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A r did not telI eittrer children -- eit}er of the children
them.


Okay.


That I recall.
r nean, was there a reason why you chose not to terr thenr


itr
A WeIl, kids are, you lcror, ki-nd of sneaky, and those


are -- well, we had carneras out there and we had


as placed around the house. ltrey were kind of our --
our little -- liJre little nanny carns noirr, kind of keeping


with them, keeping --
And to remind the jury, about hor old were the kids at


time?


fhey were 13, L4. ReaI early teens.


Real early teens.


And, I ncan, do teenagers sonetines get into a little bit
trouble?


Yes.


All right. Had you had any instances with kids naybe


into any trouble?


Yes.


llR. TINSLHI: Objection, Your Honor.


lfR. PEIL: Well, it's the reason for the camer€rs.


TIIE COIIRT: Any other questions on ttrat?


llR. PEIL: Just one quick follor-up.
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IIIE COttRl: All right. WeII, the objection -- wtrat was


basis?


l,llR. TINSITEE: We're here for a trespass case.


llR. PEIL: If I nEly, Your Honor, she testified she didn,t
about the carneras. Perhaps there's a reason r*ry she


't knor about the careras. We' re not going into details.
IIIE COITRI: All right. I'11 overmle ttre objection, but


nnrch further are you going to go with thisa


MR. PEIL: I have one npre question on that.


TIIE COttRT: All right. Proceed.


llR. PEIL: thank 5lou, Your Honor.


BY IIR. PEII,:


A


Now I lost ruy train of ttrought. Give rE a second here.


So I think -- I think my question was: You didn't inform


teenagers about the carneras out there; correct?


Correct.


All right. That's rea1ly the question.


All right. Nqr, one thing that cann up today is the


0


ts of the trespass notice.


MR. PEIL: l{ay I approach, Your Honor?


TIIE COT RT: Sure.


BY TIIR. PEIt:


Shorring you what' s been rnarked for identification for


's E<lribit 29. What is Plaintiff 's E<hibit 29?


0


0


A It is the trespass notice that I handed to Mr. Suggs.
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A11 right. And --
TIIE COI'RT: IrIr.


tlR. TINSLEY: Your Honor, nutiber one, it,s already in.
of that came up in reply vrtren ny client testified he


't faniliar with it.
TIIE COT RT: I would --
MR. TINStEf,: In our case-in-chief, Your Honor.


llIE COT RT: I would ask you to get directly to the reply


of whatever question you have, not a refresher of wtrat


have talked about in the previous case-in-chief.


l.IR. PEIL: Can we sidebar real quick?


TIIE COI'RT: Sure.


BENCH CONE:ERENCE


(A bench conference was held off the record and outside


the hearing of the jury. )
llR. PEIL: l{ay I proceed, Your Honor?


TIIE COI,RT: Go.


I,TR. PEII:


All right. So I ttrink it was your testinony that you had


we


of


0


BY


de


A


0


red a signed notice -- trespass notice to Scott Suggs;


?


Correct.


All right. In reviewing Plaintiff 's E:rhibLt 29, is that


signed notice?


Yes, it is.A


rqr
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llR. PEIL: AlL right. At this tine, your Honor, ttre


iffs would seek to a&nit Plaintiff 's E:*ribj:t 29 into
dence.


TIIE COITRT: Wittrout objection on that one?


Ir{S. MERRILL: I would say subject to our objection. We


put wordage on the record later.
ITIE COITRT: Yeah, Yeah. I'11 hold it in abeyance for the


BY


0


Next question?


l[R. PEIL: Ihat's it. I don't have arry furttrer


TIIE COttRT: AlI right. Cross-examination?


CROSS-EKAII{II{ATION


I{R,. TINSI.EY:


I want to shor you rdrat ' s in evidence as Defendant' s


9, rdrich is a GIS overhead view of the properby. On the


is frcrn 2023. On the left is 2006. Does that -- are


pictures acsurate?


I can't an$rer that because I wasn't there in 2006.


Okay. A1I right. WelI, here and here, that would be


you just referred as the shop; right?


Correct.


Okay. A11 right. And over here on the far on the right
each picture, the $ray I'm looking at it, is the cell tower


No
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0
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correct?
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Correct.


All right. And right over here to the backside of the


is the cell tqter; correct?


Correct. Right behind it.
So, shop? Cell toner?


Correct.


All right. And your testimony is the sectrrity canera was


at the tolrrer?


From the top of the shop.


Okay. We sent out what they call discovery requests


I you copy your ex-husband with in this ease;


Say that one npre time, l,lr. Tinsley.


Your husband had to €ucswer discovery requests, produce


ts, €rnsorer interrogatories as part of this case. Are


aware of tJtat?


I m, correct, yes.


And you nailed the stuff out for hirn; correct?


I don't recaLL if I nailed it out or not.


I'm going to hand you a certificate of senrice dated


6,2OL9.


Okay.


Are you famiLiar with that docunent?


Yes. I sigrned it.
Saying that you nailed out his responsesi right?
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Correct.


All right. And today, just Dold, is rvhen he,s coning up


the signed copy of this docr.unent -- this trespass notice?


Yes.


And you never did sigrn anything saying I senred it on


t Suggs on n{ratever date?


No.


MR. TINSLE|Y: No further questions.


$IE COITRT: Any additional questions, Ms. trterrill?
t{S. MERRILT: No, Your Honor.


TIIE COURT: Any redirect?


l{R. PEIL: No redirect, Your Honor.


TIIE COUR:I: All right. Ttre witness nay step dotr'n. fhank


MR. PEIL: At this tine, the plaintiff would caLL Crystal


as a reply witness.


IIIE COttRT: Okay. ![s. Suggs.


TIIE BAITIFF: Raise your right hand and place your left
on ttre Bible.


CRYSTAI, SUGGS,


after having been duly sqrorn, was examined and


to as follms:
(REPI,Y) DTRECT EXN,IINATTON


BY


0


MR. PEIL:


A


t{s. Suggs, you have been here for both days of trial;
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correct?


A Yes, sir.
0 AlI right. Now, you are generally aware this case


coacerns events that occtrrred on June 17th of 20L4 and June


18th of 2OL4; correct?


A Yes, sir. Correct.


0 A11 right. Ncrrt, you heard lts. Becca Lagroon's testimony


today; correct?


A Correct.


0 All right. No,r, she testified ttrat she met you near the


gate on Highway 7 to load up her belongings. Do you recaLl


her testifying to that?


A Correct, yes.


0 All right. Now, my understanding is you have a different
version of events.


![R. TINSLEY: I'm going to object to pitting witnesses.


TIIE COITRT: Well, I would just -- yeah, I need you to ask


a direct question. Itris is reply. We need to get to the


point.


MR. PEIL: Okay.


BY .YR. PEII.,:


0 lty understanding is you eontend that you met the kids on


the Smith property --
IIIE COITRT: fhat's -- hold on. She hasn't testified yet.


I don't -- I'm not arrare of any contention. I think you need
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to ask her a direct question, not "r{hat your understanding


is. "
l[R. PEIL: Ihank you, Your Honor.


TIIE COttRT: I'm sorry. I rm --
l{R. PEIL: No, I understand. I nean, it's a party


opFonent. I can cross-exanine, I believe.


TIIE COITRT: But it's not -- you're not -- cotre here a


rliuute.


BEI.ICH CONFEREI{CE


(A beneh conference was held off ttre record and outside


of the hearing of the jury. )


BY IIR. PEIt:


0 I'm going to rephrase ny question slightly. So on the


night of June 17th of 2OL4, where did you meet Daniel and


Becca?


A I pulled into the Smith property. I net them on the


road, and then I backed up and pulled into the $nith property


so that I could turn around and go back honre. I pulled in ttre
$rLith property, opened up the door, and they loaded their
belongings. At that point, they went back up the hill, and I
went home.


0 I want to rnake sure I understand your testimony


correctly. Are you saying that they loaded up ttreir
belongings in your vehicle wtrile it was parked on Highway 7?


A Highway z.
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CRYSTAL SUGGS (Reply) Direcr by Mr. peil


On Highway 7. Okay.


Nor, do you recall a previous statenent that you have


in this case?


You di&r't understand ne right.
Okay.


