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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND Warrant Number: F-252391

The State of South Curolina,

Wz

—
)
-

MOTION FOR SPEEDY TRIAL

o~

Linda Tyler,
Defendant.

The above-captipned defendant, through his attorney, Douglas Strickler, hereby movss
that the Court enter anf Order granting him a speedy trial on the above-referenced charge. In
support of this motion ﬂefcndant would show that:

1. She was anésted in Richland County and charged with Murder on September 26,

1996,

2. Defendant is currently confined in pre-trial detention at the Richland County Detention
|

Center, Dorm X; :

3. The right to ; speedy trial is provided for by the 6th and 14th Amendments to the U.S.
Constitu..on, thi'e S.C. Constitution Art. I, §14, Doggett v. U.S., 112 S.Ct. 2686 (U.S. 1992),
State v. Chapman, 344 S.E.2d 611 (S.C. 1986), and S.C. Code Ann. §17-23-90 9 (1976 as
amended). :

4. Defendant wishc:s to avail himself of the right to a speedy trial contained in the Federal
and State Constitutions, t}fae statutory provisions of the Codc ot 'aws of the State of South
Carolina, and?applicable f:cdcral and state 'i:asc law,

NOW: THEREFORE attorney for defendant moves that this Court order ihat defendant

be released if a trial cannd_t he had within a reasonable amount of time. counsel for defendant
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further moves ths} this case be tried within a specific time period, and, if the Solicitor fails to

call the case for ggal during such petiod, that the case be dismissed with prejudice by the Court.

O STl

Douglas S. ptrickler
Auorney fi efendant

Richlana County Public Defender’s Office
4th Floor Annex

P.O. Box .72

Columbia, South Carolina 29202

(803) 9296150
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) Warrant Number: F-252391
The State of South Carolina,

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Linda Tyler,

Defendant.

I certify that on this date I served the Notice of Motion and Motion for Speedy Trial in
the above-captioned case on The State 0o South Carolina by delivering copies of these dacuments
to the State’s attorney of record, Assistant Solicitor Stacy Haynes, by delivering said copies to
her office located at The Otiice of the Solicitor, Fifth Judicial Circuit, Richland County Judicial
Center, Thira Floor, 1701 Main Street, Columbia, Scuth Carolina 29201, and leaving them with

her clerk or other person of authority at said office.

¢

[P
Kimone Fogle / 6

Parplegal

Richland County Public Defender’s Office
4th Floor Annex

P.O. Box 192

Columbia, South Carolina 29202

(803) 929-61)

Columbia Sou'th Carolina

%

This day of May. 1997.
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Pt 7

THE COQURT: MS. HAYNES.

MS. HAYNES: YOUR HONOR, STANDING BEFORE YOU

IS LINDA TYLER WHO IS REPRESENTED BY DOUG STRICKLER
OF THE RICHLAND COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE.
MS. TYLER IS CHARGED WITH THE OFFENSE OF MURDER,
WARRANT NUMBER F-252391. THIS OCCURRED SEPTEMBER
26, 1996. BACK ON OCTOBERVBRD, 1996, JUDGE JOHNSON
DENIED BOND IN THIS CASE BUT I BELIEVE HE DID SO
WITH LEAVE TO REAPPLY BY MR. STRICKLER SHOULD SUCH
BE DEEMED NECESSARY. WE ARE HERE BECAUSE MR.
STRICKLER HAS FILED A BOND REDUCTION MOTION SEEKING
TO HAVE I GUESS IN FACT BOND SET. WE WOULD BE
OPPOSED TO THAT. STANDING WITH ME ARE MEMBERS OF
THE VICTIM’'S FAMILY, THE VICTIM BEING MR. VAN
TYLER. I'LL BE HAPPY TO GO INTO A LITTLE BIT NOW

OR LATER.
THE COURT: PLEASE. NOW WOULD BE GOOD.

MS. HAYNES: YES, SIR, YOUR HONOR. THIS

OCCURRED, AS I STATED, ON SEPTEMBER 26, 1996, AT
THE 1500 BLOCK OF HARDEN STREET. MS. TYLER WAS THE
COMMON LAW WIFE OF MR. VAN TYLER OR LIVED WITH HIM.
SHE WAS IN THE AUTOMOBILE WITH HIM. THEY
APPROACHED A TRAFFIC LIGHT AT WHICH TIME SHE TOOK
A PEPSI COLA BOTTLE FILLED WITH KEROSENE OR

GASOLINE, POURED IT OVER HIS HEAD AND LIT HIM ON
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FIRE. THE CARS THERE IN THE ROADWAY, THEY SAW WHAT

HAPPENED. , THEY CALLED THE POLICE AND THE
AMBULANCE. THEY TOOK HIM TO THE HOSPITAL AND I
BELIEVE HE SURVIVED ABOUT A DAY. HIS CAUSE OF

DEATH WAS EXTENSIVE BURNS TO THE UPPER BODY.

SHE DID TALK TO THE INVESTIGATORS, GAVE THEM A
STATEMENT. IN HER STATEMENT SHE BASICALLY SAID
THAT HE HAD FOUND OUT THAT HE HAD "CHEATED ON HER"
AND THAT SHE WANTED HIM TO FEEL THE PAIN THAT SHE
HAD FELT. SHE HAS BEEN EVALUATED AND COME BACK
THAT SHE IS COMPETENT. WE WOULD OPPOSE ANY
REDUCTION IN BOND AS WE FEEL THAT SHE IS A FLIGHT
RISK AND A DANGER TO THE COMMUNITY.

HER. PRIOR RECORD INCLUDES CONVICTIONS FOR

STRONG ARMED ROBBERY AND ARMED ROBBERY WHICH SHE

i

GOT TWENTY-ONE YEARS. SHE'S GOT A POSSESSION OF

MARIJUANA CONVICTION, AN A.B.I.K. CONVICTION WHERE"

SHE GOT FIFTEEN YEARS SUSPENDED UPON SEVEN YEARS
CONFINEMENT WITH FIVE YEARS PROBATION IN 1977. AT
THE SAME TIME SHE PLED TO A STRONG ARMED ROBBERY.

ALSO, THE NEXT MONTH IN 1977 SHE PLED TO AN ARMED

ROBBERY AND GOT TWENTY-ONE YEARS. AND A
SOLICITATION FOR PROSTITUTION IN 1985. IN 1988
P.W.I.D. COCAINE. A 1887 DISORDERLY CONDUCT, A

SHOPLIFTING AND DISTRIBUTION OF COCAINE IN 1988.
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SHE GOT SEVEN YEARS ON THE DISTRIBUTION. AND THEN
IT APPEARS IN MAY OF 1996 SHE HAD THREE SHOPLIFTING
COUNTS THAT SHE WAS OUT ON BOND FROM RICHLAND
COUNTY FOR WHEN THIS OCCURRED IN SEPTEMBER.

MR. STRICKLER: AND I’'LL OBJECT TO MENTIONING

NON-CONVICTIONS AT THIS PROCEEDING, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: I THINK THAT PROBABLY IS GILDING

THE LILY IN ANY EVENT.

MS. HAYNES: I MENTION THAT BECAUSE SﬁE WAS

OUT ON BOND FOR IT, NOT AS A CONVICTION.

THE COURT: I UNDERSTAND. ALL RIGHT. MR .

STRICKLER.

MR. STRICKLER: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR. LINDA

IS HERE AND HAS LIVED IN COLUMBIA HER WHOLE LIFE.
SHE HAS FAMILY HERE IN TOWN. SHE HAS CHILDREN HERE
IN TOWN. SHE IS CHARGED WITH A MOST SERIOUS
OFFENSE. I'M NOT HERE TO GO INTO THE FACTS OF THE
OFFENSE AND CERTAINLY I DEFER TO THE PRESENCE OF
THE VICTIM’'S FAMILY BUT SUFFICE IT TO SAY THAT
THERE WAS A SOMEWHAT TORTURED RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
MS. TYLER AND THE VICTIM NOT ALL OF WHICH INVOLVED
PROBLEMS ON MS. TYLER:' S.PART. SHE HAS BEENQIN JAIL
SINCE HER ARREST ON THIS CHARGE. SHE HAS NOT HAD

A BOND SET AND HAS ASKED THAT I HAVE A BOND SET FOR

HER. SHE IS ALSO MOVING FOR A SPEEDY TRIAL IN THIS
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MATTER.

MS. HAYNES: OKAY, YOUR HONOR, AS FAR AS THE
SPEEDY TRIAL MOTION, I DID NOT ADDRESS THAT. I
WOULD SAY THAT THERE ARE -- THIS HAPPENED 1IN
SEPTEMBER OF 1996; THEREFORE, MAKING IT A

RELATIVELY NEW MURDER CASE 1IN RICHLAND COUNTY.
UNFORTUNATELY, WE HAVE MANY MURDER CASES AHEAD OF
THAT. WE ARE IN THE PROCESS OF TRYING ABOUT FIVE
OR SIX MURDERS THIS SUMMER. WE WOULD PUT HER 1IN
LINE AND TRY IT AS FAST AS WE COULD AFTER THAT. I
BELIEVE SHE’'S ALSO MAKING A MOTION AS TO HER
REPRESENTATION AT THIS TIME. I HAVE RECEIVED

NUMEROUS LETTERS FROM HER IN THE JAIL. THAT'S IT,

YOUR HONOR.
THE COURT: OKAY . NOW, Y'ALL TELL ME WHAT

I'VE GOT BEFORE ME. I'VE GOT A BOND REDUCTION AND

A SPEEDY TRIAL MOTION AND --
MR. STRICKLER: SHE'S CORRECT. I JUST HADN'T

GOTTEN TO THAT YET.

THE COURT: OKAY.

MR. STRICKLER: MS. TYLER HAS COMMUNICATED TO

g

ME AND I'VE GOTTEN COPIES OF MOTIONS THAT SHE SENT
TO THE COURT OR TO THE CLERK OF COURT AND I BELIEVE

TO THE SOLICITOR WHICH I CAN BEST CHARACTERIZE AS

MOTIONS TO RELIEVE ME '‘AS COUNSEL. I'M NOT SURE
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WHETHER SHE WANTS TO PROCEED IN THAT REGARD OR NOT.
IF SO, SHE’'LL NEED TO ADDRESS THE COURT IN THAT

REGARD.

