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Sumwtary OF The Case.
Detendant Glewn was +oted before. +he Honorab/e. Edvard W, Mi//er
Taly 13,2004, by atrial by fury aainst Stede Soltvor Tyce. k: Monts.
The State's +wo man witnesses were Detective Melissa
Lawson and informant Chaduwick Teusley. He. was dmrya/ with
Haflﬂfclﬂ’ng C14) grams oF cocamie +itle (H--57-370) . #is +rial /4#5

was dames Goldsmith. Esci,w't‘e of +he pu‘é/:’c delevdens o)bpa’ce_
of Greenville Coun%g.

Detendant was arrested October 32002, Lor both alleged
Ha#fck’fng dqar\geg of Jal_., 16, 2002.,ancl /4ugu5+ R,2002 . The. narcotics
agents seized his vehicle. +he dag ot his arres because he
wou/(/ not wopemhz, w:‘%/o 141014 ég Szf—i'ing some one. up.

Alter (1) days in the County jail, he made batl and was
then arrested for conspivacy to +ratPicking from the dote.
of Tanvary 2000, and pending. by the same. Greenville Narcote
A gszS the day of December I6, 2002,

December 172002, he. was mdicted For +he State m“l—?cmg
and +he Federal congpiracy to tratPicking the same date by

Known and unkvown witnesses. He. was +hen +ransPesed +o +he.
Anderson City Tail atter bis araignment by +he. fedesal gov.
He. was +hen represeﬂed by /4H'om€,9 David Plowden and

Bedjamin Stepp of +he Federal Aiblic Dedenders OMice. . Al atver
sevenal days of +nlal in the Federal Dictrict Court of Greenville
County for conspiracy o +nafhicking fucing (20) +o0 life. by
several unkuown witnesses, including statements by tbormant
Chadwick 7&;45/65/ he was a(_CLw‘H'ed January 21, 2004, for the.
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aﬂaguf charge of +he “ same act" In the State Courts

E Tglﬂ- to ten days atter his relief of Eea‘ng ac(;w‘HeL/ From
the. federal district court. he was summeoned +o +oial in +he. Stute.
Court of General Sessions for +mpA‘ck‘fngaF the “same. act.”

He a ppearm/ at +he courthouse not una’ers%mr//}?g a/éga/ds
he befng summoned +o Court A <olicitor or officer of the court
said %em tus'// be a continuance because, my appm'nfec/ 4Hﬂrney,
James Goldsmith was suewed in at hs home in Asheville, N.C.

Thinty days later after being summoned 0 Court again he
met with Goldsmith and he +old +he Defendant Hhat he H/mug/u‘-
HAES(L char'ges ieére. POSSI’/D/_!{ 'f'}’)Q Same. as /7/3' 742(/@”6!/ CA(U}?ES
that he was dC@UH’f‘?L/ of, but he'd ask #or a Contiviuance.
and w?ll get back tn +ouch.

Defendant applied himsel? by calling o polvate. attomey
for lﬂejp, Michael Brown of Spartanburg County. We. calledd
Goldsmith's office several tHimes and Goldsmith Hiled 4o retun
his calls and +he. Defendants calls untila week bebre his +rinl.
De Fondant again had f‘eq/ues{@d for discovery matertal i
veference +o +he video tape , Goldsmith stated 1+ was in his

ottice and the public defenders ofice was closed for +he
hm/fdags until Taesday, +he day of +rlal Uﬂ/y (35,2004

Golds mith d uot mail him +he evidence , nor wou/c/ he

Make. +ime for the DePendant +o allow him +o visit his office.
fn Traverlers Kest.S.C. and Asheville . N.C.

The r/ay of trial, +he Detendamt convensated cotth Goldsmits
inthe ha//wag of the courthouse +elling him +hat he was n the
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Process of /m'm'ng Michae] Brown, Attorney Hom pdm‘aﬂbarg County
and +hat he. was goivlg to ask +Ae,jud92 ﬁa/r a contlnuance., e
+hen asked Goldemith about the discovery matertal and Hhe vides
tape that Goldsmith had not shared w Him

Goldswith stated +hat he didat have i+ (U:‘!—/) him but 1+
didn+ appear +o show anything. They koth attended +he. Court-

room,

:ﬁw/gc Miller asked were there an mr/_oj mo+ous requested
bawoal\e, ‘IW'&(/. 145 1"/7!6 De%ndan% had eqan +o Stand, GO/C/SMIV'//I
pat him on +he shoulder and stated that Tl ask for Your

continuance .