I said I pulled up and met the children right there on


7 . Okay? I backed up and pulled into ttre Snith


so they could load their belongrings in the back of my


59


0


A


0


A


0 Okay. So nhile those belongings were being loaded into
back of your SIIV and it was parked on the --
The $nith property.


It was parked on the Snith property?


$rith property.


Okay. That's what I wanted to...
So you $tere not parked on Highway 7 $rtrile the property --


while the belongings were being loaded?


No.


Okay.


I meant, I coul&r't sit in the niddle of the road -- on


road at 10:00 at night. I told the kids, 'I'11 pull over


x there and we ' 1l load up your stuf f . " At that tiJre, I
to turn around an) ray to go back to my home.


Did you have anyone with you that evening?


No.
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All right.
By myself.


MR. PEIL:


TIIE COIIRT:


So you went there by yourself?


All right. ftrat's it.


I{S. MERRII,L:


AI1 right. Any questions for this w"itness?


I have no questions.


l,lr. Tinsley?


(REPTY) CROSS-E (AITTNATTON


TIIE COT]RT:


9n


BY


0


A


0


I,IIR. TINSLEIY:


Did Scott Suggs go anydrere near the Lagroon property


you on the 17tlr?


Not at aII, no, sir.
Okay. fhat video that we have seen of a white-colored


pulling up, are you driving that car?


I didn't go on the property. Ihat was not my SW, and I


't know l*ro was driving that car.


llR. TINSLEY: No further questions.


TTIE COttRT: Any redirect?


l{R. PEIt: None, Your Honor.


TIIE COttRT: All right. llhe witness nEry step down. Ttlank


All right. We can rnalce an additional record if we need


but I'm going to sustain the objection to the sign letter
this point. I will not a&nit it into the record for the


, but you can make npre record if you need to aftervrards.


l{R. PEIL: Abso1ute1y, y€s, sir.
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IIIE COITRT: All right. Counsel ready to proceed;


rect?


A11 right. tadies and gentlemen, the parties have


their evidence in this case. It's nollr tirne for the


to make their closing arguments. iltre argunents of


attorneys are not evidence in this case. Itreir statements


argiuments are meant to help you understand the evidence


apply the Law to the evidence. You should disregard arry


, statement, or argument wtrich is not supported by the


presented during the trial or the law that I'11


to you after the argments.


At this tine, please give your conplete and undivided


at to the attorneys as they rnake closing argunents.


Mr. Peil?


MR. PEIL: fhank you, Your Honor. l{ay I have just a


to grab my easel here?


ITIE COttRT: Okay.


CT,OSING ARGT'UE|III ON BEIIALF OF ITIE PI,AII{TIFF


I'IR. PEIL: All right, ladies and gentlenen. Thanlc you


your patience with us over the past two days.


Ttris case was not a rurder case. Ihat's one of the first
I told you when I started was this is not a crirninal


be


e. Ttris is a civil case. Ihese types of cases usually can


a little bit different. It's not like what you have seen


nf. We don't have any CSI crew corre in with Dl{A sarqrles.on


4\,/5
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We don't have police investigative units.
A lot of times on these civil rnatters, people need to


conpile evidence because they don't have professional


investigators out there doing all the work.


So I want to talk about solne of the things that I
[indiscernible] during ttre triar of this case. Before r get


into that, I want to talk about the difference between a civil
trial and a crirninal trial in terms of burden of proof. Now,


if you paid attention to the television, if you have seen


anything -- one of the pivotal ruonents in my life, r remernlcer


watching the O.J. Sirq>son trial. I heard a 1ot of people


talking about the beyond a reasonable doubt standard of
evidence.


9Jhen we're done with our argunents, Judge Mcteod is going


to instmct you as to the law. r 'd ask you to pay attention
because at no point in that charge will you hear the words


"beyond a reasonable doubt." and that is because that is the


highest evidentiary standard in the law. Before we send


soneone to prisonr w€ make sure that they are gruirty beyond a


reasonable doubt.


In a civil case, the standard that we have is
preponderance of the evidence. And what that npans is that
the evidence that you have heard is rnore likely than not. Do


you think it's nore likely that this occurred or do you


believe it's rpre J.ikely that it did not occur? rtrat is the
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with ryhich you evaluate ttre evidence presented in
c€lsie.


Now, nihat is the evidence that I thixk was put fonrard?


's been a lot of ta] k and a lot of discussion about a


bunch of different things. Franldy, you-all have seen


video frqn June 17th of 2OL4. On June 17th of 2OL4, Scott


Crysta1 Suggs drove their rvhite Cadillac Escalade dom the


llite road, pulled in here wtrere there was security


ras, and loaded up ttrree trash bags filled urith the


sions of Dr. Lagroon's minor chiLdren and then took off.
You saw in color presented to you -- I mean, the elenents


of trespass are rvhether they entered onto the property of


. It's r:ndisputed that this property was in the soLe


sion of Dr. Lagroon. Ihis was his hcme. Ihis is South


property rights. It means sonrething. If you walk


another person's property, you are liable for everything


happens.


And you're liabIe for a few things. Nr.uriber one, any


that ocsurred on that property. lftrere's been testimony


the gate was damaged $ihen they drove onto that property,


there's been testimony that there were tire tracks in the


s that needed to be resodded.


Now, Dr. tagroon is a litt1e bit of jack-of-aLl-trades.


He


t


has his rnachine shop. He had special lmordedge about wtrat


70{


Ie] to do things like repair, but let's be honest,
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s is McConulck, South Carolina. I npan, I hate to say it
, in my profession, I don't have tiJr€ to deal with a 1ot of
e things. I call on contractors and let them deal with


Dr. Lagroon is not that person. He,s not here asking you


award hirn a million dollars for a busted gate and tire
. What he talked about, what it took to reweld that


, the consumables that went irrto it, that supplies that he


on hand, and the estimated value of those being roughly


to $1700. Ihose are actual danages to his property. And


's it. lftrat is the case right ttrere.


fhat's trrro individuals intentionally and recklessly,


permission, under cover of night, 11 p.trI., trespassed


his property after being told the npnth before to stay off.
Now, in the background -- and I'm not going to get into


in detail. In the background, there was ttris r*trole d.ivorce


going on. At the end of the day, that's ultirnately


that relevant because all that does is go into t}e
tion.


Ihese folks decided to insert themselves into
Lagroon's personal life, to cqne onto his propefty, to


it, and to ta*e his kids. Ndf,, rrnder the law, it's a


renedy: trespass, dannages.


Norr, in this case, the judge, after he instmcts you on


law, is going to give you a verdict form. And I don't


it
sl


1


ln


on


Dr
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lorel if you have ever seen one before. It's not like a


crirninar form; it doesn't got guilty or not guilty. rhere are


se'reral questions on this form. Ttre first one is: "Ws, the


jury, find the defendant, Crystal Suggs, trespassed. " I think
it's clear she was driving that vehicle on June 17th, 2OL4,


the white Cadillac Escalade [indiscerni-ble].


'We, the jury, find the defendant, Scott Suggs,


trespassed." You saw hirn in the video get out of the car and


load the trash bags filled with the kids' belongings right
into the vehicle. They were there w'ithout permission on the


property.


I think those are the two easiest questions.


llhe next two questions are the npst difficult. 'W€, the


jury, find the total anpunt of actual and/or nqninal damages,


if any, by the preponderance of the evidence sustained by the


plaintiff to be. . . "


We ask, in this box, that you write $1200. That's the


testimony that's before the Court, the damage caused to his


prq>erty. Again, it's not a personal injury. I brought it up


during voir dire. Dr. Lagroon is not in here -- you see that


he is in a rvheelchair. Ttrat has nothing to do with this
trespass. He's not here -- he was il, sone sort of unrelated


incident. He just happens to be in that wheelchair. We're


not here saying pain and suffering and emotional distress, any


of that absolute nonsense. We're askilg for actual danages
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tained by his property.


And then the final question is: 'We, the jury, find by


and convincing evidence ttrat Defendants Crystal- Suggs


Scott Suggs acted willfully, wantonly, or with reckless


regard of the plaintiff's [indiscernS5le]: yes or no?"


That question is ilportant because if you find ttrat this
a yrillful trespass, ttrat it was a reckless trespass, that


it was a wanton trespass, of, any of the above, then you are


itled to award pwritive darnages.


