be hours of testimony and sent them back to review their
request. They came back with a smaller requests thereby deleting all above, except for Britly
and the mothers testimony, and the first 3 arresting officers. 1 belleve that it would have
been favorable to ‘my defense for the juror’s to review the Arc doctor, Breana, and Oﬁcer's
Dilf’s testimony. My attorney failed to object, ‘E%,@:,,, =

% .
4. At 5:05 the jurors requested to “SEE” the laws for reasonable doubt (pg‘;@onmn: Theﬁ

_Judge again discouraged this by saying that she was suppose to send the enti gl;atge but she:
had a lot of scratch outs that she would have to go edit, and that there’s no @ﬁronﬁu tlg
her Just rereading the reasonable doubt portion to them. My counsel fallg% argqggthl"*?
even though the jurors requested to seeing it on paper. Some people (like me for instance)
understand writing better than listening. The jurors also questioned how long they would be
staying tonight. The judge told the jurors that we. are here for the long haul as long as it takes

_until you come to a verdict. {pg 644 6-11}

N\

5. 8:00 the jurors ask what if you don’t feel persuaded and your decision is final (pg 645, 14-
15). The judge seemed agitated, and replied, “When [ declare a mistrial, nobody wins. It
means that this case is going to be retried and 12 other people will sit in the very same seats
that ya'll are sitting in and hear the same testimony and evidence that ya'll received, and
there’s no reason to think that they would be smarter or more capable to reach a verdict.”

(pg 646, 1-10). She then later reneged on staying for the long haul and said that they would
break at midnight, until noon the next day.

She later said, again, (pg 647, 19) “Like | said, Nobody wins when there is a mistrial, okay”? 'l
think that the jurors were intimidated by these comments (i later found out that.she was not
well durmg my trial.}

6. Next day. A request was made for more testimony regarding Dr. Luberoff findings and
what the findings say equivocally {pg 649, 18-22.) and the hard copy of the definitions of the
charges. One juror was reported for writing notes outside of the courtroom. The judge said
well, I don’t need to see your notes as long as they are just your feelings and thoughts {pg

653, 25). The notes were neither exammed nor reoorded My attornev failed to mspect the
notes.




7. Around 4:15-4:30 my attorney said that the judge was going to talk to the jurors one more
time. At 4:42, on Friday evening, they came back with a verdict, as predicted by the judge,
before the deliberations began. What did she say to the jurors on her last visit.

8. Page 670, 14-19. After the verdict was read and before sentencing, the judge quoted, “I
think my sentence speaks for itself, but | do want to say one thing that | think is important -
and that is to Ms. Maynard. “l believe you.. | belleve you.” Some of the jurors were viewed
as berng distressed outside of the court by others. [ request that the jurors be interviewed
regarding feeling pressured to come to a verdict before Friday evening and what did the
judge say during her last visit to them, on Friday evenmg before the 5:00 closing

| believe and preserve, that there are additional claims with supporting evidence for PCR but
I do not have collateral counsel, or the funds for expert services and jnvestigative claims that
were neglected to be done before trial.

This PCR claim is later than | would have liked to submit, due to frequent extended
lockdowns, preventing me from gathering info, communicating, and seeki advice. fam.
innocent. 1 have never touched or been accused of touching anyone inap ﬁ- _gtelyﬁ my

=% .

entire life of 42 years. Please send counsel. HE=x % .
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PCR Case for James Miller

- The prosecution focused on the scene of the day of James's arrest, his
surrendering and comments that he made. All of James actions were from.him
thinking that they were there for the lost gun. Britly said that they were there for
him. James then surrendered because he had a holster on and the officer’s were
walking aggressively toward him. The officers denied this and said they were
walking without any threéts at all. The mother, Tammy, testified, pg.305 "Iin'e 12,
“I started freaking out and telling them they better hurry up énd get down there
because I thought he was going to kill her” (they all said during testimonies and
in forensic interviews that James had never harmed them) and on pg 305, 17,18,

* Tammy told them that he had a gun. In the 911 call that Tamfny’s sister Debbie
Perry made at Tammy'’s urgent request, Dispatch said, “She told her sister that
someone better get there before she kills him or he kills her.”” SO, were the

-officers walking down there casually “mthout any threats at all”. See, Cpl
Houser’s comment in discovery, statlng that James was talking about Britly when
he said, “Whatever, she says, it’s not a lle”, (see pg 301,302) they hadn’t even
talked to Britly yet. (Tammy testified that he was looking out the doors so if this
scenario is true then he would have seen that they hadn’t yet talked to Britly.
However, see attachments of James’s PM on FB, and the officer’s time stamps. He
was on the computer. He had just had an emotional morning with Britly and
Tammy (re: Tammy’s statement pg, 297).' He was private messaging them telling