He +hen stoted +o +he Tuc/g?‘ +Hhat. he. has . c/:'soouar\g
From the solicitors otfice and hes prepared +o go Brvand tocay,

on MrGlenn behalf and bis behalt alone, he has asked me. +o mave.

Hhe Court for a continuance +o allow him to retain MaBrown. (np. #)

J&dge Meilen then denled his continuance. after +he States
objection and Goldsimiths readiness for tmal. Detendant was startled
mb aHornq{ Goldsmiths statement, knowf /y Hhat Here. was no
evidence. shared with him at all, not Knowing what he was %c?ng
or what +the dqange, of CY4-52-370) had meant as Goldsmith on/_t/
pu//ef/ outan Sndictment from a blank folder and wniting +ablet.

He +hen w/n'spewed o +he solicitor asking does hee cimess
have arap sheet. Debendant was upset and )ZS{' all 'n one, rio+
Knowing what 4o do. As +rfal went abng, Detective Lawson testified
about her job discription and what #is Hhat +hey db +o make. an
arreS+ of a certain + pe oP df*w.g #mm'a mid- level c/(?.a/el‘ +0
make an arrest of +he lw‘g/;er—up dealer of Huat panﬁ'cu,/a,r

dru.g. Ch‘p. 25 and 2L).
3
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Aud she po inted out at the Defendant as be)ng the h‘géef—up
dealer of Teasley's arrest for cocalne. Then she testified +hat
informant Teas/eg was arrested for cocaine +he suntmer of 002,
and h@ decided +o work +o dimiss the. char'\qes.

Selicitor U'o_tfce, Monts +hen entered a Vis video tape. for +he
States evidence. +he. Defendant had r‘equ,eH@d Bor his attorney
to object and Goldsmith fanared him constantly and Fhen asked
the judge. could he move 1o another seat to watch the video
Hunt was being p/a_qec/ Jnadng the jurors. Defendant was ignored
by his attorney of the request fo object to a Filwing Hhat
his attarney had retused +o let him view.

S’er_oﬂa’{g/ mformant 77?1:15/{{9, testitred ond +he solicttor //mc/
asked fdentical questions of his arrest for cocalne +he swmmer
of 002. as %ougL the Defendant was his supp/f’p_r* of hfs past
arrests. And +he Defendants attorney asked +he <ame. Cf/uefh'aﬂs
in reference to Teusley's prior arrest for cocaine .

And lust a’ur;’ng the solleitors c/as:'ng argumenf—_rée stated that

Tencley knew that he could have got+en prison +me foe hic cocaine
dn’sf';{uﬁ'aﬂ but he. dicided +o work and +hat Wrow coarcont was
Never served upon him.

Goldsmith's closing argument was of <imilae dictetion in
reference +o Teasley's arrest for cocane. The Jurors had went
o deliberations Hhen a short while later, they returned +o

View the video footage. again a second +Hme..When +he. vided was
betng played. rew(nje_d and paused For +he Jurors,the. DePendant

Wwas lef+ i wonder of whot was +he video about, because. Hhese. was
(:omplaJref_q“NO "evidence shared with +he Detendant ot all.

‘+l
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To Comc/ude_ H\n‘s Summar*g, H')e_ De.Pmc/a,mL was paurd gw'/fy
and was then sentenced +o (X7) years (85) percent in prison.
Several years past after mu/h‘p/e reques+ for the discover Y
Ma{—er‘;a, an(/ a capy of 14)9_ V:’(/ed foo +age,_ 14;1 ihcomp/e{-e_ dBcave:y
File. was given from agpointed CPCR) attorney Kodney Richey.
Then the. Defendants Grandfuther hived a++omeg Susan ﬂdss,
to w/)om S haf'ed #)e, Sdhne z'(/ejzﬁca/ c/acumenfs cmd witnessed
a fnwmp/efe c/i}opfng ot the video i%ofage +en minutes betore
his (PCK) hmm’ng before W,ldge, Welwaker.