The law in a civil case does not have ttre ability to put


in jail, and no one is here asking that these


endants be put in jail. That's not wtrat we want. But this
an intentional tort. A torb is a civil yrrong. lflris was


intentional wrong. They came onto his property without


ion rurder the cover of night and damaged his property.


un


knew exactly what they were doing. And then they both


the stand and denied ttrat they were ever there, coning up


this story about how they parked -- you knovr, they parked


the $nith property, they parked at the gate, and lr{r. Suggs


't even there, when we saw the rnan lirping in the video


you saw ltlr. Suggs lirying in this courtrocrn. You carr


ieve your qyn two eyes just as Dr. tagroon did.


ttris was an intentional trespass. Itrey cane onto his


srithout permission because they wanted to take his


66


and get them off the property for whatever reason. Itris
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not done as sonething accidental. ftris is not the guy wtro


ly installed a sprinkler head a foot over his
line and says oopsie daisy. ftris was an intentional


done by these defendants.


So, on this line, prrnitive dannages, it's ultirnatety up to
what you think that's worth, if arrything. I think it's


sonething because, in McComick Cor:nty, nhere we respect


other' s property rights and we etq)ect -- respect each


's abiLity to maintain their property horr ttrey want to,
cannot allor Defendants to ccnrnit acts like ttris and have


it go unpunished. hrnishrnent is the punitive darnages portion.


I it should send some sort of message with that. Rrt a
on that line.


Now, the defendants are going to have an opportunity to


their closing argnrments, and, unfortunately, you have got


to listen to my boring voice one rpre tilne because I will corre


up at the end. I'm not exactly sure wtrat it is that


're going to arl1ue, but here is wtrat I'11 say: I lmovt


e] jury senrice always a concern that someone is
for sonething they're not entitLed to. I want to rnake


it clear: At no point in this are we asking for $100,000.


would be absurd. $1700 to repair the actual damage that


se folks caused to his property and ttren an anpunt you feel


-- sufficient -- excuse rrn -- to send the message


t
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fhank you so mrch.


l[R. TINSLEY: Ihanl( Iou, your Honor. l,tay it please the


IIIE COttRT: Yes, sir.
CLOSING ARq'MENT ON BEIIALF OF DEFEDIDAI{T SCOIIT SU@S


MR. TINSLEY: Good rorning, ladies and gentlemen of the


As I told you in the opening yesterday, courtroons are


s of proof, and you are the ultimate finders of fact,
you get to decide wtrether Dr. Lagroon proved his case,


I would sutrnit to you he has not.


And we'II go through a couple of different burdens of
you have to weigh in this case, and we'Il go through


here shortly. And after all the lawyers get done, the


is going to instnrct you on lytrat the Law is. And I'm
going to go through all the detaiLs, but I'm going to give


-- hit some highlights.


Ttre first thing you have got to look is credibility of
witnesses meaning do you believe them? Are they


tet's look at Dr. Lagroon's testimony. He's alleged --
whole case is reriant on a video that he -- a sunreilrance


that he finds after 9-L/2 years that he said he had sorne


get frm tJte hard drive and this, that, and the other.


didn't hear from any colqputer e:q)ert about this painstaking
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2to







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


1L


t2


13


T4


15


L5


L7


L8


1_9


20


2L


22


23


24


25


CLOSING ARGUMENT ON BEHALF OF DEFENDANT SCOTT SUGGS


, al.l his ot}er surveillance videos. He' s been


it for 9-L/2, and it pops up this year on the eve of
. I subEnit to you that's not believable.


Another thing ttrat Dr. Lagroon said, he got up ttrere and


ified about finding out that Ms. Suggs' autmobile had


damaged from hitting the gate in the discovery process.


is just -- you heard sonething about it. Basically
it is, is lawyers get to exchange information, exchange


, photographs, that sort of thing, leading up to


69


te


tr
And l.tr. Lagroon's testimony was, obviously, not tnre


rdren he read the response dealing with this


, it said, "Show rne r*rere the car rras danaged after
hi the piling, " lvtrich is the post, "on the Snith


," lrtrich is consistent with !,ts. Suggs' testimony.


He


He did not prove any danage was ever done to a gate.


s got sunreillance videos, a video of him walking the


i yel, he doesn't have one photograph of this darnage


to the gate? He doesn't have any video shonring danage to the


? You even see the gate in this video where he,s walking


property, but he doesn't go up to ttre gate and show,


's where there's daruage"? Not there. It goes back to
ity.


And he's a jack-of-al1-trades, doing-it-hirnself-type of


, and he got on the stand and said he doesn't get days off.
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He s working on the time. He's on-ca].]- 24/7. He doesn't tal<e


because he's working for the children. yet he's


to take the time to do it himself to fix this gate and


you to give him money for it.
He also can take off tirne frqn helping the children to


up with this unsigned trespass notice on Memorial Day.


It has no -- no evidence that it was ever -- that it was ever


. His ex-wife, ntro he had testify for twice this week,


said they still have a good relationship, got up there and


she senred it and a&nitted, 'No, I didn't sign the


ficate of serrrice. I didn't sign any kind of affidavit


[indiscernible]." Coul&r't telI you exactly when she


it. And -- but we see that she }rrolus how to sign a


ficate of senrice because she testified about signing one


on his behalf in sending in the discovery responses. So, once


r no credibility. No proof .


And Dr. Lagroon had rnade a cmnent yesterday and said,
rY Honor, it's hard not to tell the tmth." He said that


l spontaneously. I always heard the guilty dog will bark,


you heard that dog barking right there.


And let I s -- who you heard from, the child, u*ro is now an


t lady, r,rho was 14 at the tirne, testify about wtrat


those nights. She said her and her brother walked


the cell phone tourer road and they met Ms. Suggs on


-- on the road. And she was very [indiscernible] that


'z lL
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l,ts Suggs never went on their father's property, and, also,


lllr. suggs was not there. Nevermind on the videos that ' s


egedly from -- that pops up after 9-L/2 years frqn ilune


, is a guy wittr a hood on hirn gets -- a hood, on June


, gets out and has a lirry. A lot of people have a linp.
I would subrnit to you, you have seen my client walking.


f-fup is not consistent at aLl- wittr the lirp we saw on that


, ntunber one, as he sits today; and nuriber two, his linp
not [indiscerniJrle] of his ocm testinony ten years ago


to this tree-cutting accident he had last year.


Dr. tagroon's dm testimony, he don't lanow who that is.
Once again, I go back to courts are places of proof. I
strhuit to you -- and, aLso, who we haven't heard from,


other eyewitness, Daniel, Dr. Lagroon's son. He hasn't


fied. So it's just -- Dr. tagroon has left too rmrch


on this case to even prove a trespass for you to


by


f


I


in his favor.


t to you he hasn't done ttrat. t'hat basically rneans he


And the judge will oplain to you that you have to prove


-- he has to prove by the preponderance of the evidence,


greater weight of the evidence ttrat the trespass occurred.


to prove to you that it's npre likely than not that he's


his case. He had way too many holes in ttris ease.


And then -- so I wouLd subnit that you find for Scott


Lr3


and for Crystal Suggs that, Dor there was no trespass in
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case. If you do -- if you disagree and you think he has


his case, then you Look at darnages, which plaintiff, once


, has tJre burden of proof. Dr. tagroon has to prove his
He has to prove he was darnaged. [Indiscerni-b1eJ doing


th tning at the trespass occurredr /ou could get noninal


. Ihat would be sonrething like $1. Not a


l
Actual danages. Wtrat did he prove? He got up ttrere and


fied his gate got torn up. No corroboration. None.


is sfuqlle as a [indiscernibJ.e]. So I'd say he's


on his burden there. He has no actual darnages that
he s Proven.


And then he's asking you to punish ny clients. Rrnitive


, wtrich is rrihat the courts -- the civil court systerr


out the worst of the worst conduct in any


]. I{tren sonebody -- and he's -- l.tr. PeiI is
t; it's not a crirninal case, but he still has to ptmish


with these punitive damages ntrich are -- his burden on


is by the clear and convincing evidence, wtrich means he


to tip ttrose scales on Lady Justice much npre in his favor


he did on just the trespass in the greater weight of the


An exanqrle of clear and convincing evidence is ttrat's the


standard that a Fanily Court judge is required to take


12


T


t
r


's children and terminate their rights frqn. Itrat's
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standard that he's got to rneet to pwrish my clients to
that their behavior was just so egregious ttrat it needs


to be punished and ean't be tolerated.