. them that he was sorry for being a butthead. Officer Houser’s written statement,
“After observing Mr. Miller’s demeanor and 'hgaring his statement, 1 believe he
knew why law enforcement was there. In my opinion, based on experience, his
actions would not coincide with those of an innocent person.” (What was his
experience in matters such as thls? He was a traffic cop until 2011, then
promoted to corporal supervisor, still working as a patroi deputy in 2012, pg 119) .
He assumed that James was guilty and put him in the police car and turned the
heat on in August! He offered testimony that the air was on without being asked.

"He wanted James to suffer because he had decided that he was guilty. Houser’s
statement form says “Not under arrest”, so at what pomt was he under arrest and
did James know that he wasn’t under arrest? Officer Dep. Scott wrote “ did not




AK

= e e

.she didn't call him back until the next day. He met with Tammy the next, ata

_ want anything to get out of hand and for the safety of the victim, I started

walking down to where they were.” I never told him anything; it seemed as if he

.knew why we were here.” It does not make any sense at all that they would have

been walking down to James without being threatening. James actions were all
from him thinking that they were there about the gun and that they were in
trouble about the gun. James lost it. Tammy bought it.. They were not supposed
to have guns. He was trying to protect Tammy. Tammy also testifiéd that he was
on-the couch pg 301, 10-25. 302, 1-3, and that she went out with the gun box
after telling him that they were there for the lost gun. She testified that when she
saw that the officer’s were there she said to James, “oh the pollce are here” but
ofc Houser said she was already outside waiting.

In the forensic interview, Britly said that Tammy told James to get in the shower
and get dressed before they went horseback riding and he was in the shower
{(how did she know that?). In Breana’s forensic interview, she stated that before
the police arrived, that Tammy told her to keep the children upstairs until “he is
gone”. How did Tammy know that he would be gone? James was blindsided. If
the paradigm shifted, every question that was asked and every comment made by

. the officers assuming that James was guilty, could have been cohﬁrmed that

James legitimately thought that they were there about the lost gun. Anna could
have redirected and brought all of the officers back in after Tammy testified and
blown their theory. The officers all bolstered Tammy and the victim with their

-comments that were based on a false narrative. Officer Houser (pg 131) “I tell

them to write everything down in as much detail as possible and to make sure
that whatever they say is truthful.” Detective Knalfec wrote in his report that,
“victim was very reveling in the forensic video”. Anna said that she would bring
that up, but then she didn’t. She didn’t even bother to get the police video or

forensic video to challenge their comments. This scenario was dramatically

emphasized in the closing argument along with referring to “Like Dr. Foster said
14 times.

- Captain Steven Knalfec was in charge of the case and didn’t seem to take thlS case
seriously. He did not write a report (pg 469). He left a message for Tammy but




riend’s house and Britly was riding horses (that would be the Harrelsons, pg {7ﬁ>
He didn’t bather to get a search warrant until 2 weeks later when Tammy called
him and said that she had found evidence. He couldn’t answer why he didn’t. His
testimony seemed apathetic. He also wrote in his report that day, (13 days later,
Aug. 24) “that victim was very reveling as to where... in the forensic interview.” If
he had doubts, why didn’t he ask the victim to take a polygraph? He could have
according to SC Code, 16-3-750. James asked several times for a polygraph while
in detention at KCDC and was told that the state didn’t. have the money. So was
that why they didn’t request one of Britly? They should have requested one from
mom, Tammy, after seeing her behavior. James also asked Anna to get him a
olygraph.-

Universal Citation: SC Code § 16-3-750 (201 3)

A law enforcement officer, prosecutmg officer, or other
governmental official may request that the victim of an alleged
criminal sexual conduct offense as defined under federal or
South Carolina law submit to a polygraph examination or
other truth telling device as part of the investigation, charging,
or prosecution of the offense if the credibility of the victim is at
issue; howevér, the officer or official must not require the
victim to submit to a polygraph examination or other truth
telling device as a condition for proceeding with the
investigation, charging, or prosecution of the offense.

HISTORY: 2009 Act No. 59, Section 4, eff June 2, 2009.