THE COURT: EXACTLY. I'LL HAVE TO QUESTION

HER ON THAT.

MR. STRICKLER: YES, SIR.

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. MR. STRICKLER, I THINK

YOU HAVE ADEQUATELY INFORMED ME ON THE BOND
REDUCTION MATTERS. THE SPEEDY TRIAL MOTION I'M
AWARE OF THAT AND THE TIME CONSTRAINTS FACING THE
SOLICITOR’S OFFICE. NOW, MS. TYLER, YOU ALSO HAVE
INDICATED THAT YOU WANT MR. STRICKLER TO BE
RELIEVED AS YOUR LAWYER, YOU WANT ANOTHER LAWYER,
IS THAT RIGHT?

MS. TYLER: YES, SIR.

THE COURT: CAN YOU STAND IN FRONT OF THAT

MICROPHONE THERE SO THAT I CAN YOU OKAY AND IF YOU
CAN'T HEAR ME OKAY YOU LET ME KNOW AND IF I CAN'T

HEAR YOU I'LL TELL YOU. ARE YOU IN A POSITION TO

HIRE A LAWYER?

MS. TYLER: NO, SIR.

THE COURT: S0, YOU WANT THE STATE TO APPOINT

YOU SOMEBODY OTHER THAN MR. STRICKLER?

MS. TYLER: YES, SIR.

THE COURT: WHY IS THAT?
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MS. TYLER: BECAUSE MR. STRICKLER HAS NOT

PREPARED MY CASE PROPERLY. WHEN HE HAD ME SENT TO

WILLIAM S. HALL FOR PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATION - -

THE COURT: I DOUBT IF HE HAD YOU SENT FOR ANY
MENTAL PROBLEMS. I THINK THE STATE PROBABLY DID.

MS. TYLER: WELL, WHOEVER PREPARE THE

PAPERWORK, IN THE PAPERWORK INDICATED THAT I BEEN
SENTENCED TO TWO =-- I HAD BEEN PLACED IN TWO
DIFFERENT MENTAL INSTITUTIONS WHICH I NEVER BEEN
PLACED IN TWO MENTAL INSTITUTIONS. I NEVER BEEN
PLACED IN A MENTAL INSTITUTION A DAY IN MY LIFE.

THE COURT: OKAY.

MS. TYLER: SECOND, BECAUSE WHEN I GOT THE

DEATH CERTIFICATE ON MY HUSBAND THE PHYSICIAN, DR.
JOSEPH M. STED, JR., STATE THAT YOU HUSBAND DEATH
IS UNDETERMINED AND THE CORONER, FRANK BARRON, HAVE
OVERRULED HIS DEATH AS BEING A HOMICIDE. WELL, I
FELT THAT IF THE PHYSICIAN WHO PERFORMED THE
PLASTIC SURGERY UPON MY HUSBAND WROTE HIS DEATH AS
BEING UNDETERMINED MEAN THAT HIS DEATH WAS
UNFOUNDED. THEY COULD NOT SAY THAT MY HUSBAND HAD
DIED FROM THE BURNS OR FRO& THE GASOLINE, THAT
SOMETHING ELSE HAD TO BEEN WRONG WITH MY HUSBAND
IMMUNE SYSTEM. SO, I REQUESTED TO HAVE THE RECORDS

OF MY HUSBAND BECAUSE I WAS INFORMED THAT MY

FTH




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

~

HUSBAND HAD THE AIDS VIRUS. AND MY HUSBAND HAD
SPOKE TO ME WHEN HE GOT OUT AND HE SAY, MADINA, HE
SAY, IF I SHOULD GET BAD OFF SIéK, HE SAY, I WANT
YOU TO PUT ME IN A CAR AND JUST ROLL ME OFF A CLIFF
SOMEWHERE. I SAID, ALI, WHY WOULD YOU SAY THAT.
HE SAY I'M JUST TELLING YOU WHAT I WANT YOU TO DO.
SECOND REASON WHY I DON'T THINK MR. DOUG
STRICKLER IS IN MY BEST INTEREST BECAUSE EVERY TIME
THAT I HAVE WRITTEN HIM, I HAVE WRITTEN HIM AT
LEAST FIFTEEN LETTERS, SOME THROUGH THE MAIL AND
SOME THROUGH OTHER PUBLIC DEFENDERS THAT COME TO
VISIT THE JAIL, HE'S NOT DONE ANYTHING FOR ME. I
HAVE TOLD HIM THE ENTIRE ORDEAL ABOUT MY LIFE WITH

ALI, WHAT I DID AND WHAT I DID NOT DO. I ADMIT

THAT I DID THROW THE GASOLINE ON ALI BUT I DID NOT--

PLAN TO MURDER ALI. AND MR. STRICKLER HAS NOT DdNE
ANYTHING FOR ME OTHER THAN TOLD ME TO SIGN MA.Y
WAIVER OF RIGHTS FOR A BOND HEARING, THAT.HE WAS
GONNA GET ME TO SEE SOME MENTAL HEALTH SPECIALIST
OR HE WAS GONNA DO THIS OR HE WAS GONNA DO THAT.
HE HASN'T DONE ANYTHING FOR ME. THEN I ASKED ABOUT
-- HE DIDN’'T EVEN SHOW ME A COPY OF MY DISCOVERY
MOTION. HE TOLD ME HE SHOW ME A AUTOPSY REPORT AND
I SAID THERE COULDN'T BE A AUTOPSY BECAUSE IT'S

FORBIDDEN TO PERFORM A AUTOPSY ON A MUSLIM NOT
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UNLESS YOU'HAVE THE CONSENT OF A MUSLIM WIFE OR A
MUSLIM ELDER; SO, MY THING IS HOW COULD FRANK
BARRON SAY MY HUSBAND DEATH WAS A HOMICIDE WHEN THE
PHYSICIAN WHO PERFORM THE SURGERY ON MY HUSBAND SAY
THAT MY HUSBAND DEATH WAS UNDETERMINED.

THE COURT: WELL, THE STATE IS GOING TO HAVE

TO PROVE THAT WHEN THEY TRY YOUR CASE.

MS. _TYLER: WELL, I UNDERSTAND THAT, TOO, BUT,

SIR, MR. DOUG STRICKLER IS NOT IN MY BEST INTEREST.
HE HASN'T DONE ANYTHING FOR ME THAT I CAN SEE.
HE'S NOT DONE ANYTHING. THE ONLY THING HE'S DONE
FOR ME IS TOLD ME, WELL, SIT BACK, DON'T YOU WORRY
ABOUT IT, EVERYTHING IS GONNA BE ALL RIGHT. I AM
THE LEGAL MS. TYLER. I'M NOT NO COMMON LAW WIFE,
THAT IS MY LEGAL HUSBAND. I AM LEGALLY MS. LINDA
ANN TYLER ALTHOUGH HIS SISTER HAS PUT IN THE PAPER
THAT HIS WIFE WAS ANITA MACK TYLER. SO, WHO IS THE
REAL MRS. TYLER? YOU KNOW, IT'S A WHOLE LOT OF
FALSEHOOD SURROUNDING THE DEATH OF ALI.

THE COURT: OKAY. WELL, I ASK THE QUESTION.

I GUESS I ---

s

MS. TYLER: . AND THEN I PETITION THE COURT

ABOUT ME HAVING COPIES OF MY EVALUATION, COPIES OF
ALI'S MEDICAL RECORDS / COPIES OF HIS PRISON

RECORDS, COPIES OF SUPPOSED TO BE MARRIAGE TO ANITA
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MACK TYLER. ALI COULD NOT FATHER ANY CHILDREN.
THEN SISTER HAD PUT IN THE PAPER THAT HE HAD A WIFE
AND THREE CHILDREN AND THE MAN.COULDN’T MAKE NO
CHILDREN. SO, THIS IS A BUNCH OF HYPOCRISY. AND

THEN - -

THE COURT: WELL, MS. TYLER, I'VE HEARD ALL I

NEED FROM YOU. THANK YOU, MA’AM.

MS. TYLER: WELL, THAT'S FINE, TOO BUT --

THE COURT: NO, MA’'AM. I'M TELLING YOU TO BE

QUIET. I'VE HEARD ALL I NEED TO HEAR FROM YOU

RIGHT NOW. THANK YOU, MA'AM.

MS. TYLER: YOU WELCOME. THAT MEAN I CAN GO?

THE COURT: MR. STRICKLER HAS DONE ALL THAT

NEEDS TO BE DONE FOR YOU, MS. TYLER, IN MY OPINION.
THE CASE IS NOT YET READY FOR TRIAL. I'M SURE HE'’S
DONE SOME PRéLIMINARY WORK AND BEFORE IT COMES UP
FOR TRIAL HE’'S GOING TO DO A LOT MORE AND PROBABLY
HAS ALREADY DONE MORE THAN YOU GIVE HIM CREDIT FOR.
IF YOU WANT TO RETAIN A LAWYER, THAT IS, IF YOU
WANT TO HIRE A LAWYER TO REPRESENT YOU, YOU HAVE
EVERY RIGHT TO HIRE ANYBODY THAT YOU WANT TO, BUT
BASED ON WHAT YOU'VE TOLD ME THERE’S NO REASON 1IN
THE WORLD FOR ME TO REPLACE MR. STRICKLER AS YOUR
LAWYER. HE IS QUITE A COMPETENT CRIMINAL LAWYER

AND HE'LL DO AS WELL FOR YOU AS ANYBODY CAN DO

10
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UNDER THESE CIRCUMSTANCES. WHAT YOU REALLY NEED IS
SOMEBODY TO RESURRECT YOUR HUSBAND. THAT'S ABOUT

THE BEST HELP YOU'RE GOING TO BE ABLE TO GET FROM

ANYBODY.

MOTION FOR BOND IS DENIED. THE MOTION FOR
RELIEF OF COUNSEL IS DENIED. THE MOTION FOR A
SPEEDY TRIAL IS HELD IN ABEYANCE. THANK YOU,

MA’'AM. THEY CAN TAKE YOU BACK.

MR. STRICKLER: AS TO THE MOTION FOR A SPEEDY

TRIAL, CAN WE HAVE A TIME WHEN WE MAY REVISIT IT?