I'd submit to you that they have proved nothing of the


in this case. ftris is not the worst of tlre worst type


ior.
And another thilg, is they're goi-ng to -- the judge will


through the list of factors to consider pr.rnitive darnages,


of wtrich are dealing with hon bad the conduct was. Atld


have seen [indiscernible]. Ihere is a lack of evidence.


's no bad conduct.


And then the last act he'll give you is the defendant's


th or ability to pay. You heard ny client up there. He's


frqn the Park Senrice, worked at Hickory Knob, and


he s done landscaping. He's a working-class rnEln. So for
on this case, to ask for puniti-ve danages I think is an


t and totally inappropriate in McCormick County.


So, in closing, when you look at this lack of evidence,


proof of danage to any gate, the testimony is clear thatno


l,tr


an this video, ttrere's no license plate tag. You cant't see


Suggs was not there on either June 17ttr or June 18th ten


ago. Plaintiff has not rnet his burden. Ttrere's no --


person's face. You heard l{r. Suggs testify about the


and the reflection. And you'll get a chance to look at
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. It's just not hirn. It's just not -- there's no


The plaintiff hasn't net his proof.


And, also, I would ask you to look at these photographs


you didn't get to look at them earlier. Itrey're into
of the aerial views frcm the different years, and you


see how much the trees have grovrn up through the ye€rrs, a


more consistent -- ttrey're a lot npre consistent nqr on


t video of the walk-through tlran they were in the earlier


So you have got to weigh every piece of evidence and give


tJre weight that you think it desenres, but I'd just point


all of these inconsistencies and all this lack of proof.


I would submit to you that the plaintiff has failed


I, he's faiLed to meet his burden across the


. So I would ask you to [indiscerniJcle] my client.
Thank you.


CTJOSING ARGT'MEI{T ON BEIIALF OF DEFEIIDAI{T CRYSTAI, SUGGS


!lS. II{ERRIIJ: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, I'll try
to repeat everything ny co-counsrel has said. I just want


also point out a few other t*rings. Particularly wtren


're back in the jury room, we saw that video, the second


, where supposedly he's walking through to shotr everything.


s is a Google Earth map from Febnrary of 2008r so about six
before. Ihere's [indiscerniSle]. There's no trees and


t


it


to


2t6
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Here's one frqa September of 2009. Not a lot of trees.


can see the house. Red gate.


Nor, we don't have another one until l{arch of 2O2t. But,


not all those trees, particularly on this side, and


's a rope gate.


March -- excuse me -- l{ay of 2023, rope gate, a lot npre


s. Ihat second video wtrere he's walking through to shour


tire tracks, apparently, supposedly fron tfiis event looks


a


or even 2O2L.


npre like this from May of 2023 than it was to the 2OO9


If you have a video shodng and you want to show this


, why in the world didn't you tal<e a video of the gate


say, "Here's where it's darnaged. Don't you see this?"


You heard llr. Suggs testify there's a black gate up there


Itrere's a black gate in that video. These pictures


't show a black grate.


I would also encourage you to look at these other aerial


as indicated, and you can see right here on this


t cerni}lel have highlighted wtrat year it is and it shors


way it is currently.


If you look at 2O2L, this is that road, the ceII tower


they're talking about. Itris is 2023. Ihis is 2021. A
less trees.


2OL7. Again, you can see the highway right there. A lot
s trees and grcmrth.


".) t2
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took at those naps. This is hqt it is. this is hcry it
on those dates. We don't have one exactly on June l7th or


18 of 2OL4, but we do have these that are closer in time to
of those events.


ftris is nhat it looks like now. ftrat's not v*rat it
like in 2014. If you have that video [indiscernible]
here's the darnage, and let re stop at the gate and


you-aIl these problerns. He doesn't in this video that he


lf took.


The sare thing, the day after this incident, he told his


wife, the npther of the children, that he had a


illance video of her on the property. We don't have


. We don't see that. Agai.ro, if you have that


iLLance video the day of, wouldn't that be the first
that you show?


And his attorney argued it was clear wtro was driving that


and it was clear who got out, but the plaintiff himself


fied he can't tell wtro it is. He doesn't a&nit it. He


't identify anybody. So I don't think it is so clear.


his attorney saying it's clear doesn't nnhe it so. And


's lvtry you are the finders of fact and you determine which


is credible, wtrat you believe and v*rat you don't


, and vlho has the notivation for you to want to believe


way or the other.


ev


>tE


a


So -- and I also think, l*hen you look at this video, you
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, the person getting out only seerned to drag their leg,


that's not the type of Ifurp that lrlr. Suggs has. He


't drag a leg. He does have an awkward gait, but he's


dragging a leg, and ttrat's aLnost rdrat it looks Li_ke that
in that video is doing.


And so, again, it seems to re, if he had those things,


would have been one of the first things that he


He would have said, "Here, I got this." And


's not nhat happened.


So he has not met the burden of proof, he has not shqm


s, and I'd ask you to find in favor of the Suggs.


you.


IIIE COITRT: Reply, Mr. Peil?


l,IR. PEIL: Yes . Thank you, Your Honor.


REPLY CLOSING ARGT'UENT ON BEIIAI,F OF T}IE PI,AT}ITIFF


MR. PEIL: fhis is the point in the trial where I would


make a joke about how long it would take -- about 45


tes -- and then we'lL be done, but I don't think that


be appropriate. I thfulr it won't take about two minutes


and just get straight to the point.


Ihere's just a couple of things I'd like to address that
my esteemed. colleagues brought up in their arguments.


Nunber one, I want to talk about [indiscernible]. I
it's irportant to renrember what was going on the norning
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wasnrt ttrere to photograph busted gates, tire tracks, any


that. He was there to try and figure out evidence of what


happened to the two minor children that the Fanuily Court


entrrrsted into his care and that he cared for deeply.


Nor, thank you God -- [indiscerni-b1e] and she was 13


old rdren this happened. And it's -- I beLieve her


78


that his children were nissing, wtren he went to go take


video He was not out there thinking about the ten-year


case and how he was going to prove his darnages. He


singularly fixated on what had happened to his kids.


He walked his property line. As you can see, therers a


going on on the property. It is not small. He didn't
that arry of this occrrrred. lltris man woke up in his house


he lmew his 13-year-old and l5-year-old were not there,


he set about trying to figure out wtrat happened. He


people. I'm not going to get into any of the


ions about that, but he caLLed a lot of people.


And then he walked the various points on his property


. He pulled the footage he had. He thought he forrnd sone


there near the [indiscernible] facility. fhen he


out, walking up here to this gate, that there vrere tire
tr made at that gate. And so he took that video for the


s purpose of figuring out who had come onto his


rty and how they had done that. And he walked that line.
He


of


LZo


is a bit tainted over tire. Spent 1O years as a
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I don't have a teenage daughter yet; I will in
t six years. r have heard sorne horror stories myself and


also heard sone very good stories. Needless to say,


ing teenagers is difficaflt. I think there eras sonn


attachnent that was goi-ng on, sone enptional issues


. I think, quite frankly, she just got it urong. Her


is not clear of wtrat happened that evening.


on


You don't need to discredit wtrat your eyes show you.


r aII this tiJre, lvtren Dr. Lagroon realized rtihat was going


he found the footage and he cane to this Court and


ented it to you so that you can see exaetly what occurred


on his property.


Nor, the other thing to talk about is this issue of
tive damages. l,llr. Tinsley talked about, you lmor, the


th of the parties and things like that. What I'd ask you


to do -- and I lmor it's going to be difficult -- the jury


that the judge is going to read you in tiis case is
long, but not that long. But in that list of punitive


, there's actually ten factors that the Court is going


to ask you to Look at. And one of them is going to be the


endants' awareness for eoncealnent. lftrat's one of the ten


. And there's no one factor you can hang your hat on.


are all different things that can weigh into your aqard


punitive damages.


I ask you this question: Do these folks appear
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s


eful? Do they appear renprseful for coning onto his
and taking his kids in the rniddle of the night? Is


any effort on these defendants to sinply apologize and


be done wittr it? Never once.


l[hey have colrn to this court and, over ttre past two days,


stil1 deny that it was them on that video. ttrey did deny


they ever had anything to do with it. Itrey both took the


, and ttey are il denial about what occurred that night.