End re,Su/+,pos+ conviction /Ieam'ng was dented, +hen Susan
ﬂdss,fsq’w'we, wialled a CD of the. vides #;ofnge 0 the. Defendant-
He was allowed +o watch +he entive vides feotage at Brry C.T.
and +hen discovered he +ampem‘ng of +he video ;%ohge. Cexhib/+
upon +he record),

ears later /’)Z wdas ‘f‘/‘dﬂSP@N‘P_(l %m Perr‘g C.I.+o MCCONhl’CA’
CI. of Greenwood County. The Month of JE[«{ R009s he met with
an fnmate L)_l{ -t‘l)& riame. o ﬁmaf’[l_bf /‘fur'm_q, +0 wéam /’/lm" he. Knew
from elemen {'af‘_l! school and +he Detendant had discussed +he
oute.ome of his case with /b/arra_q i reference. +o Te.as/eg‘s
+e§+f'm0n_t/ when he. lred about +he Defendant sel[fng him some. d{‘ugj,

and a/{a}amt Teasleyy haw’n\c] a cocalne charge Hiat he was #gfngfn get
out ot.

Thats when Murragy +old him Teasley was not arrested for
drugs the summenr of 2002.because he was there with him at
the night club when Teasley and his cousin was arrested. Aud
the Detendant said Wnow way man because +he solicitor

confirmed +heir +estimony +hat +he detective and Teasley
had made Humug/%ouf the entire +rial,
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Where fore, the Defendant had asked inmate Mapray would
he write an affidavit +0 what he +old him and he did. The

enclosed notarized atfidavit +hat +he Detendant had Hled

with +he Greenville County Clerk of Courts Office before
the hiring of Artarney Tommy Thomas, Esquire ,confirms +he
exhibits of Teasley's arrest warrant, dvug laboratory report
and date of o[isposfﬁan sheet illustrates the Defendants
at+er- discovered evidknce.

The above Summary is of need +o exp/w'n wh %e_ Defendan+t
hever considered challenging the intraduction of +he +wo main
witnesses testimony as perjury. The Defendant had faited to
bring this fssue a/ong with further and other fssues because
they were. unkviown o his Knowledge and bad clearly wisled
the judge . jurors and himsel?.

Defendant bhas di’scovered an on-the-scene. eyewitness
of Teasley's arrest that +he State hall Wtroduced as being

the. total appostte as to mislead the Judge hrom f'u/:'ng a possible

direct verdict and +o mis/ead +he fumr'r 7%”7 tdfﬂa/fng +he
Defendant not qui Ity because. of their witnesses false +es Himony
Hnmugla ~0bt1" Hﬂe, entire ﬁm'a/.

Defendant was left defenseless of Hhe where-abouts ot the

alleged charge until at+er his +rial, because +he Detendant

was an employee at the Crowne Plaza Hotel as well, before
informant Teasley was hired +o work at +he Crowne Plaza Hotel
and Know one. ha? knaw/ea'ga of the Detendants employment.
Detendant has Filed a Rule 29Ck) Motion upo APrer-Discovered
Evidence. and a Bmdg. violation, namely., +hat +he Solictor had Known
about +he untruthfulness, but had failed +o disclose. i+, Defendant

asserts that had he Known cbout +he false testimony he_ could have.
raised that issue +o +he +rial judge himself c/um'ng a recess of +rial.

b.
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_Argument

The, Detondant submits +hat the record establishes that he.
did net know about +he material evidence of False. +estimony at the
tme. of his +rial on +he date of JD/_L{ 13,2004 The record in +his

Cuse exposes two types of &‘Qd_g_ violations. The dinst is fatlure
to disclose exculpatory or fmpeachment evidence. See
Cd.‘savowmg any difference between exculpatory and fmpeachment
evidence for M purposes). The second s huilure. to disclose

evidence that reveals the tntentional use. of Rolse. evidence +o

obtatn a guilfy verdict. Spaﬂaltad_imtes_mdgua, 427 .S, 97,

A 5.c+. 2392 QU970), Cas here)