THE COURT: EXACTLY. INDEED. WHAT I PROPOSE

TO DO IS NOT SLAM THE DOOR ON THAT FOREVER BUT MS.
HAYNES TELLS ME THEY'VE GOT, WHAT? SIX TRIALS THAT

YOU ARE GOING TO TRY TO GET DONE THIS SUMMER, IS

THAT RIGHT?
MS. HAYNES: WE ARE DOING AT LEAST FIVE MURDER

CASES, SIX MURDER CASES THIS SUMMER THAT ARE ALL
LIKE 1995 AND EARLY 1996 CASES. I THINK MOST OF

THEM ARE 1995 MURDER CASES AND THIS WAS A LATER

1996 CASE.
THE COURT: IT WAS. REALISTICALLY, MS'.

HAYNES,-WHEN DO YOU THINK THIS CASE MIGHT BE UP?

MS. HAYNES: BY THE END OF THE YEAR.

DECEMBER, 1996, I WOULD THINK WE WOULD HAVE REACHED

IT.

11
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THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. I'"LL BE HERE UNTIL

THEN. IF IT"S NOT TRIED BY DECEMBER 1ST, ‘97, MR.
STRICKLER, I'LL REVISIT THE MATTER AS FAR AS BOND
AND SETTING A DEFINITE TRIAL DATE IS CONCERNED.

MR. STRICKLER: THANK YOU VERY MUCH, YOUR

HONOR.

(ADJOURNED)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND Warrant Number: F-252391

The State of South Curolina,

vS.

o
Linda Tyler, o
Defendant.

The above-captibned defendant, through his attorney, Douglas Strickler, hereby moves

that the Court enter an Order granting him a speedy trial on the above-referenced charge. In

support of this motion defendant would show that:
1. She was arrested in Richlard County and charged with Murder on September 26;

1996, |

|

2. Defendant is currently confined in pre-trial detention at the Richland County Detention
!
Center, Dorm X: ’

3. The rightto ; speedy trial is provided for by the 6th and 14th Amendments to the U.S.
Constitu.,on, the S.C. Constitution Art. I, §14, Doggett v. U.S., 112 S.¢t. 2686 (U.S. 1992),
State v. Chapman, 344 S.E.2d 611 (S.C. 1986), and S.C. Code Ann. §17-23-90 9 (1976 as
amended). :

4. Defendant wisheé 10 avail himself of the right to a speedy trial contained in the Federal

and State Constitutions, the statutory provisions of the Codc ot 'aws of the State of South

Carolina, and applicable federal and st'_ia[c ‘i:asc law.

NOW THEREFORE atomey for defendant moves that this Court order that defendant

be released if a trial cannd_t be had within a reasonable amount of time. counsel for defendant
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) Warrant Number: F-252391
The State of South Carolina,

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Linda Tyler,

Defendant.

I certify that on this date I served the Notice of Motion and Motion for Speedy Trial in
the above-captioned case on The State 'of South Carolina by delivering copies of these documents
to the State's attorney of record. Assistant Solicitor Stacy Hayres, by delivering said copies to
her office located at The Otiize of the Solicitor, Fifth Judicial Circuit, Richland County Judicial
Center, Third Floor, 1701 Main Street, Columbia, South Carolina 29201, and leaving them with

her clerk or other person of authority at said office.

¢

[P
Kimone Fogle / O

Paralegal

Richland County Public Defender’s Office
4th Floor Annex

P.O. Box 192

Columbia, South Carolina 29202

(803) 929-61)

Columbia Sou'th Carolina

This day of May. 1997.
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" THE COURT: MS. HAYNES.

MS. HAYNES: YOUR HONOR, STANDING BEFORE YOU

IS LINDA TYLER WHO IS REPRESENTED BY DOUG STRICKLER
OF THE RICHLAND COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER’'S OFFICE.
MS. TYLER IS CHARGED WITH THE OFFENSE OF MURDER,
WARRANT NUMBER F-252391. THIS OCCURRED SEPTEMBER
26, 1996. BACK ON OCTOBER 3RD, 1996, JUDGE JOHNSON
DENIED BOND IN THIS CASE BUT I BELIEVE HE DID SO
WITH LEAVE TO REAPPLY BY MR. STRICKLER SHOULD SUCH
BE DEEMED NECESSARY. WE ARE HERE BECAUSE MR.
STRICKLER HAS FILED A BOND REDUCTIOﬁ MOTION SEEKING
TO HAVE I GUESS IN FACT BOND SET. WE WOULD BE
OPPOSED TO THAT. STANDING WITH ME ARE MEMBERS OF
THE VICTIM'S FAMILY, THE VICTIM BEING MR. VAN
TYLER. I'LL BE HAPPY TO GO INTO A LITTLE BIT NOW

OR LATER.
THE COURT: PLEASE. NOW WOULD BE GOOD.

MS. HAYNES: YES, SIR, YOUR HONOR. THIS

OCCURRED, AS I STATED, ON SEPTEMBER 26, 1996, AT

THE 1500 BLOCK OF HARDEN STREET. MS. TYLER WAS THE

. COMMON LAW WIFE OF MR. VAN TYLER OR LIVED WITH HIM.

.

SHE WAS IN THE AUTOMOBILE WITH HIM. THEY
APPROACHED A TRAFFIC LIGHT AT WHICH TIME SHE TOOK
A PEPSI COLA BOTTLE FILLED WITH KEROSENE OR

GASOLINE, POURED IT OVER HIS HEAD AND LIT HIM ON
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FIRE. THE CARS THERE IN THE ROADWAY, THEY SAW WHAT

HAPPENED. , THEY CALLED THE POLICE .- AND THE
AMBULANCE. THEY TOOK HIM TO THE HOSPITAL AND I
BELIEVE HE SURVIVED ABOUT A DAY. HIS CAUSE OF

DEATH WAS EXTENSIVE BURNS TO THE UPPER BODY.

SHE DID TALK TO THE INVESTIGATORS, GAVE THEM A
STATEMENT. IN HER STATEMENT SHE BASICALLY SAID
THAT HE HAD FOUND OUT THAT HE HAD "CHEATED ON HER"
AND THAT SHE WANTED HIM TO FEEL THE PAIN THAT SHE
HAD FELT. SHE HAS BEEN EVALUATED AND COME BACK
THAT SHE IS COMPETENT. WE WOULD OPPOSE ANY
REDUCTION IN BOND AS WE FEEL THAT SHE IS A FLIGHT
RISK AND A DANGER TO THE COMMUNITY.

HER PRIOR RECORD INCLUDES CONVICTIONS FOR
STRONG ARMED ROBBERY AND ARMED ROBBERY WHICH SHE
GOT TWENTY-ONE YEARS. SHE’'S GOT A POSSESSION OF
MARIJUANA CONVICTION, AN A.B.I.K. CONVICTION WHERE
SHE GOT FIFTEEN YEARS SUSPENDED UPON SEVEN YEARS
CONFINEMENT WITH FIVE YEARS PROBATION IN 1977. AT
THE SAME TIME SHE PLED TO A STRONG ARMED ROBBERY.

ALSO, THE NEXT MONTH IN 1977 SHE PLED TO AN ARMED

ROBBERY AND GOT TWENTY-ONE YEARS. AND A
SOLICITATION FOR PROSTITUTION IN 1985. IN 1988
P.W.I.D. COCAINE. A 1887 DISORDERLY CONDUCT, A

SHOPLIFTING AND DISTRIBUTION OF COCAINE IN 1988.
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SHE GOT SEVEN YEARS ON THE DISTRIBUTION. AND THEN
IT APPEARS IN MAY OF 1996 SHE HAD THREE SHOPLIFTING
COUNTS THAT SHE WAS OUT ON BOND FROM RICHLAND
COUNTY FOR WHEN THIS OCCURRED IN SEPTEMBER.

MR. STRICKLER: AND I'LL OBJECT TO MENTIONING

NON-CONVICTIONS AT THIS PROCEEDING, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: I THINK THAT PROBABLY IS GILDING

THE LILY IN ANY EVENT.

MS. HAYNES: I MENTION THAT BECAUSE SHE WAS

OUT ON BOND FOR IT, NOT AS A CONVICTION.

THE COURT: I UNDERSTAND. ALL RIGHT. MR.

STRICKLER.

MR. STRICKLER: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR. LINDA

IS HERE AND HAS LIVED IN COLUMBIA HER WHOLE LIFE.
SHE HAS FAMILY HERE IN TOWN. SHE HAS CHILDREN HERE
IN TOWN. SHE IS CHARGED WITH A MOST SERIOUS
OFFENSE. I'M NOT HERE TO GO INTO THE FACTS OF THE
OFFENSE AND CERTAINLY I DEFER TO THE PRESENCE OF
THE VICTIM’'S FAMILY BUT SUFFICE IT TO SAY THAT
THERE WAS A SOMEWHAT TORTURED RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN
MS. TYLER AND THE VICTIM NOT ALL OF WHICH INVOLVED
PROBLEMS ON MS. TYLER'S PART. SHE HAS BEENvIN JAIL
SINCE HER ARREST ON THIS CHARGE. SHE HAS NOT HAD
A BOND SET AND HAS ASKED THAT I HAVE A BOND SET FOR

HER. SHE IS ALSO MOVING FOR A SPEEDY TRIAL IN THIS
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MATTER.

MS. HAYNES: OKAY, YOUR HONOR, AS FAR AS THE
SPEEDY TRIAL MOTION, I DID NOT ADDRESS THAT. I
WOULD SAY THAT THERE ARE -- THIS HAPPENED 1IN
SEPTEMBER OF 1996 ; THEREFORE, MAKING IT A

RELATIVELY NEW MURDER CASE IN RICHLAND COUNTY.
UNFORTUNATELY, WE HAVE MANY MURDER CASES AHEAD OF
THAT. WE ARE IN THE PROCESS OF.TRYING ABOUT FIVE
OR SIX MURDERS THIS SUMMER. WE WOULD PUT HER 1IN
LINE AND TRY IT AS FAST AS WE COULD AFTER THAT. I
BELIEVE SHE’'S ALSO MAKING A MOTION AS TO HER
REPRESENTATION AT THIS TIME. I HAVE RECEIVED

NUMEROUS LETTERS FROM HER IN THE JAIL. THAT'S IT,

YOUR HONOR.
THE COURT: OKAY. NOW, Y'ALL TELL ME WHAT

I'"VE GOT BEFORE ME. I'VE GOT A BOND REDUCTION AND

A SPEEDY TRIAL MOTION AND --
MR. STRICKLER: SHE'S CORRECT. I JUST HADN'T

GOTTEN TO THAT YET.