Iltrey're trying to conceal it. And that concealment is a


tor you can weigh in whether or not to assess punitive


. So I'd ask you to listen for that charge ltdren you


it cqne frqn the judge's rnouth directly.
I also want to talk about one rpre thing: lhese Google


issues. I sarr these Google l{aps today, and I kind of
about them because I have nor lived dorn here for 15


. The Googl-e c€rr -- [indiscerniJcle] you're famiLiar with


it -- can drive around and get ttre photos every four or five
and you'Il see it. took at the tirrc of year that some


of ttrese photos are taken.


If you really believe that there's sone nefarious


ttrat Dr. Lagroon was faking these videos, look at


Goog1e images. I have seen it. You go out to your yard


January and Febnrary,t and it's brorm and there's nothing


re. And then I cqne back and I see my crepe llyrtles


zzz
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're very different.
llhe videos ttrat were taken in this case were taken on


17th and ilune 19th of 2OL4, right in the middle of
r. June 20th -- I always get ttrem nixed up, the soLstice


whichever one it is, but June 20th is literally the


br st day of the year. That's ryhen the trees in this
in this corrnty are getting the rnost sunlight in


time


lhe time the videos were taken, y€S, there was a lot of


. On the Google Maps, you can see a lot of brqrrn. It,s
at varying dlfferent times of year.


The video shons wtrat happened. Itrere was a trespass and


cane onto the property and they have no [indiscerniJcle].
We


do


d ask you to find them liable -- not guilty -- find therr


smething to punish ttrem for this behavior in order to


for that trespass, award hirn the $1700, and then, yeS,


[indiscernible] .


Thant( you.


TIIE COTIRT: tadies and gentletren, before I -- I just want


to nake sure that nobody needs a quick break. ftris will only


me about ten mi-nutes, I think, so...
iII'RY CHARGE


TIIE COT RT: Mernbers of the jury, it's nqrr my duty as the


judge to instnrct you on the law applicable to this


j


I


zz3







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


L2


L3


I4


L5


16


L7


18


19


20


2).


22


23


24


25


JuRY CHARGE


82


apply the law as I nor state it to you.


Ftrrtherznore, it is your exclusive duty to decide arr the


s of fact in this case and determine the effect, value,


, and tnrth of ttre evidence. All the parties have the


to o<pect that you will carefully consider and evaluate


evidence and apply the law of this case to it so that, in
end, all parties will receive a fair and irryartial trial-.
Norr, during ttris triaL, you and I have separate duties to


orm. As the trial judge, it is my responsibility to
over this trial and nrle upon ttre admissibility of ttre


ev offered during the trial.
In that regard, you're only to consider the evidence


you; thus, you are to consider only the testimony which


been presented from the witness stand together vrith any


its a&nitted into the record of this case.


In this trial, you are ttre soLe and exclusive judge of


facts. Ilc not infer that I have an opinion about the


frqn anything I have said or done during the course of


trial. In this regard, the law silryly does not permit re


to have an opinion about the facts. As jurors, it is your


alone to deternrine the effeet, va1ue, weight, and tnrth
of the evidence presented during the course of this trial.


Nsr, furthermore, it is your job as jurors to deterrnine


credi5ility or believability of the witnesses wtro have


2 z.l


fied in this case. You nnrst evaluate the evidence and
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wtrich evidence convinces you of its trrrth. In


the believability of witnesses l*ro have testified
tn this case, you mEly believe one witness over nany or nnny


one, you ln ry believe a part of the testimony of a witness


reject ttre remaining part. You rnay believe the testimony


of a witness in its entirety or reject it in full. you may


r whether the witness has an ilterest in the result of


tria3., nhether the witness is prejudiced tolrard either


, the opportunity for ttre witness to have seen the


and things about ntrich the witness nEry testify, and


way the witness acts on the witness stand.


Furthermore, evidence nay be direct or circumstantial


. Direct evidence is testimony by a witness about


the witness personally saw, heard, or did.


ia1 evidence is indirect evidence; in other words,


it s proof of one or rnre fact frqn nhich one can find another


You rnay consider both direct and circrmrstantial


ev equally.


fhe foLloring tiings are not evidence and you nmst not


r thecn as evidence in deciding the facts of this case:


No. 1: Statenents and arguments of the attorneys,


2z grestions and objections of the attorneys, and


3: Any testimony that I instnrct you to disregud, or


4z Any questions and ansvrers heard during the jury


2zf
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fhile ar$.unent of counseL is a beneficial paft, of every


tr , ;lou should remember that the statenents nade by counsel


not evidence. In presenting argr:ments, cor:nse1 often


to evidence; however, you should base your verdi ct on


evidence as you remernber it. Itrerefore, if ttrere are any


flicts between the recollection of counsel about the


and your ovrn recollection, Iou should rely on your


understanding of the evidence.


You nnrst not consider for any purpose any offer of
that was rejected or any evidence that was stricken


the record by the Court. Such matter is to be treated as


you had not -- as though you had never known of it.
Attorneys have the absolute right and duty to bring


na to the attention of the Court by way of objection. Do


inferentially or otherwise become upset or disturbed by


I -- by virtue of -- by virtue of an objection.


Counsel, by objecthg, are sirply perfonning their role


the trial of the case. Once the Court mal<es a nrling on an


ection, the jury is bound by that mling. If the objection


sustained, the question is inproper. If the objection is
d, the question is proper.


In that regard, the jury rnrst not, rrnder any


, derive any inference frqn any nrling rnade by


Ln


1S


Court on objections as to any opinion the Court may have


the case. The judge does not have an opilion on the


'-) .-a
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and is not entitled to an opinion under the law. lheev


J is perfoming his role in the trial of the case. As to
questions to wtrich an objection was sustained, you must


speculate as to ltrtrat the anssrer night have been or the


for the objection.


Ner, nernlcers of the jury, the plaintiff in this case,


initiated and brought the action, has the burden of


. That is to say ttre plaintiff has the burden of proving


ease by nhat is lmown in the law as the greater weight or


of the evidence.


A preponderance of the evidence sirryly neans the greater


of the evidence. It is the evidence which, as a whoJ-e,


the facts sought to be proved is rnore likely tme than


tme. Itris can be illustrated by irnagining a set of


s. When the case begins, the scales €rre even. After all
evidence has been presented, if the scales rernain even or


r-f they tip slightly in favor of the defendant, then the


ff has failed to meet the burden of proof and would not


entitled to recover irl this ease.


If, on the other hand, the scales tip slightly in favor


the plaintiff, the plaintiff wiLl have ret the burden of


and you should retu:m a verdict for the plaintiff.
I'11 nor oq>J-ain the cause of action brought by the


iff against the defendants in this case. Ihe plaintiff


be


of


zz-l


one cause of action: Trespass. To prove a trespass,







1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


t2


L3


L4


15


16


t7


18


19


20


2t


22


23


24


25


JURY CHARGE


plaintiff nu.rst present evidence wtrich estabLishes:


1: Ihat he was in lega1 possession of the property;


2z fhat the defendants or their agent voruntarry entered


the plahtiff 's prenises; and,


3: fhat such entry was made without the plaintiff's
pe sion.


To naintain a trespass action, there nust be possession


right to it. One in peacefulable (ph) possession, though


title, is entitled to remain in possession until
ted by the tnre oenrer and need only shqp prior peaceful


session against the defendants.


An action for trespass will lie if the defendants


ionally entered the property. Itre unrvarrantable entry


on land in the peaceful possession of another is a trespass


wt regard to the degree of force used, the rneans of


, or the e:rtent of darnage. llhe entry itself is the


86


For exarqrle, if one without license fron the person in
session of land walks upon it or casts a twig upon it or


a


ter
bucket of water upon it, he comruits a trespass. It is


ial whetler there are any further damages -- further
result. E:<cuse rne.


To constitute an actionable trespass, there nnrst be an


irrnative act. Itre invasion of the land must be intentional
the harm caused rnrst be the direct result of that


zz8
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ion. Trespass does not lie for nonfeasance or failure to
form a duty. Intent is proved by showing the defendant


ed voluntarily and that he liorew or should have lmown the


t -- he or she hrew or should have lqlqm the result that
foLlor frqn his act.