Detective Justin Dill, lied on the stand. He said that the first time that he saw
James was at the police station (pg 525, lines 2,3, 4). Then he implied that he was
on the scene of the arrest, under examination by the State (pg 550). This line of
questioning would have been confusing to the jurors, The state knew that he
wasn’t there and yet continued to question him on the lines that he was there.
Anna did not object and also could have clarified whether he was or was not at
the scene, during her cross examination. a




Please seek an outside'gynecoiogical expert witness to challenge Dr. Susan

. Luberoff’s comments. {See Reeves vs SCand Mangal vs SC, attached). Just
betause she had a notch on her hiymen does not mean that James did itorthat
she was abused. '

(I, Yancy Thompson v SC 2014-001611, pg9 & 11.) Pg'9, “First, Dr. Luberoff
testified there was physical evidence Victim had been sexually abused or had sustained
"penetrating vaginal trauma. " While Dr. Luberoff's testimony supports a finding that Victim
- was sexually abused, the physical-eviderice cited by Dr. Luberoff did not constitute -
overwhelming evidence—or any evidence at all, for that matter—that Petitioner was the
perpetrator.”) Dr. Susan Luberoff stated in James trial (pg 351,352,356) “Britly’s
interruption wasn’t all the way through so all by itself, it doesn’t mean that it’s
trauma so that’s when we put the history with what we are seeing.” She then
said it “was” the result of penetrating trauma, but then in cross examination to
Anna, she admitted that it wasn’t and then again in redirect by Cavanaugh, she
said that it was. Anna could have redirected and asked many more questions ,
than she did. Like, could it have been cause by masturbation. The Dr.'s comments -
‘were bolstering the victim. There is no way she could have determined for a fact
that it was penetrating trauma by sexual abuse or that James was the cause of it.

(In Mangal v State, pg 8, “However, she stated her opinion was based not only on her
examination, but also "on the history that [Victim] shared with [her]." Directly after this
comment, Dr. Henderson opined that Victim had been sexually abused. On cross-examination,
Dr. Henderson elaborated on these statements and testified that "based on the history that
[Vietim] shared, and she denies any other kind of trauma to that area . . . my conclusion is. . .

as I stated”. ) See Cavanaugh’s closing statement, pg 586, line 24, 25, “And what
did Dr. Luberoff find? A notch on Britly’s hymen at the 7:00 position. Combine
that with Britly’s sexual history and that is consistent with penetrating trauma.”
Anna failed to object, and could have referred back to the Drs. Statement on pg
353, lines 9, 10.

If Britly was raped “constant”, “hundreds of times”, forcefully,” as she claimed,

would there not be more than a notch on her hymen,that didn’t go alf the way
through, or a hymen present at all? The doctor’s notes also said that she didn’t

have a discharge. Why wouldn’t she have a discharge? Women have a discharge




after they become sexually active. it is the body’s natural way-of cleansing (see
attached). Also, ask more guestions of how and where Britly got Mono. No one
else in the family had mono intluding James, and Britly didn’t goto sthool. How
is it possible that James Would fiot have gotten Thoho from her sftet constant sex?
How does a healthy 17 year oid not get pregnant after being raped constantly?
She said that he didn’t use protection. Anna shouid have called an independent
expert since Dr. Luberoff testifias for the state often, and so does Dr. Alison
Foster. The story-that shetold. Dr. Luberoff about-having 3-miscarriages-in her pre
exam interview (this wasn't atdressed in court) came from me betause | asked
Tammy how it was possible for her to not get pregnant if all of this was true, and
that no one would know that better than her and me. Shortly thereafter, | saw

~ Tammy posting on FB that she was taking Britly to the emergency room for a |
pregnanty test. | was fivid and told her to stop exposing her family on FB. AND, it
was all public status! She then told me after they.went to the emergency room
that she told Britly what a miscairiage was and what happens and that’s when
‘Britly confirmed that she had had 3. {Britly said Tainmy told her this as well in the
forensic interview), Tammy was trying to cover the weaknesses in the storyand it
was mostly because of my gquestions. (She testified that she didn't go to the ER.
But the doctor’s notes said that she did.) Furthermore how likely is it that a
healthy 17 year old would have 3 miscarriages in one year? See if there were any
 follow up exams and counseling scheduled from the doctor’s recommendations. |
would highly doubt it, since they got out of town as quickly as they could, in order
to get off of everyone’s radar. People were getting very suspicious and starting to
ask quastions, including me.

inthe ﬁle of the ARC doctor’s {Luberoff) exam and assessment, pages 1, 4, 9,.and
12 are missing according to #'s at bottom of page, and page #8 is missing
atcording to #'s at top of pages in my discovery file that | rmnna, but’
| don’t know if Anna ever actually had the pages zithet. Either way, why would
they have been not included? Please seek the full original copy.