THE COURT: OKAY .

MR. STRICKLER: MS. TYLER HAS COMMUNICATED TO

-

ME AND I'VE GOTTEN COPIES OF MOTIONS THAT SHE SENT
TO THE COURT OR TO THE CLERK OF COURT AND I BELIEVE

TO THE SOLICITOR WHICH I CAN BEST CHARACTERIZE AS

MOTIONS TO RELIEVE ME 'AS COUNSEL. I'M NOT SURE

PO e )
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WHETHER SHE WANTS TO PROCEED IN THAT REGARD OR NOT.
IF SO, SHE'LL NEED TO ADDRESS THE COURT IN THAT

REGARD.

THE COURT: EXACTLY . I'LL HAVE TO QUESTION

HER ON THAT.

MR. STRICKLER: YES, SIR.

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. MR. STRICKLER, I THINK

YOU HAVE ADEQUATELY INFORMED ME ON THE BOND
REDUCTION MATTERS. THE SPEEDY TRIAL MOTION I'M
AWARE OF THAT AND THE TIME CONSTRAINTS FACING THE
SOLICITOR’S OFFICE. NOW, MS. TYLER, YOU ALSO HAVE
INDICATED THAT YOU WANT MR. STRICKLER TO BE
RELIEVED AS YOUR LAWYER, YOU WANT ANOTHER LAWYER,
IS THAT RIGHT?

MS. TYLER: YES, SIR.

THE COURT: CAN YOU STAND IN FRONT OF THAT

MICROPHONE THERE SO THAT I CAN YOU OKAY AND IF YOU
CAN'T HEAR ME OKAY YOU LET ME KNOW AND IF I CAN'T

HEAR YOU I'LL TELL YOU. ARE YOU IN A POSITION TO

HIRE A LAWYER?

MS. TYLER: NO, SIR.

THE COURT: SO, YOU WANT THE STATE TO APPOINT

YOU SOMEBODY OTHER THAN MR. STRICKLER?

MS. TYLER: YES, SIR.

THE COURT: WHY IS THAT?
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MS. TYLER: BECAUSE MR. STRICKLER HAS NOT

PREPARED MY CASE PROPERLY. WHEN HE HAD ME SENT TO
WILLIAM S. HALL FOR PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATION --

THE COURT: I DOUBT IF HE HAD YOU SENT FOR ANY

MENTAL PROBLEMS. I THINK THE STATE PROBABLY DID.

MS. TYLER: WELL, WHOEVER PREPARE THE

PAPERWORK, IN THE PAPERWORK INDICATED THAT I BEEN
SENTENCED TO TWO -- I HAD BEEN PLACED IN TWO
DIFFERENT MENTAL INSTITUTIONS WHICH I NEVER BEEN
PLACED IN TWO MENTAL INSTITUTIONS. I NEVER BEEN
PLACED IN A MENTAL INSTITUTION A DAY IN MY LIFE.

THE COURT: OKAY.

MS. TYLER: SECOND, BECAUSE WHEN I GOT THE

DEATH CERTIFICATE ON MY HUSBAND THE PHYSICIAN, DR.
JOSEPH M. STED, JR., STATE THAT YOU HUSBAND DEATH
IS UNDETERMINED AND THE CORONER, FRANK BARRON, HAVE
OVERRULED HIS DEATH AS BEING A HOMICIDE. ‘WELL, I
FELT THAT 1IF THE PHYSICIAN WHO PERFORMED THE
PLASTIC SURGERY UPON MY HUSBAND WROTE HIS DEATH AS
BEING UNDETERMINED MEAN THAT HIS DEATH WAS
UNFOUNDED. THEY COULD NOT SAY THAT MY HUSBAND HAD
DIED FROM THE BURNS OR FRO& THE GASOLINE, THAT
SOMETHING ELSE HAD TO BEEN WRONG WITH MY HUSBAND
IMMUNE SYSTEM. SO, I REQUESTED TO HAVE THE RECORDS

OF MY HUSBAND BECAUSE I WAS INFORMED THAT MY
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HUSBAND HAD THE AIDS VIRUS. AND MY HUSBAND HAD
SPOKE TO ME WHEN HE GOT OUT AND HE SAY, MADINA, HE
SAY, IF I SHOULD GET BAD OFF SICK, HE SAY, I WANT
YOU TO PUT ME IN A CAR AND JUST ROLL ME OFF A CLIFF
SOMEWHERE. I SAID, ALI, WHY WOULD YOU SAY THAT.
HE SAY I'M JUST TELLING YOU WHAT I WANT YOU TO DO.
SECOND REASON WHY I DON'T THINK MR. DOUG
STRICKLER IS IN MY BEST INTEREST BECAUSE EVERY TIME
THAT 1 HAVE WRITTEN HIM, I HAVE WRITTEN HIM AT
LEAST FIFTEEN LETTERS, SOME THROUGH THE MAIL AND
SOME THROUGH OTHER PUBLIC DEFENDERS THAT COME TO
VISIT THE JAIL, HE’'S NOT DONE ANYTHING FOR ME. I
HAVE TOLD HIM THE ENTIRE ORDEAL ABOUT MY LIFE WITH
ALI, WHAT I DID AND WHAT I DID NOT DO. I ADMIT
THAT I DID THROW THE GASOLINE ON ALI BUT I DID NOTM“
PLAN TO MURDER ALI. AND MR. STRICKLER HAS NOT DdNE
ANYTHING FOR ME OTHER THAN TOLD ME TO SIGN MY
WAIVER OF RIGHTS FOR A BOND HEARING, THAT HEVWAS
GONNA GET ME TO SEE SOME MENTAL HEALTH SPECIALIST
OR HE WAS GONNA DO THIS OR HE WAS GONNA DO THAT.
HE HASN'T DONE ANYTHING FOR ME. THEN I ASKED ABOUT
-- HE DIDN'T EVEN SHOW ME A COPY OF MY DISCOVERY
MOTION. HE TOLD ME HE SHOW ME A AUTOPSY REPORT AND
I SAID THERE COULDN'T BE A AUTOPSY BECAUSE IT’S

FORBIDDEN TO PERFORM A AUTOPSY ON A MUSLIM NOT
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UNLESS YOU HAVE THE CONSENT OF A MUSLIM WIFE OR A
MUSLIM ELDER; SO, MY THING IS HOW COULD FRANK
BARRON SAY MY HUSBAND DEATH WAS A HOMICIDE WHEN THE
PHYSICIAN WHO PERFORM THE SURGERY ON MY HUSBAND SAY
THAT MY HUSBAND DEATH WAS UNDETERMINED.

THE COURT: WELL, THE STATE IS GOING TO HAVE

TO PROVE THAT WHEN THEY TRY YOUR CASE.

MS. TYLER: WELL, I UNDERSTAND THAT, TOO, BUT,

SIR, MR. DOUG STRICKLER IS NOT IN MY BEST INTEREST.
HE HASN'T DONE ANYTHING FOR ME THAT I CAN SEE.
HE’S NOT DONE ANYTHING. THE ONLY THING HE'S DONE
FOR ME IS TOLD ME, WELL, SIT BACK, DON'T YOU WORRY
ABOUT IT, EVERYTHING IS GONNA BE ALL RIGHT. I AM
THE LEGAL MS. TYLER. I'M NOT NC COMMON LAW WIFE,
THAT IS MY LEGAL HUSBAND. I AM LEGALLY MS. LINDA
ANN TYLER ALTHOUGH HIS SISTER HAS PUT IN THE PAPER
THAT HIS WIFE WAS ANITA MACK TYLER. SO, WHO IS THE
REAL MRS. TYLER? YOU KNOW, IT'S A WHOLE LOT OF

FALSEHOOD SURROUNDING THE DEATH OF ALI.

THE COURT: OKAY. WELL, I ASK THE QUESTION.

I GUESS I ---

-

MS. TYLER: . AND THEN I PETITION THE COURT

ABOUT ME HAVING COPIES OF MY EVALUATION, COPIES OF
ALI'’S MEDICAL RECORDS/ COPIES OF HIS PRISON

RECORDS, COPIES OF SUPPOSED TO BE MARRIAGE TO ANITA
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MACK TYLER. ALI COULD NOT FATHER ANY CHILDREN.
THEN SISTER HAD PUT IN THE PAPER THAT HE HAD A WIFE
AND THREE CHILDREN AND THE MAN.COULDN'T MAKE NO
CHILDREN. SO, THIS IS A BUNCH OF HYPOCRISY. AND

THEN - -

THE COURT: WELL, MS. TYLER, I'VE HEARD ALL I

NEED FROM YOU. THANK YOU, MA'AM.

MS. TYLER: WELL, THAT'S FINE, TOO BUT --

THE COURT: NO, MA'’AM. I'M TELLING YOU TO BE

QUIET. I'VE HEARD ALL I NEED TO HEAR FROM YOU

RIGHT NOW. THANK YOU, MA'AM.

MS. TYLER: YOU WELCOME. THAT MEAN I CAN GO?

THE COURT: MR. STRICKLER HAS DONE ALL THAT

NEEDS TO BE DONE FOR YOU, MS. TYLER, IN MY OPINION.
THE CASE IS NOT YET READY FOR TRIAL. I'M SURE HE'S
DONE SOME PRéLIMINARY WORK AND BEFORE IT COMES UP
FOﬁ TRIAL HE'S GOING TO DO A LOT MORE AND PROBABLY
HAS ALREADY DONE MORE THAN YOU GIVE HIM CREDIT FOR.
IF YOU WANT TO RETAIN A LAWYER, THAT IS, IF YOU
WANT TO HIRE A LAWYER TO REPRESENT YOU, YOU HAVE
EVERY RIGHT TO HIRE ANYBODY THAT YOU WANT TO, BUT
BASED ON WHAT YOU'VE TOLD ME THERE’S NO REASON IN
THE WORLD FOR ME TO REPLACE MR. STRICKLER AS YOUR
LAWYER. HE IS QUITE A COMPETENT CRIMINAL LAWYER

AND HE'LL DO AS WELL FOR YOU AS ANYBODY CAN DO

10
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UNDER THESE CIRCUMSTANCES. WHAT YOU REALLY NEED IS
SOMEBODY TO RESURRECT YOUR HUSBAND. THAT'S ABOUT

THE BEST HELP YOU'RE GOING TO BE ABLE TO GET FROM

ANYBODY.