Although neither deliberation, puryose, rntive, nor


ice are necessary elernents of intent, the defendant nnrst


the act rdrich, in law, constitutes the invasion of the


ff's right.
Trespass is an intentional tort, and ntrile ttre trespasser


be lial [sic] need not to be -- excuse nre. lrlhile the


er to be liable need not intend or e:<pect the


-- danaging consequence of his entry, he mrst intend


act which constitutes the unwarranted entry on another,s


tr.inally, lack of permission is an essential elenent of a


e of action for trespass.


Now, Iet rne talk about danages for trespass. If the


proved the defendants' trespass on his property,


he s entitled to recover at least nqninal dannages, even if no


of injury or damage to the property exists.


Entry alone entitles the possessor to at least nqninal-


The plaintiff is entitled to recover for arry other


damages that have been proved by tJre greater weight of


to
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llhenever the injury resurting frqn trespass is deemed to
permanent, ttre neasure of damages is the decrease in thebe


f rnarket value of ttre property except wtrere there is a


destnrction, in w?rich case the orrner is entitled to
the entire value.


When entry to the property resulting frm trespass is
by restoration or repair, it is considered to be


ann!, and the neasure of danages is the cost of


ation and repair.


Punitive danages nuly be awarded only wtrere the trespass


willful, wanton, or in reckless disregard for the


's rights.
In this case, the plaintiff seeks punitive darnages in


tion to actual damages. Punitive damages, also lmorrn as


darnages, are i.qrcsed as punishrent. Ihey are not


to corqrensate. Rrnitive darnages are allowed in the


of society and the nature of punishment and as a


and exarqrle to deter the wrong-doer and others frqn


ting like offenses in the future. lloreover, they senre


to vindicate a private right by requiring the wrong-doer to


npney to the injured party.


To recover puritive darnages, the plaintiff mrst prove by


and convincing evidence that ttre defendant's actions
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fulness, and wantoruressn are synonynpus. ttre terms are


to describe a conscious failure to exercise and obsenre


or due eare.


Itrere is no formrla or standard that can be used as a


for assessing punitive damages; ho,rever, factors


to your consideration of punitive damages are:


1: The character of the defendant,s actsl


2z lhe nature of the ham to Plaintiff r.rtrich defendant


ed or intended to causel


3: Ihe defendant's degree of culpability;
4z fhe punishrpnt that should be inposed;


5: Drration of the conduct;


5: Defendant's awareness or concealrnent;


7 z The existence of sinilar past conduct;


8: tij<elihood the award will deter the defendant and


frqn like conduct;


9z Whether the award is reasonably related to the harm


to result from such conduct; and,


10: Ihe defendant's wealth or ability to pay.


Nor, a verdict in this case cannot be based upon


, passion, prejudice, or ernotion or sone other


ation not found in the evidence. I charge you that,
jurors, you rmrst decide the issues involved in this


based solely upon the evidence which you hear


the course of the trial. Your verdict nust be without
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b and wittrout prejudice to any party.


You cannot allorc yourselves to be governed by syrqrathy,


by pressure -- by prejudice, passion, by public opinion r ot
other consideration not for.rnd in the evidence.


Now, Iet me say sotrpthing about your deliSerations.


liberation" is defined as careful consideration weighing up


Iit1 a vieur to decision. Itre genius of our jurry system is it
12 good nen and lruren frqn 12 different backgrounds,


1i e:qleriences, and perspectives to consider ttre evidence,


about it, and ultimately reach a verdict. We call thenr


for a reason. You are to consider the evidence


an this case carefully and deliberately and discuss it in a


thorough, courteous manner. Listen to the views of all
fellw jurors, consider other people's points of view,


talk through and discuss the evidence.


Remember , if you're doing smething deliberately, you €rre


in a big hurry, and you should not be in a big hurry here.


case is very irportant to both sides, and this is their
day in court.


I{hen you retire to the jury roorn, you should d.iscuss ttre


so


e with your fe1low jurors to reach agreement if you can do


Your verdict nust be rrnaninpus. Each of you nu.rst decide


case for yourself, but you should do so only after you


iq)artially considered the evidence, discussed it fully


23L
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jurors. Do not be afraid to change your opinion if the


eussion persuades you that you should, but do not cqne to a


ision si4rly because other jurors think it is right.
Ladies and gentlemen, your verdict nmst be a unanimous


lllr. Forernan, l*ren f:he jury agrees on the verdict, you


1 enter ttre verdict on the verd.ict form and sigrn your narne


foreperson. llhen lonock on the jury rooln door and inform


bailiff that you have reached a verdict. At that tirne, we


I receive you back into the courtroqm.


Norr, I ask that you now retunn to the jwry roon but do


begin your deliberations rurtil you are told by the clerk


bailiff to do so. lltrere are sonp rnatters that I need to
cuss with the attonreys before you can begin your


i-berations.


Now, at this time, please return to the jury room but do


discuss the case or anyone involved with the case. Ihank


(Ihe jury exited ttre courtrooilr at L2:14 p.m.)


TIIE COITRT: Okay. Any issues with the charge?


llR. PEIL: No, Your Honor.


l.tR. TINSLEf,: No objection.


TIIE COttRT: ALL right. I need to get ttre alternate. I'd
y'al.l to just tahe a look at the evidence, rnake sure it's


233


put together correctly.
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to


to


ob


If they want to watch the video, do we have a laptop so


they can use? Okay. We'Il give them the CD and if
-- I'11 leave it to y'dl, Uadam Clerk, to figiure out hqr


let them watch the video in the jury rocm.


And' gosh, r guess we're in a civil triar but do you want


renerd all your previous objections and rptions?


lllR. TINSLET: Yes, Your Honor. I'd renew all prior
ions and our nptions heard, particrrlarly our nptions for


verdict on the trespass cause of action and


y curulative darnagles.


TIIE COttRT: Okay. So noted.


I thfuk we can get the alternate in here now. I need to
the alternate before they can begin deliberations.


Can get the alternate in here real quick? But just to be


I'm bringirg -- I'm going to let the alternate go and


we'll turn it over to the jury. And ttrat was Juror


-- here we go -- 130.


All right, Juror No. 130.


JttROR NO. 130: Yes.


$IE COttRT: So you're our alternate. We didn't lose


in the last 24 hours and we're about to begin


in the case, but thank you for your serrrice.


're free to go but you're welcqne to stay, but tlrank you


your serlrice.


JITROR NO. 130: Ihank you very rmrch.


No


de
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y safe is if you bring them in here, show thenr the
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IIIE COITRT: All right. I have the verdict form and I
the jury charge. f 'd like to rnal<e the jurry charge --
(Pause in the recording frorn L2:LT p.m. to 12:19 p.m.)


TIIE COITRT: A11 right. So I got all the evidence, 9ot
qD.


IINIDEIITIFIED MALE: Judge, we just [indiscerniJcle]
lway.


IIIE COITRT: Ihat's fine.


l.ladarn Clerk, I'm going to telI them t*rat lunch is on


ir *m. Is that accurate?


TIIE CI,ERK: I'm [indiscerniJcle] go call, try to do it
ine.


IHE BAITIE'E': Give this to the jury?


TIIE COttRT: Ihey can begin deliJrerations.


All right. We'II be at ease until we have any questions.


(A recess was taken frqn L2zL8 p.m. to 12:47 p.m.)


TIIE COIIRT: AII right. So there's an issue with ttre
or the T\/ -- the D\lD player?


TIIE C[,ERK: Ihe CD played it off of his conputer, so we


used ours and nosr it won't colurect. We're seeing if he


bring I indiscernible] laptop coqruter I indiscernible] .


ITIE COURT: Y'all have any objection to his corq>uter


used? I nean, as long as they don't search around the


. Ihe onl,y other thing ere c€ul do that's going to be


zss
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, ask thecn if they'd like to see it again, and shqr therr


and sort of be in here and have to rnaintain that. I
, w€ have got [indiscernible] just letting you hron.


TIR. TINSI,ET:


obviously.


I donrt -- yedr, I'm not going in the jury


I'NIDENTIFIED SPEMER: What are other Court's practices


on having an objection to playing it?
TIIE COTIRT: Okay. Well, I rtean, t1picaLly, I just assunn


them stay in there beeause now lindiscernible] watch the


v on !!s. Fie1d's coq>uter?