Britly’s FB profile says that she foves to party. She told the forensic interviewer
that she likes to hang out. She said in her Arc confidential questionnaire, that'she
has drank beer and liquor. They were allowed to do a lot.and yet they said that




they were sheitered and controﬂed See the attached £B posts and pictures. Anna
had all of this in her file.

Mlke Norwood wanted to testify. He was in court, He worked wrth James and
Britly, and it was his mother’s house that Britly said that theywere roofi ing and
having sex iwthe bathroom. Mike was there. His mother was home and she
didn’t stay upstairs fike Britly danmed according to Mike. Mike said they.couldn’t
even put a cigarette bu.tt inthe ‘trash without his mom fmdmg it. James wouldn't
even s’cop to eat when he was working, uniess his helpers started whming, rmi’lch
less stoppmg for sex. it was one bizarre story after another.

bR -

See the attadhed Ietter’ 3to James from Cathy Harralson, Mike and Tatimys -
sister, Debbie Perry, along with her other family members. Also see the attached
text between me and Debbie Perry. There was no one in the courtroom that was
in support of Tammy and Britly, while many were present for James. Their only
personal witness, Martha Penrod, (the next-door neighbor that hated Jamas) e
winked at Tammy and Britly when she passed them after coming off the witriess
stand. Check the courtroom video. Mértha also said that she could see down to
the dock. The State presented winter pictures with no leaves on the trees. Anna -
had pics of large trees and brush, heavy with August leaves, in the background of
several pictures that were taken the week of James's arrest, in her possession, but

. didn’t present them. Martha’s and Britly’s testimony conflicted in the one
incident that they both described. Martha said she could see what went on, but
Britly said Martha had just left on the boat with her family. Anna was silent.

When Anna said that she wouldn’t be calling any witnesses (even though we
reque'stecl many times in emails, phone calls and again verbally during trial) see
attachments), they all knew that they could say anything that they wanted and
nothing could be challenged by any of us. 1 told her on the first day that the State
is prepared and she needed to call witnesses. She said that their case is weak and
~ her plan was to just challenge their avidence. it was a bad plan. Later 1 told her
that she is not prepared and that she needed help up there, esp. since there were
2 working for the State. She said to me, that she is prepared and that the jury will
see them as bullying since she is alone.




Were they allowed to play James's police v:deo interrogation even though he
wasn’t arrested untif the next day? James was confused, in unbeiief, heartbroken
and distraught. He was trying his best to communicate in his distress that he
needed a lawyer or counselor or something. Isn’t a lawyer considered a.
counselor? And why would they redact that part, if not to hide their mistake?

o Anna had many pictures of friends, their postmgs and comments to James and
private messages. She also had pictures of their clothmg which they lied about.
They dlaimed if court, g friends, shaltérad, ciothmg restnctlons Anna had
private messaging between James and Tammy, made that year, in which Tammy
was apologizing for what “she” had put their family through and that her sister
tried to tell her. She had it alt in her file and yet she sat on it.

Breana was sent to stay with Tammy’s sister, Debbie (a few months after they
moved to Florida), when she called me wanting to see James while he was in
detention. (She knew that she could deny it in court since we weren’t allowed to
testify and she was afraid of Tammy finding out.) She called me another time and
said that she wanted to talk to James's attorney. | contacted Anna to request
this. Anna repiied that she didn’t need to talk to her and just to have her write it
down and get it notarized. (Also see emait) Breana was 17 and as a very
undereducated, unskilled reader and writer, she wasn’t comfortable doing this. 1
told her that | couldn’t do it for her.

it is the opinion of everyone that witnessed what was Boing on in this case, that
Tammy orchestrated this entire situation. She knew that she could get angry,
rebellious, and emotional, 17 year old Britly on board. Tammy took advantage
and then manipuiated her because Tammy wanted to get away, and take the kids
along with all of their assets. They were 5o excited about moving to Florida {i
personally witnessed this). This was all about Tammy. See her FB post before

moving, “Moved up moving date, Yea me! Bye Bye South Carolina, and Hello to -

the rest of MY life”. When i returned Tammy’s missed cail after receiving her

. message that was ieft for me on Aug 11,2012, (after James’s arrest), she
answered and the first thing that she said to me was, “can you believe this is
happening to me again?” When | asked her, how is Britly, she said to me, “Oh