Fage (). paragraph (1) of the States Initial Bried of Respondlent
points aut that Defendants Counsel did nat raise +he false testivany
Under Cath ssue. +o Hhe Cincult judge foe his New Taial,

@) Defendlant hired attorney Tomny Thomas. E squire. Jaly I 011,

approximately (5¢) days after +he filing of his amgn'na/ mo tonfor

Kule 29(b). Hhat was clock-dated and S%amp-capf'eo/ Lefed /%(_y 19,201,

Cexhibit attached of letters from Tommy Thomas's law Brm i
reference of retalmment).

See Harvey vs. Strickland » 350 5,902,313, 556 5.E.2d 529,535

( QOOZZ)(amendmehﬁ should be [c’benal/_q allowed when 110
pre,juc/ica to +he opposin party will result). 4ppe//an+ Stutes
Hhat MeThomas Alter or Amend Motion, line (1) states: that an

Om‘g:\«ia/ and Amended Motion Bor Mew Tral based on afiendiscovered
evidence was filed with the court.

7
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page (4), paragrap/: (2), the States contention that +he
Dencendanfé amcmr-d?swvemc/ e\/;c]ﬁnce was ava:”ab/e,

prfar +0 and dur}ng +r7a/ tes Hman_tf does viat qua/f /'_q as after.
discovered evidence. .
(a) De,FemdamLs a#ﬁr-c]?scovere(/ e,w'c/enoe wdas gr'Ven
to him by an tnmate, by the, name. of Timath Murray,
+o Wwhom was with informant Teaj/eg the nig t of his
arres+. Cexhibit attached, atfidavit in reference
to an- Hoe—scena arrest. ”+/4e, ourt may receive
pmmc EH af fidavit, depasfﬁaﬂf ,oral testimony., or
01"/1@1” evidence. .. .. " S.¢. Code Ann. Sub section 1T-27-50
(1995), Whether +o admit such evidence i< wivhin the
courts discretion. Beckett vs State, 278 S.C. 2253,
LA RY SEU 6,47 (198).

fage (5), paragraph(Q), the State. allege.s that Defendants
after-discovered evidence. does not sugport enaug/) proper evidence.

for new +rial and the circ ult judge. did not evror by denging his
Mot ion.

@) Defendant argues Hiat +he State's fuilure +o prevent
Hheir two Maln winesses From testifying falsely
pr‘ejuc/fc,ed the Defendants case H:r‘augl)‘ou‘l' his entire
tréal. See Stephenson vs. State, 424 sE.2d g1t (199,
“The suppression by +he prosecution of evidence

Pavoralale +o an accuse_c{ upon Y‘&cy/es-/' V:’o/af'e.s 6/!/2.
process where the evidence is material el+her +o

gu.‘/+ or to pum’sﬁment irrespective ot +he gaoa/

5
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Faith or bad fuith of +he prosecut, l'dﬂ:'ﬁtﬂ.dg_KLMﬂ‘_}Laﬂd

773 US.§3,8701963). A l_g_rg/_l:/’ clam is complete. i the
accused can demonstrate (D +he evidence was Fuwosable.
to the accused. (2) it was in +he possession ot or Known #2
the. prosecution. (3) H was suppressed by the. prosecution.
and (4) it was material +o quilt or pumchment- Shegpard-
Vv State, 357 5.C 4. 059, 5% S, EAd Wb, $70R004).
Favorable evidence is material IF +here Ts a reasonable
pf‘oéaéﬂf ty that-had the evidence been disclosed to +he

deFe,wg e, +/4e re_su//— O)D f/re proceedfng wou/d ﬁavc been
dtterent. ld. at 660, 594 S.E at 470,

ﬂage (6) par‘agmp/f) (1) Stutes rebu Ha/ refers to the. contidentia]
Informants arres+ by #he Greenville County heriffis Depart-
ment for me,Mamp/iefam?nes and detective Lawson's and
[nformant Tzas/eg‘s fulse testimony.