I{S. MERRII,L: I think ttrat's fine, Your Honor. I just --


us


I


want them doing that, obviously. Itrat's ruy only concern.


maybe we can make sure they can't, like, access the


or anything. Don't want ttrem looking up -- none of


's the only thing I thought of, but, you lmor, I don't


any objection, if that's the way the Court wants to
it.


TIIE COITRT: l{urphy's law here.


ITNIDEIITIFIED SPEMER: l{aybe just bring them in.
t NIDEIITIFIED SPEMER: Let thern watch it in here? Do you


rne to send then back in here, Judge?


TIIE COttRT: Yeah. I neanr, I don't think [indiscerniJrle].
t NIDEIITIFIED SPEMER: Bring the T\/ [ indiscern:iJcle] .


!,{S. MERRIIJT: I don't [i-ndiscernible] -- I just --
(Cross-talk)
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on


IJNIDEIIIIFIED SPEMER: It wasn,t shodng on ttre TV. It
showing on the laptop.


lIlE COttRT: Oh, you're right. lhat's right. It w€rs a


UNIDENTIFIED SPEMER: Yeatr, but it ran through the TV.


TIIE COT RT: Correct.


ITNIDEI|TIFIED SPEMER: Yeah. I mean, they can watch it
the laptop. I nean, it's. . .


1IIE COttRT: If we're going to play it through his laptop,


's just do it in here, and ttrat way --
ITNIDEIITIFIED SPEAKER: Okay. tJhat about this? Would it
if -- I don't lmqr the setup of the jury room exactly,


could the corqruter be hooked up to that TV and they could


watch frqn the TV? And tlren, rtrhen they're finished,


can just Let the deputy lmow and we can get the corqluter


. I don't lmqv if that would work.


IIIE COT RT: It probably [indiscernible].
ITNIDEIITIFIED SPEAKER: Hovrever the Court wants to handle


I'm just trying to think of ways to malce it --
ITNIDEIITIFIED SPEAKER: We can have the laptop through the


bu


it


j


TIIE COITRT: Itre State's laptop [indiscernibJ.e].
IINIDEIIIIFIED SPEAKER: Not [indiscernible] through ttre


237


TIIE COLTRT: Fair enough. Very we1l. [Indiscernible].
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's just have them play it jJr here. rtrey can watch it and


tiey can go back. So, obviously, I'11 bring thenr in.
just say I understand you want to watch the video. We'Il


it for you nor. And then I '11 ask them, 'Does anybody


to watch it again?"


l{S. MERRIITL: Because they have got another disc too, so


't lmorr if they're going to watch bottr of them.


$IE C€IIRT: I'11 just -- I'11 be the one that ta'lks to
. You'II just have to be the conputer [indiscernible].
(Pause in the proceedings. )


TIIE COttR!: AII right. So llr. Peil, you can set that up,


MR. PEIL: And r*ris is ttre original. I just want to nrake


tbis doesn't get lost anlnrhere.


TIIE COTRT: Okay. That's the evidenee.


MR. PEIL: fhat's the evidencer /€s.
ITIE COITRT: tlhy don't you tee it up.


![R. PEIL: It's ready to go.


lt{S. MERRILL: I{trich one is that? Is that 7?


llR. PEIL: 7.


lls. I.IERRILLz 7 is June.


IIIE COITRT: And this is the --
}IR. PEIL:


TTIE COIIRT:


June 17th.


Ihis is the video with ttre car, the vehicle?


The vehicle.


I


I


I,TS. MERRII,L:
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s


llR. PEIL: I believe it's --
TIIE COttRT: Okay. I think that's the one they want to
All right.


ITNIDEIITIFIED FErlAtE: Yeah, this is the one they


Br


t


tbem in.


ITIE COI'RT


on


].


: .Lll right. Go ahead and bring them in.


t


(Ihe jur7 entered the courtroon at T:55 a.m.)


TIIE COttRT: A1I right.
JIIROR: Yeah, we couldn't get that one [indiscernible]


TIIE COttRT: Okay. So we have got the video. Is this the


you're wanting to see?


JIIROR: Yes.


IIIE COTRT: All right. We'Il go ahead and


]. Have a seat and we won't say anything wtrile


're in here. We'II just let you watch ttre video. And if
need to watch it again after that, just let us h1sr.


A1L right. lfir. PeiI, if you could just play it.
Y{hat's up?


JIIROR: Can we get you to pause it for us?


THE COttRT: What?


.IIIROR: When you get to a spot, c€ul rde get you to pause


when we get to a spot?it
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ITIE COLTRT: Who's got the control?


JIIROR: Or ean we just "stop it" and you can do that?


TIIE COTJRT: [hat's fine.
llR. PEIL: Is t}at all right?


1IIB C@RT: Just say "Stop." But I don't want y'aII to
it.


JIIROR: No. We're not going to [indiscerniJcle].
(Video pLays. )


JIIROR: Stop right there. Are y'aIl right with that? Is


I indiscernible] ?


TIIE COURT: I don't want y'alI to dissuss nhat you're --
JIIROR: No, I just wanted to see if they w-ant to keep


1IIB COttRT: Okay. Do you want us to keep playing it?
JIIROR: We don't -- yeah.


JIIROR: Keep going.


JIIROR: Keep going. Okay.


(video plays.)


JIIROR: Are we all right?


JIIROR: lirlnm.
JIIROR: Okay. thank you.


$IE CqrRT: Head on back to the juqf rootn.


(The jury exited ttre courtroom at 12:56 p.m.)


IIIE COTRT: All right. We're on standby.


(A recess was taken frqn L2257 p.m. to 1:36 p.m.)
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TIIE COURT: Please be seated. A11 right. I'm told we


a verdict.


l[R. PEIt: Yes, sir.
EIIE COITRT: Anything before we bring the jury in?


MR. PEIL: No, sir.
TIIE COITRT: Bring them 5-n, please.


Regardless of the verdict, ny custqn is just to do ten


for post-trial motions so...
tlR. PEIL: Ten days for post-trial?


IIIE COITRT: Yeah. I'11 say it after but I want to nrake


I told that noxr.


(Ihe jqf entered ttre courtroom at 1:37 p.m. )


ITIE COLTRT: All right. !lr. Forecnan, I understand y,all
a verdict; is that correct?


JITRY FOREI.IAII: Yes, Your Honor.


THE COITRT: Is your verdict unanimous?


JITRY FOREMN{: Yes.


TIIE COITRT: All right. Please hand it to the bailiff.
JITRY FOREIAII: Give it to you?


gtIE cot RT: To hi-n.


iII,RY FOREMAII: Oh.


(Pause in the proceedings wtrile ttre Court reviews


.)


TIIE COttRT: Do you have the jury charge that was with you


was back there in tlre roqn?


6)
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JITRY FOREMN{: fhe jury rrhat?


I'IIE COttRT: Ihe instnrctions.


iIItRY FORETIAI{: Yes. They're in a pile.
TIIE COttRS: Okay.


JttRY FOREI,IAN: With the pictures, the photos in there.


ITIE COTRT: I don't norrnally do this but I think I need


talk to y'all first before I...
llR. PEIL: Is that including [indiscernible]?


BETCH CONFEREIICE


(A bench conference was held off ttre record and outside


the hearing of the jury. )


VERDICT


TIIE CLERK: Itre verdict form:


W€, the jury, find that ttre defendant, Crystal Suggs,


Yes.


W€, the jury, find that tJre defendant, Scott Suggs,


: Yes.


W€, the jurry, find the total arpunt of actual and nqninal


, if any, by tJre preponderance of the evidence of sane


t*re plaintiff to be: Zero dollars.
W€, the jury, find, by clear and convincilg evidence,


defendants, Crystal Suggs and Scott Suggs, acted


Ly, mntonly, and with reckLess disregard of the


's rights: Yes.


zLI L


W€, the jury, fi-nd, by clear and convincing evidence,
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the total arnount of prrnitive danages to be: Zero


Signed this day by the jury foreman.


ITIE COURT: Okay. Could you hand that back to rne?


Any rotions before I discharge the jury?


ItR. PEIL: Yes, Your Honor. At this tirne, I would nrake a


for reconsideration, I guess, we'll call it. Whatever


we want to call it. But under the law, if ttrere has been a


of trespass, there rnrst be sqne sort of award of


, even nqninal dmages. I think ttrere's perhaps


issues to be resolved.