Britly’sﬁne, I’m the one that’s not.” Later when | asked her why she let 24 year
old, Mark Stokes spend the night in the house 2 days Iater, she replied that he
was helping her but she ran him off the next morning after coming downstairs
and finding him and Britly all over each other. | then ask her why she didn’t call
the police and she said that Britly’s an adult. | told her that Britly is an emotionally
disturbed 17 year old whether this is all true or not, and that she better watch
her. Look at the many. attached posts after James was arrested o one was

Everybody wntnessed that they d|dn t seem upset at all We also notlced that
Tammy'’s appearance had drastically lmproved over the past 6 months, like we
had never seen before. '

Tammy had her dad (Jim Blessing) arrested in 2008 in Kershaw County, for
criminal sexual misconduct for molesting their son Collin and then found out that
it included Debbie’s son as well . He went to prison. In court Tammy lied and said
it was in 2006 and denied having done it herself even though she wrote on her
victim assessment form, that she did. The family was visiting us in early 2009
after he went to prison, and Tammy began to tell us about her dad going to
prison. 1ask her if it wasn't hard for her to do, {meaning emotionally) but she
quickly replied, “Not in SC. In SC you don’t have to prove it.” | also ask her what
about when he gets out and she replied that he will never get out, he will die in
prison. Tammy is the only one in her family that talks to her dad. She now has his
POA. Another conflict in all of this is that Anna Good represented Jim Blessing at
his last hearing. | have attached copies of both. I tell you these things to lay out a
history of Tammy’s behavior and also to show you what the importance of
witnesses would have been. Anna did ask Tammy about her dad briefly and then
dfopped it. I told her several times to subpoena sister, Debbie.

Lastly, Tammy moves to Florida after selling James truck, tools, trailers,

* possessions, empties their personal and business accounts, packs her and the
kids up, and gets a u-haul ail in ONE MONTH! Who can do that without planning,
and according to Breana, Jason Price (now Tammy’s husband) moves in with them
2 weeks later? (Anna brought this up in trial but didn’t stick with it.) What
mother does that after what her children have just been put through? 5 children,
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3 young ones, and 2 teenage twin girls, for which one of them had just been
sexually abused by a husband and father that they all loved and trusted. A normal
mother in this kind of situation wouldn’t have trusted anyone around her kids,
especially so soon. She was still legally married to James. She also let Jason Price
(before they were marrled) take Emma and her friend, out of town on a trip to

‘Mardi Gras, alone. Why wasn’t she worried about Jason molesting Emma? Any
mother would have been paranoid to let her young daughter out of her sight,
much less go on a trip alone with someone that wasn’t her father. Her sister,
Debbie Perry, can confirm this. |

Tammy'’s sister, Debbie, has cancer. She wants and is willing to testify but needs
to do it soon since she has had a relapse. She was very involved with Tammy
from the begmnmg and her testimony is and would have been crucial. Read the
letter that she recently wrote to James in prison. Anna could have called her
when she was healthy but Anna didn’t want to take the time to prepare any of us.
I don’t know if she was just lazy, disinterested, overconfident, or just too '
inexperienced to take this case. The state relied mostly on the detective’s
comments concerning the arrest scene and Dr. Foster and Dr. Luberoff. Their
case was weak, just like Anna said, but if she had called personal witnesses (me,
sister, Debbie, Mike Norwood, Cathy Harrelson), called in independent expert
witnesses, sought records studied the discovery, and prepared James, th|s case
would have been won. :

| See, SC vs Billy Lemurs Taylor, (attached) Allen charge error: pg 9. “This case will
have to be retried,” and “Your verdict must be unanimous.” Judge Gee made the
same statements when the jury said that they were at an impasse. “This case is
going to be retried” (pg 646) and, “your verdict must be unanimous” (pg 633)
and “Ladies and gentlemen, your verdict must be a unanimous one,” (pg 634).
She also said on pg 628, “You may also consider the appearance and manner of a
witness while on the witness stand.” Even though James wasn’t on the witness
stand, it seemed that she was referring to him indirectly and drawing attention to
his appearance, cbnsidering the fact that he wore the same clothes everyday and
couldn’t shower all week. (See his attached booking picture taken right after trial.)
There is no one else that she could have been referring to. Judge Gee had an .




