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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
) INDICTMENT: 2022-GS-21-02291, 2292
)
COUNTY OF FLORENCE )
- THE STATE, )
) ST
vs. ) RULE 5 SUPPLEMENT »
) S8y,
MYTAZIS NESMITH, ) “g2s
)
)
Defendant )
)
TO: RALPH WILSON, SR.: ATTORNEY FOR THE DEFENDANT: ’

In addition to the Rule 5 material previously disclosed, the State now provides the
following:

1. Copy SLED Firearms Analysis for LCPD case# 2021-11-064. (4 pages)

Having complied with the defendant(s) requests, the State hereby requests the information subject to

disclosure under Rule 5(b{1)(A) & (B). The State also requests Notice of Alibi pursuant to Rule 5 (e){1) and Notic

of Insanity Defense or Plea of Guilty but Mentally Ill pursuant to Rule 5 (f).

J. RYAN WHITE
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR
TWELFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Florence, South Carolina
Jurie 22, 2023



_‘ SOUTH CAROLINA LAW ENFORCEMENT DIVISION

FORENSIC SERVICES LABORATORY REPORT - -

MABK A. KEEL

HENRY D. MCMASTER
Gavernor Chief . .
+ Jine 22; 2023
" Loy Hayes L FIREARMS DEPARTMENT
Lake City Police Departmient SLED LAR: 1.21-23691
_P.0.BOX 1329 _ .. Your Case No: 202111064
" Lake City; SC 29560 * Incident Date: 11/17/2021
W . [V] Antonjo Skipper
.. [8] Dathawn Nesmith
" [S] Mytazis Nesmith

This is an official report ‘of the South Carolina Law Enforcemcnt Dmsmn Forens:c Services: Laboratmy and is to be used in
connection with an official criminal investigation. These examinations were conducted under your assurdnce that no previous
- examinations of person(s) or evidence submmed in this case hiave been or will be conductéd by auy other laboratary or agency.

Mark A. Keel, C}uef
‘South Carolina Law Enforcement Dw:smn

ITEMS OoFr EVIDENCE

JTtem: 1 i -One fired 380 Auito cahber cartridge case.
Hem: 2 One fired 380 Auto caliber cartridgé case.
. Item:3 _ One fired 380" Auto caliber cartridge case.
Item: 4 - One fired 380 Auto caliber cartridge case.
Item: 5 Orie fired. 380 Atito caliber cartndge case.
o RESULTS:"
._.See Item 11 results.

Item: 6 One ﬁred 22 Long / Long Rifle caliber cartridge case.

Item: 7 . ° One fired 22-Long / Longmﬂe caliber cartridge dase. -
Jtem:8  One fired 22 Long / Long Rifle caliber caftridge case.

Ttem: 9 One fired 22 Long / Long Rifle caliber cartridge case.

Item: 18- One fired-22:Long / Long Rifle caliber cartridge’ case. -

Item: 11 . Onefired 22 Long?/ Long Rifle caliber cartridge case.

) “RESULTS:

Items I ~'11 were physically examined and, whére appropriate, rmcroscop1cally compared
. with each other and test cartridge cases fired by the'Ttem 26 rifle. From.these exanunanons
and compansuns the followmg conclusions were reached:

'CALEA | ma'g-{;!g -
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© P.O. Box 21398, ‘Colnmbin, South Carolina 29221-1398 I'hlme (803) 896-7300 ‘Fax (303) 896-7351



+ SLED LAB No. 1.21-23691
June 22, 2023

Page 2 of 4

Ttem: 12 -

Ttem: 13
Jtem; 14
Item: 15

Ttem: 16
Ttem: 17

Item: 18 .
Item; 19°
Ttem: 20 _

. One fired bullet and one piece of lead, hsted a5 *, . from right post”Coih v

» Matching individual identifying cHaracteristics were found on Items 6 ~ 11 and tcst

cartridge cases fired by the Item 26 rifle. It was concluded that Items 6 — 11 were fired .
by thie ltem 26 rifle.

. Matching individual 1dent1ﬁzmg characteristics were found on Ttems 1 — 5. It ‘was
concluded that Items 1 —5 were fired by a second firearm, and these Items may be-
suitable for Identxﬁcatlon with other fitearms related evidence.

“One unfired 22 Long Rifie caliber cartndge

RESULTS:
Item 12 was physically examirnied. The unfired cartridge was the correct cahber foruse in the

Ttem 26 rifle and in other firearms chambered for 22 Long Rifle caliber cartridges.