MOTION FOR BOND IS DENIED. THE MOTION FOR
RELIEF OF COUNSEL IS DENIED. THE MOTION FOR A
SPEEDY TRIAL IS HELD 1IN ABEYANCE. THANK YOU,

MA'AM. THEY CAN TAKE YOU BACK.

MR. STRICKLER: AS TO THE MOTION FOR A SPEEDY

TRIAL, CAN WE HAVE A TIME WHEN WE MAY REVISIT IT?

THE COURT: EXACTLY. INDEED. WHAT I PROPOSE

TO DO IS NOT SLAM THE DOOR ON THAT FOREVER BUT MS.
HAYNES TELLS ME THEY'VE GOT, WHAT? SIX TRIALS THAT

YOU ARE GOING TO TRY TO GET DONE THIS SUMMER, IS

THAT RIGHT?
MS. HAYNES: WE ARE DOING AT LEAST FIVE MURDER

CASES, 'SIX MURDER CASES THIS SUMMER THAT ARE ALL
LIKE 1995 AND EARLY 1996 CASES. I THINK MOST OF

THEM ARE 1995 MURDER CASES AND THIS WAS A LATER

1996 CASE.
THE COURT: IT WAS. REALISTICALLY, MS'.

HAYNES, WHEN DO YOU THINK THIS CASE MIGHT BE UP?

MS. HAYNES : BY THE END OF THE YEAR.

DECEMBER, 1996, I WOULD THINK WE WOULD HAVE REACHED

IT.

11
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THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. I'"LL BE HERE UNTIL

THEN. IF IT"S NOT TRIED BY DECEMBER 1ST, '97, MR.
STRICKLER, I'LL REVISIT THE MATTER AS FAR AS BOND
AND SETTING A DEFINITE TRIAL DATE IS CONCERNED.

MR. STRICKLER: THANK YOU VERY MUCH, YOUR

HONOR.

(ADJOURNED)

12
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FORM 5  ¢(i2/87)

STA(E OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

RICHLAND ) INDICTMENT FOR MURDER

COUNTY OF )

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on October 16, 1996

the Grand Jurors of RICHLAND

County presemt upon

- COUNT ONE — MURDLR
That LINDA ANN TYLER AKA LINDA ANN SALLEY

/

9_-_._- -t
(

1

did in_ Richland County cn or abow _Stptemder 26,

{rloniou-ly, witfully and with malice aforethought, kill one _Van lyler [——"_

/

[
— h

!
by means of__Pouting a flammable 1iquid on Van Tyler and/or 1gn1tif“_c_‘l_,—-—

liquid so as to set Van Tyler's body on fire /
and that the said victim dicd as a proximate result thercof. {

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary 10 the statute ip sucase made and
provided. . 1

l

SOLICITOR |




i ® o

} _
& L% SUPREME Cpurt OF Ssum Grdis
Plelfte CAse N

~

%w \[ﬂfaﬁ/vgﬁo 21-2-15-6) 810 BNkt

1L ﬂ H/Onb@ @Kteyp OV

@@

e e 0 St 0 it

K ELS PONDENT Issue OF Mens. KEA

”ﬂL pt“ TOHW/ Submids Jhis 8R LP SN Hhe
Metds o@ MEN Tl A,Luvags “The (Roe o
_Conm hmemL Jo %L’ LS, HIL SnsTiTae. Foedhe
CRIMinal Thsene. Sn Vaadim ol e C}O&/MW;
both STate pnd Fedepet COVIl ProTiatie Rights
ENchosed see (3) df (\f‘e(en# ORDEERS  9n pg/
0¥ one Oﬁdaa dote Oecember 8% 1997 which
vias mendion {n Order dilded FLbRUH&V\ 1311998
b\\ Qud&ﬁ”{:s@wmbajuﬁxt 3. OrRham QOLC consad.
quu }D HI‘HHL%(SO led Mﬂ\md Chi s géﬂé%zb/c &W
| M\sm Secorel Didon, %X\S(na sk of 1y aThis7s st
Bleed Uik MGTen, ond OH% YTjens, [, jﬂ/) OCS/ﬂfLM 6% 157
CM Admin, Lucle, Sames W, Sdhngn, ye, Ay, ). STeicAlhe.

Sé)ltc Hoe, S7 ma/ AQ Hpgnes Oedin lo @def@#mwr, on
Febrypny 33 S 1999 tonovable, Pau/ ZL.Shotd . F/éc&o//m Jude
‘r(?YL}Z/%e cnse ORRWEQetifiner ) o be Commifled o st




kb ® C

Te SUPrene Cugr 10F Sosty CAzelon

,_\NRJ — Aveliame Case Nl}%ua
MCLDQN Y g Rv8470 1501-5 -212 816

g A &ﬂﬂbné'ﬁfs $Ri&@ sn Erids |
HE /ﬂ//; ﬁF Ej}lﬁ/ e o Sucerssive Y0R8, Clains

Vder Jhe [97 ANonelsad 5

_ fugsuan T T_S.C.Rule Sidhae G
[ The Pedithunees 2 B R chpim, is basel 8N

ole ~-Oisceped - ENidence, et filed s
FCA Habeus CCS(&M Rel tep y(loxﬁtm and (PDiscovered
,%M (/L/-}L Jmé% @Ow/ﬁ S//wzb//f@ WAS HE OTp
| Jhe Cemcu@{unc SusTice ssuam o1 Ofinin o
| ey hen Releise CUML/facﬁJ/q 20 Ut ASsUe
QMS it Shend, e, j;«qd %]Sd Cjemco/ e (/%4/#/&7@
Jhe Righls do use HNOWSISS ot Jhe on Sed of he
AL, Suslice Showk e, slss S 1ged A Oedlere

b hiie e ( PebidineT) commiited b Jhe WSHT
sychaplic Wnit, e Jhe Cpiming NS9ne_uni/
h@r il bﬁgm ol Erled) PESPIIS 40%&
MENTaL QOmPEtm% She ((PEwll%(/ﬂHZ) his ber v

ENaluaded (B die Jimes ool il Limes kot e
Joted] %C CV@%/%&MK> WAS Cwmpe“fm/ 4/;6 //Z/ﬂﬁ




B () C

e Swipenc PAUR“‘ 108 Sy CARpLnn

)

[UNRE> AWELLHTE CASE NumbeR

D@@KMM ﬂuM%% o |AWl-A-22F] 0]

e r)t //dh/ﬂ}&s QBWLQ ity

/‘\

@@

ORDER & Oisiussek 04 g

H« /Meﬁ[ﬁy‘ /(@2 WOSmoMOHm Jowere (et

A ﬂewt STate Nblofed Jhe Peliinees " SThTE pnd

Veéuw«t Cavi! @O%d\%‘(ﬁ FRLX/KZS unden Jhe 5447 L/ﬂl

Snd | g%ﬂmc?\&mm»/ US A, Cm//n< CHSE W

Niope = 1S OURE, Y40 Y.5169,(1775) The

waﬂc Cpuel hetd Jhat. corbointy Loifuee 4

f /Q’YZ%Jr g &mp@/é%ﬂw/fpﬂpfﬂﬂlffw beis =
m@ﬁ 1> Ginl o0 Pled, Moo, he "Redipence”

ond Medicated tw n Sz Such Woted With
W Caimindfle, Ssine sonct J//e,@//o, W icsrses
S W[://; /\j«q)[/d//?c J(MLO) )gno/m( //\Jélﬁ /\(74

WSt mc«mpw%)\f@% She s {Uegalty hase

0%/0/) AhSondt Eny JMWM«; wm e (el onts)
(B/Mm which hod Deen ¥ ﬁd%k/ puer, CAT 59,
\Which K@Yé?l}/ e WE BEA) wHs /m%a/d

WAS baASE 0/1 [4(7@6&4 0/> W KQKS W/)//O/M(i




STATE OF S0UTH CAROLINA
. THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

state of South Carelina ORUDER [(IA 1,:59 r'n:551
Warrant Nuanber: F252391
Indictment Number: 96--CS-40-17046

LINDA TYLER

"Defendant.

TO: WILLIAM §. HALL PSYCHIATRIC INSTITUTE
RICHLAND COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

(o IRV )

Thir matter comes beflore me on motion of coungel for the (.lefnndnnt‘:&vit‘h-?‘
. S m :
the consent. of the State, for an Ovder requiring the defendant, LINDQ—)‘I,’YLEE? té;"

Ol Wb

be  transportoed and housed at the William 5. Hall Peychiatric mantL&ytq
. r =af

(Fd o
11(.,)anq¢_£or-_«_w

C)\ wn
troatment. priov to trtal, and a contlnuing evaluation for competency tgq, stand

~

’

{(harelnafter, "WSHPL™) for the purpose of any necessary medicatﬁé

trial. The defendant's trial iu presently scheduled to commence during the
week of Februarvry 23, 1998,

Purnuant to a print Court Ovder, the defendant was evaluated by Dr. Thomas
W. Hehrmann at WSHPD for competency to otand trial on December 6, 1996, and
found to be compatont.

On December A, 1997, the defendant appeared beofore Judge Thomas Coopar
upon a pi‘o ne motion to relleve defenge counnel Douglas Strickler, which was
yrantad, on Decowmber 15, 1997, Judge Cooper laosued an order granting Ma.
Tyler'y motlon to rellaeve counsel, ovdered the Publlc Defonder's Office to
appoint another attornoy to the case and sent Ms. Tyler to the William S. Hall
Instltute for an avaluation as to whaethor or not oho wase making a knowlng and

voluntary walver of hetr right to an Attofney. " Christa Bell of the Public

T
ey e
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s
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i T

belender's Office, along with Terena Johns, who ism in private practice, have

beoen  appolnted to rvepresent Mu.. Tyler. Dr. Behrmann Issued an ocrder on

Febreary 11, 1998, (inding that Tyler was competent to make a walver of her
right to an attorney. agos 138 »‘_‘,(:§552

However, on Februarvy 13, 1998, after an evu'uation by defense psychlatrist
Dr. Donna Swartz-VWatts and Dr. Thomas Behrmann, a paychiatrist from Willlam S.
Hall Inst{tute, the parties agreed to have Ma., Tyler committed to the william

Hatl Institute for medlication to insure her competency for trvial. While Dr.
Behrmann  feels Ms. Tyler {8 s8till presently competent, he agrees that
merdication would be helpful to prevent her from decompensation during periods
ol glresa, Dr. Swartz-Watts' opinion is that Ms. Tyler is not presently
competent. and needs medication to restore her competency.