appointment for an MRI or CT scan one morning that we had started late. She
could not use her arm as it was in a sling. Her FB posts after trial stated that she
had bad news. In another pdst soon after, she tells her daughter, “V’m getting rid
of the bad guys.” She went in to talk to the jury many times while they were
deliberating. Would there be a record of times that she went in? The judge told

the trial attorneys that she was going in to talk to the jurors one last time before

she issued a mistrial. Right after, the jurors came out with a guilty verdict. Of
course we were shocked! At the end of that day, there was going to be a verdict
or mlstrlal one way or another Read her comments before deliberations began,
“I do not anticipate this trial going beyond this week if anyone was concerned
about it bleeding over into Monday. That’s not on the radar screen that that
would happen in this case.”(Pg 552, lines 18-21). She made other comments
concerning time, on pg's 636,640,641,644 645. There were 4 jury holdouts for
the defense. Can they be interviewed? She wasn’t well. Perhaps she wasn’tin a
good enough mental or physical condition to preside over this trial. -

See attached: Sc v. Nathaniel Witherspoon, concerning the 16-3-657 rule. Even
though Judge Gee didn’t charge the jury with this herself, she told the solicitor
twice, at the beginning and before closing arguments, that she could use it in her
~ closing statement. This was sneaky. Anna did not object.

~ Other cases that may be of interest:
State v Stukes 2015-00908 (concerning using 16-3-657)
Tapenier v SC 2013-001885, (prejudiced by‘deficieni performance.)

When | read the manual for applying for PCR it said to give some information but

not all and then preserve it. | did that to the best of my uhderstanding. James
didn’t understand the application at all. Please add any additional information
that you can. Please add the bolstering of the police officers and of Susan
Luberoff, and apply Rule 59 SCRCP, so that the PCR Court will review each issue in
the application and also to preserve them for further review. (See, Mangal and
Herbert vs State.)

v




Tammy, Britly and Breana all testified that James always wore a gun and they
were scared. (Theydidn‘t mention this before court). James knew that he
couldn’t be caught with a gun. Tammy insisted that morning that he puton a gun
in case they saw a snake while horseback riding. Ask James about this. He
thought it was strange. Britly said he had his gun around his waist during sex. She
didn’t mention this in forensic interviews or statements to police {(written and
oral). Yet they all said that he had never hurt or harmed them in any way. They .
came up with this fabrication 3 % years later because their case was weak.

Please get the forensic interview videos. Britly is all over the place in the
transcript of the interview. Her stories are bizarre and full of drama. At one
point, Britly says that it was raining outside that day and that she just sat on the
dock in the rain for 2 hours crying. It wasn’t raining at all.that day (see attached
weather history, 0 precipitations). Britly also seemed to know an awful lot of
detail as to what was going on in the house and things that were being said. Why -
wouldn’t the State submit the video irito evidence, play it for the j jurors, or call the
forensic interviewer mx%estlfy? Their testimonies were very conflicting compared
to the forensic interviews. (In another appeal that | read, the judge wrote that it is
unusual for the prosecution nhot to present a forensic video of a child over 12),
Britly was 17. If Anna had reviewed the video, she would not have missed so
many conflicting statements and obvious fabrication. The solicitor said in her
closing argument that “We can’t just play a 2 % hour interview for you”. Well
why not? | went over that interview several times with a timer, and also whlle
reading it out loud, mimicking an interview, and still couldn’t get past 1 hour.
Breana’s Interview was about 15 min. and Emma’s was around 10 minutes. It is
also suspicious as to why the State didn’t call the DSS social worker to testify. '
Tammy told me that DSS was coming and that she had to have a car or they
would take her kids (see attached FB pm’s ). | also spoke to DSS. | was told that
Tammy would have to register with DSS in Florida and get Britly counseling, when
she moved. Check if there are any records of her doing it? | think DSS Wwas putting
pressure on Tammy and causing her to panic that she would be exposed. | took
“her a car. Right aftér, she packed up and got out of town. -
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| hope this all scanned well to the flash drive. My copy of the transcript is also
cross referenced throughout, and may be of help to you regarding time. Anna
sent me.the discovery several weeks after trial. James sent me his copy of the
transcript that he received from his appellate attorney. He cannot keep anything
in his possession concerning this case for reasons of safety. He forwards most
everything to me. That is why he wanted you fo talk to me first. He awaits your -
visit. Please contact me if you have any questions or need more information.

.'Par'n Edwards o - - -
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Julie Taylor

From: Scott Kerns [scotikerns@me. comn}

Sent:  Wednesday, March 09, 2016 8.42 AM
To: Jule Taylor_.
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