One fired bullst fragment, llsted as “...from scene.” =" ~

-Onep1ece of lead, listed as “...from abdomen Coo\ '\f‘dh Lob N .
‘One fired bullet fragment, lxsted. as “...from bowel. ” " ' i RN S

One fired bullet fragment, listed as ... from left'arm.” ™ . ) ‘ o

"One fired bullet, listed as “...from nght hip.??, ¢ -,

One fired bullet fragment, hstcd as *...from nght LQ.». " : \
One fired bullet, listed as ©...from hft chest.”, °, )
"

\ l | = /a' R
RESULTS: - a = "3' o
Ttems 13 — 20 were physically exammed 'and, where appropnate mlcroscoplcally compa.red
with each othér and test bullets fired by the Item 26 rifle. From these examniinations and

~comparisons, the- follow:ng conclusmns were reached:

. 'Bascd on their remaining observable physmal charactenstlcs, Items 13 15, 16, and 18 -

W were cofisistent with being fragments of bullets loaded into some 22 Long RJﬂe

caliber cartridges: Due to damage and/or limited marks of value, Items 13, 15, 16, and
18 may not. be suitable for identification with other ﬂrcarms related ev1dence

) % »  Dueto damage and its 51ze the Gtigin of Item 14 dnd the Item 20 piece.of lead could

not be determined. Due to a lack of marks of value, Ttem 14 and the Item 20 { piece of
lead were uns mtabla for identification with’ other ﬁrearms related ewdence

=- Based on their observable, physu:al characteristics, Items 17 and 19 were most

%’ consistent with bulléts loaded into some, 380. Auto caliber cartridgés. Items 17and 19°

bore marks of value and 1 max be smtable for 1dent|ﬁca.tmn w1th other ﬁrearrns related.
evidence., _

. Bﬁs-e_ﬂ 0{1 its observablé physical charactenstics. the Item 20 .la;xllet was most
©  consistent with bullets loaded into some 22’ ome. 22 Long.Rifle.caliber. cartridges, Due to
: damage and limited marks of value, the Item 20 bullet may not be suitable for '

CALEA g o M-AL.?A'@
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. P.O/Box’ 21398 Cnlumbm, Suuth Carolina 29271-1398 Phone (803) 896—7300 Fax (803) 896-7351



SCED LAB No. 12123691 ' " Page3of 4
June 22, 2023 : L

identiﬁcatio_n with other firearms related evidence.

. .Due to damage and/or lumted marks of valug, the results of microscopic comparisons

% of Ttems 13, 15, 16, and 18, and-the Ttem 20 bullet with each ofher and test bullets fired-

. Ttem: 26

Item: 26.2

by the Item 26 nﬂe were inconclusive. It could not be determined whéther Ttems-13,,
15,716, dnd 18, and the Itere'20 bullet were-fired by the Item 26 rifle or by another
fitearm or firearms w1th~"Mcharactenst1cs

© " Matching indiv'idual i'dentifying characteristics were foim'('i-o_n Ttems 17 and 19. Tt was
concluded that Items 17 and 19 were fired by the same firearm.

e Sufficient differences in class charécteristics were found to conclude that:

"o Items 13, 15, 16 and 18, and the Item 20 hullet Wwere not. fired by the firearm.
that- ﬁred Trems 17 and 19.° .

%o Ttems 17 and 19 were not fired by the _Itein 26 rifle or by the firearm or
firearms that fired Items 13, 15, 16, and 18, and the Ttem 20 buillst.

Currently, the. onl:,r manufacturer known to produce 380 Auto cal1ber ﬁrearms with rifling

characteristics like those exhibited on Items 17 and'19 in GLOCK

One Mossberg (CBC) Model 15T semiautomatic nﬂe, 22 Long RJﬂe caliber, serial number
EMH3854531, with partial magazine assembly.

‘RESULTS:

Jtem 26 was phys:call); exXamined. As recewed, the rifle was Imssmg the buttstock; hOWever,
this did'not interfere with and/or prevent test firing. - The magazing assembly was not . -

5 .funetlonal as received and was missing the metal portion that allows the magazing to seatmto '
i ﬂ_lﬂnﬂe The rifle was test fired using a a Laboratory supphecl magazine and found to be in

working order

Test specimens ﬁred by the Item 26 nﬂe using Laboratory supphed a.mmunltlon

RESULTS:

Test specmene were packaged for retum to your Agency for long term storage as ewdence

Iterns 5 and 26 were 'entered into the Integrated Ballistics Ide'ntiﬁeation System (IBIS). These
exhibits will automatically be correlated with exhibits from SC, GA, NC,and VA. Should any-
" investigative leads be developed, -your Agency will be notlﬁed.

CALEA | | :Aﬁ";;w;;
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) SLED LAB No. L21-23691
June 22, 2023

Page 4 of 4

COMPARISONS WITH ANOTHER CASE:

SLED Lahoratory Case Number L22-02900
Lake City Police Department Case Number 202203003

. w Jtem1 [AMT Model Back Up plstol 380 Auto cahber senal number DA28409]

Items 1 =5, 17, and 19 subm1tted in this case (L21-23691) were mxcroscoplcally compared where o
appropriate, with test specimens fired by the Item 1 pist6l submJtted in1.22-02900. From these-
compansons the followmg conclusions were reached: x

'« Suffisient differences iid class cl_laracteristics vere f_'ouncllltolcé)licl-uc'lé that Items 1 ~5
(L.21-23691) were not fired by the Item.l pistol (L22-02900) )

; Sufﬁment dlfferences in class charactensncs were found to conclude that Items 17 and 19
(L21-23 69 1) were not fired by the Item 1 pistol (L22—02900)

This report contains the conclusions, opinions and interpretations of the analyst whose signature appears below.

Technical records supporting the conclusions in this report arve available itpon request. Afford sufficient time for production.

James W. Green ;
Forensic Scientist -

.CALEA
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