The Court makes no finding at this fime as to whether the defendant is
co&poLunt to wstand trial, and specifically vreserves such {ssue for the
delermination by Lhe trial judge.

I'T 1S THEREFORE ORDERED that tho defendant shall be tLransported by the
Richland County Sherlff{'s Department to WSHPI, Cooper Building, to be housed
there until further orvder of the court for the purpose of any necessary
medication and/or treatment relative to her competency to stand trial.
Furthermore, whilo at WSHPL the defendant ghall be examined relative to her
mental capacity to otand trial pureuant to $.C. Code Sectlion 44-23-410 (1976).

IT 1S FURTIIER ORDERED that nothing derived from the competency evaluation

AR

and oboervation of the defendant while at Wllliam S. Hall Psychiatric Inét;tﬁt§~A

T

may be used agalnst the defendant by the State in any sentencing procégdlng}

including Dbut not limited to statements made by the defendant, réqorda,'
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<.
T
exgminations, tegtn, notes, observations of the defendant, or any other
materials. :"‘\'i'!.'- I!j“\) 1033
IT 15 FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant's counsel, Christa Bell and/or ,
1
Tevresa Johns, ahall be notified, and allowed to be present, during any
interviown, examlnat. fons, teats, or otherv procedures, relative to any
competency evaluation. ;
AND IT IS S50 ORDERED.
3
— 1
Hodorab berham Cole 1
Priagiding, Judge
F{fth Jud]lcial Circuit
|2+
Thia | 7 day of February, 1998

Columbia, $South Careolina

I CONSENT:

Christa Bell D. Haynes
Public Defender assidtant Solicitor
Counnel for the Defendant Fifth Judicial Circui.
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FORM S  (¢2/87)

'STA(E OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

. ) INDICTMENT FOR MURDER

COUNTY OF__ RICHLAND )

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on October 16, 1996 '
“‘ the Grand Jurors of RICHLAND County present upon their oath:
: - COUNT ONE — MURDLER

That __ LINDA ANN TYLER AKA LINDA ANN SALLEY

did in__ _Richland County cn or abow_S¢ptembder 26, 1996 — -

(=loniou-ly, wilfully and with malice aforethough, kill onc _Von Tyler

—

b by means of pouring a flammable 1iquid on Van Tyler and/or 41gniting such

-;.‘:_ liquid so as to set Van Tylcr'q body on fire
and that the said victim diced as a proximate result thercof.

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and conirary 10 the statute in such case made and

|\)0/\u_4..— o gﬂu/»u

provided. .

SOLICITOR
CERTIFIED TRUE COPY:
OF ORIGINAL Fn.:o
ST C.C.P&G.S:
A P R TR R[GHJ AN EIRINM '




?4
. - ..v_;.._‘.‘- )r‘qu—\—, - .\‘-..- el = e s 4t en Y ~ g __ ,‘ A _-\ ',‘ *,‘.""_ A A T Tt M .l'""-':":":'f:‘i.:-“a"’:"y}:‘.';t:'; e ’:"Y"E:r’l::{
= ﬂ <
pOCKET No, Y - 65 - 40- 170 )
-..|
¢

WITNESSES The State of South Carcling,

© INV. JOE GRAY, CPD
o County of RICHLAND
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RICRLAND COUNTY
SOUT
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D COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

) | 192 OCTOBER _ Temm 1996
THE STATE
T vs. : ~

ARREST WaRk 0T sy, _ F232391 LINDA ANN TYLER AKA

— %

ACTION OF GRAND JURY . '
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TNl XV
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Indictment for Murder

VERDICT i‘iéc. CODE SECTION 16-3-10 Felony
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= FORM S  (:2/87)

" ~ -7

'STA(E OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
RIGHLAND ) INDICTMENT FOR MURDER

COUNTY OF.

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on October 16, 1996

: the Grand Jurors of RICHLAND County preseat upon their oath:
:
: - COUNT ONE — MURDLER
That LINDA ANN TYLER AKA LINDA ANN SALLEY
did in_ Richiand County cn or abow_S¢ptemder 26, 1396 —_—
3
¢ (=loniou-ly, wilfully and with malice aforethough, kill .one _Yan Tyler
2“ ' by means o pouting u flammable liquid on Van Tyler and/or 4gniting such
‘?;‘ diquid 80 as to set Van Tyler's body on fire
gﬁ .md that the said \'lCllm\dlCd as a proximate resuli thereol.
’{:’\. , ~ .
¥ -
v N |
& Against the peace and dignity of the State, and conirary 10 the statute in such case made and
e N

provided. . ™
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) Warrant Number: F-252391

h Caroli (Y
The State of South Carolina, ; .. \\"‘ ) \3~ A
vs. ) 5
)

) 0Y .

Linda Tyler, ) 'goo'?w Z
: Defendant, : ‘0.
) %%

’I;his matter comes before me on motion of counsel for the defendant, with the consefit
of counsel for the State, who seeks an Order requiring the defendant Linda Tyler, charged with
Murder, to submit to competency, M'Naughten, and psychologicgl evaluations.

Attorney for defendant submits that said evaluation is necessary based on: (1) prior
psychological problems and treatment on the part of the defendant, andr(Z)' his observations of

“his client during the course of his representation.

[ have considered the showing made in respcct to the motion and am of the opinion that
the defendant should be so examined pursuant to the statutory provisions of this State.

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the defendant shall be:

_fa) Examined and'observed at the appropriate facility of the South

Carolina Department of Mental Health for a period not to exceed

_ fifteen (15) days rglatng to her rricntai competence to stand trial

\ “ pursuant to 'S.C. Code Ann. §44-23-410(1) or (2) (1976, as
amended); and shall be:

" (b) Examined as aforesaid to dgtcrmine whcthcr or not the above-

named defendant is _crirﬁinally responsible pursuant to the

M’Naughten test for her actions on or about September 26, 1996;

1
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED tHat defendant shall be:
i () If found responsible pursuant to the M’ Naughten test, examined as
g aforesaid to determine whether or not, because of mental disease

or defect, the defendant lacked sufficient capacity to conform her

rn

conduct to the requirement of the law as applied int eh statutory
3 : - section relating to the plea of Guilty But Mentally Ill. S.C. Code
i i Ann. §17-24-20 (1976, as amended); and shall be:

(d) Referred automatically for evaluation to the State Departiment of

Disabilities and Special Needs if there is any evidence of mental

}: .‘ retardation.

. The Ordered examination shall be requested by the Solicitor and scheduled by the
examining facility as soon as possible. The defendant is to be transported by the Richland
County Sheriff’'s Department to arrive at the examining facility at the time established by
confirmed appointment with the staff of the examining facility.

The defendant continues under the jurisdiction of this Court. If the defendant is currently
free on bond or personal recognizance, suchl bail is hereby revoked to the extent necessary to
carry out the provisions of this Order.

If the examination and observation of the defendant has not been concluded at the end
of fiftcen (15) days, the defendant may be kept in the cus(o&y of the Department of Mental
Health for an additional period not to exceed fifteen (15) days, provided the Superintendent of
the facility so requests the additional period for observation and examination in writing.

Within five (5) days of the examination or at the conclusion of the observation period,

% .,




a written report shall be made to the court pursuant to S.C".' Code Ann. §44-23-420 (1976, as
amended). F:}x’,-'.'.' 123 °ef_~5957

If, in the judgment of the designated examiners or the Superintendent of the Department

of Mental Health facility, the defendant is presently mentally ill and in need of hospitalization,

then the said defendant shall be retained in the custody of the Department of Mental Health until

: such time as a hearing, required and provided for by S.C. Code Ann. §44-23-430 (1976, as

amended), may be conducted by this Court.

' IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any and all oral or written statements made by the

. defendant concerning the above charges and communicated to any physicians or hospital

personnel in conjunction with this psychiatric examination shall not be admissible in evidence

against the defendant in any criminal trial concerning these charges, that is to say that any and

all communication by the defendant to hospital personnel are protected by the attorney-client

privilege and that the State shall be prohibited from calling any physicians or hos;\)ital personnel

for the purpose of testifying in Court as to any statements made to them by the defendant

concerning the facts about the criminal charges, except as follows: (1) Where a competency

hearing is required outside the presence of the jury; or (2) Where u{e defense has experts testify

and such experts, upon questioning by the defense, make reference to statements made by the

defendant concerning the crimes alleged; or (3) Where sanity and/or mental illness becomes an

/s issue requiring expert testimony from the examining physicians of the state psychiatric facility‘.

then said physicians may testify as to their diagnosis and their reasons supporting said diagnosis,

however, the defendant’s exact statements, or the fact that the defendant made any such

admissions, about the ‘f.acts of the alleged crime, shall not be admissible as evidence unless the

PRI f]
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defendant consents to their admission, or where any of the previous exemptions are met. The
privileged nature of a defendant’s statement to a psychiatrist, including examiners with a state
hospital, has been recognized by the South Carolina Supreme Court. State v. Hitopoulus, 309
S.E.2d 747 (1983); State v. Myers 67 S.E.2d 506, 508 (1951). The Court notes that the parties
make no agreement or waiver concerning any statements made by the defendant offered for
impeachment -purposes if the defendant testifies, so that such an issue, if it arises during the
hearing, trial, or other proceeding where the defendant testifies in this case, is reserved for the
presiding judge.
AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

)52, /)

W. JOHNSON, JR.

higf Judge for Administfative Purposes,
Coart of General Sessions

Fifth Judicial Circuit

Columbia, South Carolina
This [l day of October, 1996.
1 SO MOVE: ;

="RLA_

as S S}rickler
Attorney fof Defendant

I CONSENT:

