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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Ms. Kitchings,

Please find attached Respondents’ second supplemental authority letter for State v. Robert
Bailey, Case No. 2022-000239.

By copy of this email, Respondents are notifying opposing counsel of the filing of this letter.
Respectfully,

Julianna E. Battenfield

Assistant Attorney General

South Carolina Attorney General’s Office

Criminal Division | Capital & Collateral Litigation |

Office 803-734-0918 | juliannabattenfield@scag.gov |

This email, together with any attachments, may be legally privileged. If you have received it in error, please
notify the sender immediately, and then delete it from your system. This email and any replies to this email
may be subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.
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June 23, 2023

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals

1220 Senate Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

RE: State v. Robert L. Bailey
Case No. 2022-000239

Ms. Kitchings,

Pursuant to Rule 208(b)(7), SCACR, counsel for the Respondent respectfully wishes to
call to the Court’s attention to the following additional authority just released this morning by the
Supreme Court of the United States:

(1) Samia v. United States, Op. No. 22-196 (U.S. Sup. Ct. filed June 23, 2023).

The Supreme Court’s decision bears on Appellant’s motion to sever argument. The Court
declined to extend Bruton v. United States, 391 U.S. 123 (1968), and found that a co-defendant’s
confession was admissible in a joint trial (and did not violate the Sixth Amendment’s
Confrontation Clause) if and when the State changed the other co-defendant’s names in the
confession to “the other person or people,” and gave a limiting instruction.

By copy of this letter, I am notifying opposing counsel of the submission of this
supplemental authority.

Respectfully,

s/Julianna E. Battenfield
Assistant Attorney General

South Carolina Attorney General’s Office
Rembert C. Dennis Building Post Office Box 11549 Columbia, SC 29211-1549
803-734-3970  803-253-6283 fax www.scag.gov