() Defendant doesn't dffpm"c tHat Hhe fntormant was
arrested for mef/mmp/ldnm/heg b_tf the Greenville
County PD., he states that the result of +he dru
examination report states +hat there was “No
Control Substance Deoected.

(b) Defendant does not d ispute. tiat Detectlve Lawson
tes+imony of not serving an arres# warrant agaiist
the Informant. thats because the records <learly

states that there was o arrest made. against the
informant Chadwick Teasley for cocatne +he summenr
of 2002, /95 the Greenville Crfy PD., nor the Greenville
County PD" as +es+:'Pi‘ec].Grp. +7).

9
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Defondant contends +Hhat the circutt court erred by
hot rullng ugon his May 19. 2011, Rule 29() Motion and Exhibr+s

that follow his argument of pﬂos@cufom'a/ misconduct of

the. solicitor conFirmin g her two main witnesses false.

testimony. # conviction obtained by the Knowing use of
penjuted +es+imaony is fundamentally untair and must be. <et

aside if there is any reasonable. likelihood that +he false
testinmony could have atfected the jury's Judgment. U:S. vs-
_Bﬁgl&g.; 472 s, 667,678 (1985), The kﬂawfng use ot pefjuﬂed
testimon VRE suéjeci’ +o the mafer:'a/fﬂ// standard of revlewsr
"evidence i< matenial on/c_,/ P there is a reasonable pmbab’./.’ﬁy
thats had +he ewidence been disclosed +o the detense. e
vesult of the praceeding wauld have been difforent."ld. at 682.

The actions of the solicitor dqom?vec/ him of the alamt‘j/ 1o
make an Kuowing and intelligent decision concenting the choice.
to raise an objettion agamst folce testimony.

Now armed with +he k’now/edge, thot was withheld From
him bg the prosecution, the Defondant feels +hat +his action
by the State may well have cost him many year's of Incar-
ceration and the accompanying festimable damage. 4o his

am'./y and his hea/fh,

[n addition. +he solicitor made. statements during closin
argument coﬂc,er’m'ng her +wo marn witnesses +es+7mom'a;
evidence in +hic case which strongly suggested +hat
thelr Statements fn +his case was consistont with +he
prosecution's +heory of the case. The Debendant would
submit that +he. solleitors comments in apen court conce.rm'ﬂg

@
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both witnesses #alse statements of material evidence. tn +his case
Violated her dng of Candor Toward the Tribunal Kule 107,37 of
the Kules of Professional Conduct,SCACR, addresses the Issue
of Candor Toward +he Tribunal and s+ates n relevant part,
(@) A lawyer shall not Knc)wi’ngfg:
() Makte. a false statement of material Lict
or law to « ﬁ»fbuna/}

() Offer evidence that Hhe /aw_qer Knows +o
b& 7121/92_. 0 00

“The prosecutor was @.chd_L/ Mvolved i witness
Manfpu/a+fan and Suppregcfon of affrmative evidence +enolc'yzg

to show +he defendants innocence ' US. vs. Esher, Il E2d %60
(2013)s Cas here) Soltettor Joyce Monts was acti vely favolved
in mislealing the judge.jurors and +the. Defendant by
Comcirmi’ng the State's fwa man witnesses fulse. testimony,

wh;da pl‘ejudkeo( -/'/16 d@ﬂeﬂse me l)efﬂg a!p/e to cha//e.yzge_
the credibility of Hhe witnesses +es+imony.

: { S_f
The Defendant is Hhanktul +hat he has been gf‘am‘ed the oppur-
tunity to be heard by the Court of 4ppea15 He prays Hhat +his

Count will allow him 4o go forward with his efborts +0 clear his
Hame and resume (ife with his fézm?/g.