AN

ircuit

Assistark_Jolicitor SlacyQ{r};yéles. for

Solicitor, Elemeath Judicia
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SYATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
. . ) INTTHE COURT OFF GENERAL SESSTONS
COUNTY OF RICHILAND )

The State of South Caroling ) ORDER ‘ -
) Ry
s ) el (o3 ?
) Warant Number 172582391 SN e \/\\
FANDA TYLER ) Indictment Number 9028+ J()-I{4(\ ) ’; O
) g
Dyetendant ) (20 -

Fhis muatter came betore me on AMonday, Febiainy 231998 The Stte called the case ol State

v Land Tyl ad proceeded awirth the comperency hearmg an that tune Present awere ,;\.\'xi.\‘lnnl Solicitor
Stacey 1Y Hayoes, Azsastant Sohicior Dan: Sorenson, Assistant Public Detender Chuasta Bell, private
attorney Theresa Johns and detendant Danda Tyled

Branig the competency hearing, this court heard fram Des Thomas Behrmann, Psvehiatrist for the

Williiy S Hall Tastiore Do Behinrann aesnitied s to his indimes, which were outlined in his two

previous teports tootus com that the defendant was both competent to stand and was criminally
responsible Fucthermore, D Belmmann testlied that defendant Tnda Tyvler was competent 1o make the
decision 1o proceed proose should she desire. Detense presented testimony (rom Dr Donna Swartz-
. . . . . "/. .
Watts, o Psyehiatrist in provate practice who testiticd that Ms, Tyler was competent to stand toial. While
D Behrmann has Tound that Ms. Tyler has been campetent since his imtial evaluation of her in
December of 1990, D Swantzs Wants testilied that she did not believe Ms Tyler was competent o stand

trial aotil the past week  For the pastoweek, Ms Tvler has been housed at the Cooper Building within the

Witham S Hlall Institate and recenving: medication inorder to help her from: decompensating (hll'ing/
periods of stress Both e Bebrmann and De Sz Wattes Teel than this medication has been beneticial
Tor Ms Fyler

This court Gnds thit the defendam Binda Tyler is competent to stand trial and that the defendant

Linda Tyler is able to conform her conduct, [ Tlys court further finds that defendant Tyler is competent to

&

e



acor 139 '}zcsSZfL

s¢, she in-dicalcd that she wished to keep her court appuinted attorneys, Christa Bell and Theresa Johns,
and dechined to proceed pro se. Defense attorneys moved tor a continuance based on Dr. Swartz-Watts'
testimony that defendant Tyler only became competent fast week. The delense attorneys™ contention is
that they have not been able to work with Ms. Tyler in preparing tor the case i the past and need time to
consutt with her. This court therelore grants the detense attorneys” continuance motion tor the next four
weeks. This court turther orders that the defendant Linda Tyler be returned 10 the Cooper Building and
Lo housed within the William S Hall Institute until her trial is called by the State. This court farther
orders that staftar Witham S Hall make Ms. Tyler available to her attoreys for trial preparation during
that time Furthermore, this court nates that the State has provided notice to the defense that this case
wilt he calted on Monday, March 23, 1998,

FEEES THEREFORE ORDERED that the defendant is competent 1o stand trial and able to
conform her conduct. s further ordered that defendant Linda Tyler be returned to the Cooper Building
ab the William SO Hall Wnstitute and that she be made avialable to her attorneys for trial preparation. It is
turther ordered that the case be continued for four weeks untl the week of March 23, 1998, when it will
be called for trial. This defendant is to be lmnsporlcd by the Richiland County Shertffs Departiment (o
arrive at the William S, Hall tnstitute.

FE TS SO ORDERED.

The Honoralfi Paal Short / o
Presiding Judge
Fitth Judicial Circuit

decide i she wants 1o proceed pro se. Upon questioning detendant Tyler as to her desire to appear pro”

—ee e
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SYATEEOF SOUTTTCAROLINA

. ) INTHE COURT OF GENERAL SESSTONS
COUNTY OF RICTH.OAND
The State of South Caroling : ORDER

VK-

Winrant Number 25239 -

R . ) -
LANDA TYLER Indictinent Number 90-GS-40-17046
L

. @
Delendant o DA
This mater came belore me on Monday, Febroany 23 19980 The State calted the case of State
v Lnd e Pyler and procecded with the competency hearing at thit nme Present were Assistant Solicitor
Steey D Haynes: Assistant Solicitor Don Sorensaon, Assistant Public Defender Chinsta Bell, private
altorney Theresa Johns, and deteadant Lnda Tyler
Daving the competency hearing, this court heard from Dr Thomas Behrmann, Psvehiatrist for the
Wil S TRl Institore D Behonsann testitied as oo his lindings, which were outlined in his 1wo
frevtous epants oo this cout, that the defendant was both comperent 1o stand and was criminally
cesponsble Forthermore, De Behnmann testtied thar detendant Linda Uyler was competent 1o make the
decision 1o proceed proose should she desire. Defense presented testimony from Dr Donna Swartz-
Watts, o Psvehiatrist oy provate practice who testilied that Ms. Tyler was competent to stand wial. While
De Behrmann has Jound that Ms. Tyler has been competent since his initial evaluation of her in
December of 1990, Dr Swantzs Watks testilied that she did not believe Ms Tyvler was competent Lo stand
trial unnl the past swwecek  Forthe pastoweek, My Pvler has been housed at the Cooper Butlding within the
Witlamy S Hall Instiote and receving: medication i order to-help her frons decompensating (Iuring/
poerieds of stress Both Dy Belnmann and Dr Swaatz-Wates feel than this medication has been beneticial
for Ms Tyler
This cowt finds that the defendant Linda Tyler s competent 1o stand triad and that the defendam

Linda Tyler is able to conform her cun(lucl). Tlys court further finds that detendant Tyler is competent to
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i This __?__?_ day of February, 1998

pcor 139 frngl

decide it she wants to proceed pro se. Upon questioning delendant Tyler as to her desire to appcaf pro
sc‘. she in-dica(cd that she wished 1o keep her court appointed attorneys, Christa Belt and Theresa Johns,
and declined to procced pro se. Defense attorneys moved for a continuance based on Dr. Swartz-Watts'
testimony that defendant Tyler onty became competent fast week. The detense attorneys’ contention is
that they have not been able to work with Ms. Tyler in preparing tor the case in the past and nced time to
Cconsultwith her. This court theretore grants the defense attorneys” continuance imotion tor the next four
weeks. This court further orders that the defendant Linda Tyler be returned (o the Cooper Building and
Le housed within the William S, Hall Institute unol her triab is called by the State. This court further
arders thar stafVar William S Hall make Ms. Tyler available to her attorneys [or trial preparation during
that e Furthermore, this court notes that the State bas provided notice to the detense that this case
will be c:lllmi()n Maouday, March 23, 1998,

FIEES THEREFORE ORDERED that the defendant is competent to stand trial and able to
conforny her conduct. s further ordered that defendant Linda Tyler be returned w the Cooper Building
at the Wilhiam S Hall Institute and that she be made available to her attarneys tor trial preparation. It s
further ordered that the case be continued for four weeks untif the week of March 23, 1998, when it will
be called for trial. This delfendant is 1o be transported by the Richland County Sherifl's Department to
arrive at the William S, Hall nstitute.

I'T 1S SO ORDERED.

The Honoratfle Paul Short
. Presiding Judge
Fitth Judicial Circuit

- Columbia, SC
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STATE OF 50UTH CAROLIHNA
THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

state of South Carolina ORUER ficer 1;5‘3 F'F:SSJ.

Warrant Nunber: F252391
Indictment Number: 96--C$-40-17046
LINDA TYLER

‘pefendant.

TO: WILLIAM S. HALL PSYCHIATRIC INSTITUTE
HICHLAND COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

(e BN o]
Thic matter comes belore me on motion of counsel for the (.lefnndnnt‘:-&lith.nr

%
Dar RTINS
the consent. of the state, [for an Ovder requlring the defendant, LINDQ-)'I,‘Y-LER? té:”
R
be  tranusported and housed at the William S. Hall Pnychkatric,mfnatgg¥to
[l ¥ ) * FJ
7 P
{harelnaftor, "WsHPL") for the purpose of any necessary medlcatl;gp?.:anqéor'-—}:ﬂ
: Cﬂ n
Lroatment prior to trial, and a continuing evaluation for competency t34ssand
trial. The defendant's trial v presently scheduled to commence during the
week of Februavy 23, 19948,

Purnuant to a prine Court Order, the defendant was evaluated by Dr. Thomas
W. UBehrmann at WSHPD for competency to stand trial on Decewmber 6, 1996, and
found to be compatent.

On December A, 1997, the delendant appeared before .Judge Thomas Cooper
upon a pro me motion to relleve defense counsel Douglas Strickler, which was
yrantod, On December 15, 1997, Judge Cooper Llasued an ovder granting Ma.
Tyler's motlion to relleve counsel, ordered the Publlc Defender's Office to
appoint "another attorney to the cawe and sent Ms. Tyler to the Willlam 8. Hall

Inptitute for an ovaluatlon as to whothor or not osho was making a knowing and

voluntary walver of her right to an attorney. ~ Christa DBell of the Public
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bDeflender's Office, along with Teresa Johns, who is in private practice, have

been appolnted to represent Mu.. Tyler. Dr. Behrmann {ssued an ocrder on

Februarvy 11, 1998, (inding that Tyler was competent to make a walver of her
right to an attorney. anr ng ?;(:5552
However, on Februarvy 13, 1998, after an eval!uation by defense psychlatrist

Dr. Donna Swartz-Watts and Dr. Thomas Behrmann, a psychiatrist from William S.

Hall iInstitute, the parties agreed to have Msa. Tyler committed to the william

<

Hall Institule for medlcation to lnsure her competency for trial. While Dr,
Behrmann feels Ms. Tyler is 8till presently competent, he agrees that
medication would be helpful to prevent her from decompensation during periods
ol gtress. Dr. Swartz-Watts’' opinion is that Ms. Tyler is not presently
competent and needg medication to restore her competency.

The Court makes no finding at this time as to whether the defendant \is
competent to stand trial, and specifically reserves such issue for the
determination by the trial judge.