TIIE COITRT: Okay. Any response frqn the defense? you


't have to. But if you have anything, just let ne lmor.


llR. TINSLEY: I don't [indiscernible].
TIIE COITRT: ALl right. tadies and gentlenen, I have


ved your verdict fornn, llr. Foreman, and your verdict --
did find that both ttre defendants cqnuitted a trespass in
civil sense and a -- I'm going to look this over real


before I say anything else.


Okay. AII right. So, under the law of trespass, if you


that the defendarrts have ccnrunitted a trespass, then entry


of a trespass entitles the plaintiff to at least norninal


So I need you to go back to the jurT roqn and


s this rnatter a little bit more. But you cannot --


zr13
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TIIE COttS[Is No, sir, hold on. you carurot arrard zero.


Jt RY FOREI{AI{: Okay. Can I say somethins


TIIE COURT: No, sir, you cannot. But you can write a
to me and I'11 address it. But I don't want to have


€ut open discussion.


iIIIRY FOREDIAI{: No, no [indiscernible].
TIIE COttRT: All right?


JURY FORETIAI{: I lam what ttre alount is that --
TIIE COITRT: Okay. I don't want -- sir, I don't want to


it in the courtroom. I need y'all to go back to the


j roorn. If I have a legal guestion for ne, you can write
it on a notepad, and I'1I raal<e a record of it.


(fhe jury exited the courtroom at 1:44 p.m.)


TIIE COITRT: Print out the verdict form again, please.


Court E rhiSit 3, verdict form No. 1 .


UR. PEIL: No. 1.


(Court's Drhilcit No. 3t Verdict Form No. L, was narked


identification anrd received into evidence. )


ITIE COITRT: I'm going to print ttre verdict form agai_n.


TIIE CT,ERK: OKay.


TIIE COITRT: Frankly, I night fill in yes and yes.


t[R. TINSLEI: I think punitive, zerot doesn't change.


TIIE COttRT: I'm not arguilng -- I'm just talking about you


't award -- well, I wasn't cLear about that.
l,IR. TINSLHI: WeLJ-, you already addressed with them
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, so I think -- insist on their finding no pr:nitives,


no actuals [indiscernible].
TIIE COT RT: Yeah, I -- what do you think? Can I just let
scratch out zero on ttre damages?


lllR. TINSLET: No, I don't have a problenr with you giving


another form.


!lR. PEIL: I have no objection to that either.
UR. TINSLEY: I think the way you suggested is fine.
IIIE CLERK: And you'll fill out the part that's in


?


IIIE COITRI: I might have her cqne out w"ith ne rdren I go


them and say the verdict is fine -- I rlean, the verdictto


IN the aruount of actual nqninal darnages. That's my only --
-- tJre on1y issue with the verdict form is you have zero


's my only [indiscerniJcle]. I rnan...


Actually, J-et's put it on the record.


l{R. PEIL: We're on t}re record, yea}r.


t{S. I,IERRIII: So, essentially -- I want to rnake sure I'm


. So I guess what I would say is they're finding


at least for punitives and actuals, that is zero, and if
give thern a blank form, to re, they considered that and


decided those issues.


ttR. PEIL: WeII, there's no distinction betryeen actual


nqninal on the form, but...


is
we


ztlr


ITIE COttRI: [Indiscenrible] in hindsight [indiscernible] .
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it


MR. PEIL: I think they get --
(Cross-ta'lk)


!ls. IrlERRrr,L: -- any of the charges. r think you charged


right.
t{R. PEIL: I'm fine with the charge, yeatr.


TIIE COttRT: All right. So --
llR. PEIL: He said he hnew ttre amount so he's going to


sone nurnber on there.


TIIE COttRT: Okay. IIndiscernible].
lls. MERRILT: liy only hesitation is wtrat happens if they


sonething different other ttran the nqninal part? Hqrr do


handle that if they go back and they start...
TIIE COttRl: WeII, ho'r about this? Ihe reaLity is it was


a proper verdiet form. I'm wondering [indiscernible] be


to send it back until it's proper.


llR. PEIL: I don't lsnoar. I have seen a lot of ctazy


. I have never -- never had ttris issue. I don't hrqr
answer, and anything I said would be off the top of my


wr


we


l[R. TINSIJHI: Yeah, it strikes nE that No. 3 is the only


that's [indiscerniJcle] obviously [indiscerniJcle] one and


, So -- and they could find [indiscerni-ble].
I{R. PEII: I don't think they're inclined to add


tives, but I think if you send them back a new form, they


Z'16


soy, 'You lmorr rthat? If we have got to award rpney,
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we're going to say no trespass occurredr" if we send them


a blank form.


IIIE COttRT: Okay. [IndiscerniJcJ.e]. f '11 just give them


blank form [indiscernible].
!tR. PEII: Ihat's right. Hopefully the next one is not


IIIE COURT: Are you sure there,s nothing else we need to
cuss about Iindiscernible]?


l{S. MERRITL: It is working, Judge. I'm just trying to
sure -- you lmow, as !lr. Peil said, I'm not exactly sure


the right solution either, so...


That's my only hesitancy, if they come back -- they still
a verdict. Whether the form properJ-y dealt with the


damage issue, to me, is still different than what


ir verdict was. So then if we come back and they have a


ferent verdict -- that's what I was trying to kind of


e, but I don't lgrow the right --
TIIE COTRT: [IndiscerniSle] something like that. I


All right. Let's go off the record while hre're doing


(A recess was taken from Lz48 p.rl. to 1:54 p.tn.)


(The jury entered the courtroqn at 1:54 p.m. )


THE COURT: Mr. Foreman, Iou have -- y'all have


zL)7
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npre. Is this decision still unanirnous?


JIIRY FOREI.IAN: Yes, still unanimous.


IIIE COITRT: fhanh you, sir.
(Pause in the proceedings while the Court reviews


.)


$IE COT RT: Okay. l{adam Clerk?


TIIE CLERK: In the natter of Robert Lagroon versus


Suggs and Scott Suggs, verdict form:


W€, the jury, find the defendant, CrystaL Suggs,


Yes.


W€, the jury, find the defendamt, Scott Suggs,


ed: Yes.


W€, the jury, find the total ancunt of actual and nominal


, if any, by the preponderarce of the evidence


by the plaintiff to be: One doIlar.
W€, the jury, by clear and convincing evidence, that the


endants, Crystal Suggs and Scott Suggs, acted willfully,
, ot with reckless disregard to the plaintiff's


: Yes.


W€, the jury, find, by clear and convincing evidence,


the total amount of punitive darnages to be: $200.


TIIE COITRT: All right. Anything eLse before r discharge


jury?


MR. PEIL: Nothing from the plaintiff, Your Honor.


THE COITRT: Anything from the defense?
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Yeah, that,s fine,


BEI{Cff CONFERENCE


(A bench conference was heLd off the record and outside
of the hearing of the jury. )


TI{E couRT'. Any other nrotions from the defense prior to
di-scharging the jury?


MR. TINSTEY: Nothing prior to letting the jury go, your


Honor.


THE COURT: All right. Ladies and gentlemen, when you


cane in, r guess, yesterday, you didn't lorow what was in front
of you, but we appreciate your eenrice. you krrorrl, the tnrth
is, senring on a jury is a high form of public senrice, so we


appreciate you being here, and vrtrether it's a week of civil
court ot a week of crininal court, you lotowt w€ can't move


these cases sometirnes rrnless y'all come in and do the work of
hearing the evidence and ma]<ing a decision.


So y'aII are free to go at this ti$e. We appreciate your


setrrice, and have a nice day. You are done for the week. A11


right. Thanl< y'all.
(fhe jury exjted the courtroorn at t:52 p.m.)


THE COITRT: Madam Clerk...


So we went from one -- well, ten days for post-trial
rnotions.


Anything else for the record today?


Ir[R. PEIL: Nothing for the record, your Honor.
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llR. TINStgf: Nothing, your Honor.


EIIE COttRf.. All right. .tust -- if you file anything,


ase give us a heads-up.


Nice working with y,all this week and f hope y'all have


e travels back to ever;n*rere -- Greenr*ood, Evatrrs, aLr those


a


l[R. TINSLEtr: thank ;rou, Judge.


$IE CO[!RE.. &anlr y'aLl.
(Ihe above natter concluded at 1:59 p.m. )
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