Besed on all the %fego:'ng reasons and authorities, e
Defendant now respecttully ascerts that +he lower court
enred tn denying hrs Rule 29(b) Motion for after-discovered

evidence aud would pray that #his motion fs granted for +he
aPor\e-menHomd heam‘ﬂg for New 7?/a/

WP_SZ‘Z)"RA Il g Sutl:mﬂ-f’ép,/

(e



Tommy A. Thomas

ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW

TELEPHONE: HARRINGTON BUILDING PLEASE REPLY TO:
(803) 732-5507 7588 Wooorow STREET PO Box 88
(803) 732-8508 IrRMO, SOUTH CAROLINA 29083 Inmo, SC 29063
FAcsiMILE: INMATE Line
(803) 781-4226 (803) 732-6542

May 11,2011

Nathaniel Glenn #303563

Broad River Correctional Institution
4400 Broad Kiver Koad

Columbia, SC 29210

Dear Mr. Glenn:

Please be advised that we have not heard from vou in quite some time. We have
not been retained to assist you. When we spoke with Mary Pruitt at the end of March, she
indicated that she would call back within a week in regard to the money to retain Mr.
Thomas, however we have not heard anything back. Please contact this office
immediately or have your family contact us if vou are planning to retain Mr. Thomas for
assistance. so we will hold your file open otherwise we will close your file if we haven’t
heard anything within fifteen (15) days.

Thank you and we look forward to hearing from you.

Millie Fore, secretary to
Tommy A. Thomas.
Attorney at Law

TAT/m




Tommy A. Thomas

ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW

TELEPHONE:

(803) 732- HARRINGTON BUILDING

PLEASE REPLY ToO:

o 72 s e e "o acass
. NA 2 Inmo, SC 29063

FACSIMILE: N p—

(803) 781-4226 INMATE LiNE

(803) 732-6542

July 11,2011

Nathaniel Glenn #303563

Broad River Correctional Institution
4460 Broad River Road

Columbia, SC 29210

Dear Mr. Glenn,

I have been retained to represent you regarding your PCR in Greenville County.
Please find enclosed an Authorization. as well as a Retainer Agreement for your review

and signature. One copy is for you to keep for your files. Piease return the signed copy to
me.

Kindly return these documents and any other paperwork pertaining to your case
that you have to me as soon as possible. We have added our number to your PIN list.

Thank you. Should you have any questions. or need any additional information,
please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours truly.
“FTommy/A. mas,

Attorney at Law

TAT/jem
enclosures



Tommy A. Thomas

ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAW

TELEPHONK:

(803) 732-5507 HARRINGTON BUILDING

(803) 732-5508 7588 Wooprow STREKT
IRMO, SOUTH CAROLINA 29063

FACSIMILE:

(803) 781-42268

July 27.2011

Nathaniel Glenn #303563

Broad River Correctional Institution
4460 Broad River Read

Columbia, SC 29210

Dear Mr. Glenn:

PLEASE REPLY TO:
PO Box 82
Inmo, SC 29063

e
INMATE Ling
(803) 732-6542

| enjoyed meeting with you the other day. One of the things that we discussed is
the fact that you believe that this should be a first drug related offense. That your prior
drug charge was in 1993. Tam going to look into this matter and obtain a copy of your

RAP.

You are also concerned about the potential tampering of evidence and that the
audio and video was re-recorded on a single VHS tape and that the original evidence was
destroyed. | want to give some more thought to this matter as it may be a valid post

conviction relief issue.

¥ Lastly, that Chad Teasley testified that he had been arrested for cocaine, which

turned out not to be true.

As we discussed, you have filed a Motion for a New Trial, pursuant to Rule 29 (b)
of the Criminal Rules. I believe that this may be the best way to approach these issues

and probably the quickest way to get this matter into Court.

Thank you for allowing me to represent you in this matter and I will forward my

findings with your RAP sheet as soon as it is obtained.

TAT/jem

truly,

ommy
Attorney

Lf



State oF Seuth Ca volina.
p /afnh'le r

Vs.

Nothaniel Glenn. 7., ¥70256z,
De\t\en dant

ﬁ’ocﬂn o - Selie

T certify that T have served the, Eviet I Opposition +o
Jenny A, Hiichings, Clerk of S.C. Court of Appeals on Salley W.
Elliot, Atorney General by depositing a copy o i+t the US,
Maél. postage prepaid. addressed to Salley W, Elliot, Attorney
General, Post OFfice. Box 11549, Columbia, S.C. 29211-1549. on

the datx of My 152014 .
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