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED that tho defendant shall be traneported by the
Richland County sSheriff's Department to WSHPI, Cooper Building, to be housed
thare until further order of the court for the purpose of any necessary
medication and/or treatment relative to her competency to stand trial.
Furthermore, while at WSHPI the defendant shall ba examined relative to her
mental capacity to otand trial pursuant to S.C. Code Section 44-23-410 (1976).
IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that nothing derived f{rom the competency evaluation

and obgervatlion of the defendant while at William S. Hall Poychliatrlic lnétltdta"

may be used againat the defendant by the State ln any sentencing procégding}‘

.’

Including but not limited to statements made by thoe defendant, réqorda,'

\.'.-“j;‘.,‘;-,\";\';.;n{;.:':!. -

R
A et

R SRR TGO
ﬁﬁ“h u..”! i r |

ST
fo: g AN




ne

exgminations, tegts, notes, obgervations of the defendant, or any other

”~

materials. ,j:“g)l 1,59 I 353

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant's counsel, Christa Bell and/or
Teresa Johns,. ahall be notified, and allowed to be present, during any
interviewn, aexaminat. ions, teats, or . other procedures, relative to any
competency evaluation. ]

AND IT IS5 SO ORDERED.

g
o]
]
<]
- T
Bl

Fi{fth Jud)lcial Circuit

a
This | 7 day of February, 1998
Columbia, $South Carolina

I CONSENT: I CONSENT:

Christa Bell D. Haynes
Public Defender . Assidtant Solicitor
Counsel for the Defendant Fifth Judicial Circui.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) Warrant Number: F-252391

The State of South Carslina,

vS.

Linda Tyler,

Defendant.

’fhis matter comes before me on motion of counsel for the defendant, with the consefit
of counsel for the State, who seeks an Order requiring the defendant Linda Tyler, éhargcd with
Murder, to submit to competency, M’Naughten, and psychological evaluations.

Attorney for defendant submits that said evaluation is necessary based on: (1) prior
psychological problems and treatment on the part of the defendant, and (2) his observations of
his client during the course of his representation.

I have considered the showing made in respect to the motion and am’ of the opinion that
the defendant should be so examined pursuant to the statutory provisions of this State.

_NOW“THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the defendant shall be:

(a) Examined and.observed at the appropriate facility of the South

Carolina Department of Mental Health for a period not to exceed

~fifteen (15) days relatiVe; to her méntai competence to stand trial

\ | pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. §44-23-410(1) or (2) (1976, as
amended); and shall be:

“(b) Examined as aforesaid to Qthmine whelhcr or not the above-

named defendant is .crihimlly responsible pursuant to the

M'Naughten test for her actions on or about September 26, 1996;

1




IT IS FURTHER ORDERED tHat defendant shall be:
(c) If found responsible pursuant to the M’ Naughten test, examined as

aforesaid to determine whether or not, because of mental disease

or defect, the defendant lacked sufficient capacity to conform her

conduct to the requirement of the law as applied int eh statutory

section relating to the plea of Guilty But Mentally Ill. S.C. Code

Ann. §17-24-20 (1976, as amended); and shall be:
(d) Referred automatically for evaluation to the Stale Department of

Disabilities and Special Needs if there is any evidence of mental

retardation.

The Ordered examination shall be requested by the Solicitor and scheduled by the
examining facility as soon as possible. The defendant is to be transported by the Richland
County Sheriff’s Department to arrive at the examining facility at the time established by
confirmed appointment with the staff of the examining facility.

The defendant continues under the jurisdiction of this Court. If the defendant is currently
free on bond or personal recognizance, such bail is hereby revoked to the extent necessary to
carry out the provisions of this Order.

If the examination and observation of the defendant has not been concluded at the end
of fiftcen (15) days, the defendant may be kept in the custody of the Deparunent of Mental
Health for an additional period not to exceed fifteen (15) days, provided the Superintendent of
the facility so requests the additional period for observation and examination in writing.

Within five (5) days of the examination or at the conclusion of the observation period,



a written report shall be made to the court pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. §44-23-420 (1976, as
amended). F-' 123 ’\‘.65957

If, in the judgment of the designated examiners or the Superintendent of the Department
of Mental Health facility, the defendant is presently mentally ill and in need of hbspitalizalion,

then the said defendant shall be retained in the custody of the Department of Mental Health until

such time as a hearing, required and provided for by S.C. Code Ann. §44-23-430 (1976, as
amended), may be conducted by this Court.

' IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any and all oral or written statements made by the
A defendant concerning the above charges and communicated to any physicians or hospital
personnel in conjunction with this psychiatric examination shall not be admissible in evidence
against the defendant in any criminal trial concerning these charges, that is to say that any and
all communication by the defendant to hospital personnel are protected by the attorney-client
privilege and that the State shall be prohibited from calling any physicians or hos;\aital personnel
for the purpose of testifying in Court as to any statements made to them by the defendant
concerning the facts about the criminal charges, except as follows: (1) Where a competency
hearing is required outside the presence of the jﬁw; or (2) Where the defense has experts testify
and such experts, upon questioning by the defénse. make reference to statements made by the
defendant concerning the crimes alleged; or (3) Where sanity and/or mental illness becomes an
issue requiring expert testimony from the examining physicians of the state psychiatric facility,
then séid physicians may testify as to their diagnosis and their reasons supporting said diagnosis,

however, the defendant’s exact stalements, or the fact that the defendant made any such

admissions, about the facts of the alleged crime, shall not be admissible as evidence unless the

v IR e R L e Y WA TR
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defendant consents to their admission, or where any of the previous exemplion; are met. The
privileged nature of a defendant's statement to a psychiatrist, including examiners with a state
hospital, has been recognized by the South Carolina Supreme Court. State v. Hitopoulus, 309
S.E.2d 747 (1983); State v. Myers 67 S.E.2d 506, 508 (1951). The Court notes that the parties
make no agreement or waiver concerning any statements made by the defendant offered for
impeachment -purposes if the defendant testifies, so that such an issue, if it arises during the
hearing, trial, or other proceeding where the defendant testifies in this case, is reserved for the
presiding judge.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

7/)7;7Mﬂ
! V. JOHNSON, JR.
hied Judge for Administrative Purposes,
Codrt of General Sessions
Fifth Judicial Circuit

Columbia, South Carolina

This _[( day of October, 1996.

=42

as SZ Strickler

Attorney for Defendant

I SO MOVE:

I CONSENT:

A DWW AP

Assistark_Solicitor SlacyQ{rh;yéms. for

Solicitor, Elamenth Judicial Circuit

(D2
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In the Court of Common Pleas
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INSTRUCTIONS — READ CAREFULLY . 3 2 =

& P <

In order.for this application to receive consideration by the Court, it shall be in wnung (lchb1y handwritten or

typcwrmen), sxgned by the apphcant and vcnﬁed (notarized), and it lt shall sct_fggt_}-n_xp_c_opusc form the answers tocach
applicable question. Tf necessary, applicant : may “furnish his answer to a particular question on the reverse side of the -
page or on an additional page. Applicant shall make it clear 10 which question any such continued answer refers,

Since every application must bé sworn to under oath, any faise statement of a material fact therein may serve as
the basis of prosecution and conviction for perjury. Applicants should, therefare, exercise care 10 assure that ait

answers are true and correct. .
If the application is taken in forma pauperis, it shall include an affi xdavu (attached at the back of the form) setting

forth information which establishes that applicant will be unable to pay the fees and costs of the proceedings. When
the application is completed, the original shall be mailed to the Clerk of Court for the County in which apphcam was

convicted.
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2. Name and locauon of Court which imposed sentence B ..L C H ;[Olq [\fD CKBLY[\I
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3. The indictment number or numbers (if known) upon which and the offense or offenses for which sentence was

o Fucder =l - 170%4

(a)
) LA
() AL

4, The date upon which scn!ence was imposed and the terms of the sentence:
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5. Check whether a finding of guilty was made

(a) after a plea of guilty N : —_
(b) after a plea of not guilty . F$ : : IR ‘
(c) after a plea of nolo éomcndere ,[/1—

6. Did you appeal from the judgment of conviction or the imposition of sentence?

NES »

7. If you answered ‘‘yes'’ to (6), list

(a) the name of each Court to which you appealed:
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i Dened,
i ) eneEd
i, Heved
(c) the date of each such result:
i _SANUA 2002
i Rusust 6N 3
i, ‘\ih%ms 2069
(d) if known, citations of any wrinen opinion or orders entered pursuant 1o such results:
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I2.

. Prior 1o this application have you filed with respect to this conviction

(a) any petition in a State Court under South Carolina Law? \Qi Ao

4

(b) any petitions in State or Federal Courts for habeas corpus or post-convictions relief? LA

(¢) any petitions in the United States Supreme Court for certiorari other than petitions, if any, already specified
in 1 _A4_Aa_
(d) any other petitions, motions or applications in this ar any other Court?

NLa

If you answered *‘yes” 10 any part of (11), list with respect to each petition, motion or application:

(3) the specific nature thereof:
T Coutses. BE Conapn Pligs FF.CRebust
L MATTED STATS D TieT Caued
. %LL\U Cac)|un 5&.&7@5"‘\5 C&u&‘f’

iv. A

(b) the name and locaL\ n of the Court in which, each was filed:
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(c) the dispoﬁizion th- eof:
1
Deaso

‘(d) the date of each such disposition:

Lo 206006
,-il. 3{)05
i, ‘@aﬁycgﬂ‘d,(ﬁ% 2009

e .

iv.

(e) if known, citations of any written opinions or orders entered pursuant to each such disposition:

i e
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Has any ground set forth in (9) been previously presented to this or any othcr Court Stateor Federal in any peti-

' tion, motion or apphcauon which you have filed? VIENIEO 1 '&’\-\S \(‘L 54;'0‘\'63 = C—Q
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- (a) which grounds have been prcscmed
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. If any ground set forth in (9) has not previously been presented to any Court, State or Federal, set forth the

ground, and state concisely the reasons why such ground has not previously been presented:

(a) &ﬁ(/
A~

(b)

() Lo

. Were you reprasent=d by an attorney at any time during the course of:

(a) your arraignment and plea? \U-""’
(b) your trial, if any? Ne o
(c) your sentencing? ~-ea—

-(d) -your appeél if-any; from- Lhejudgxnentoftonwctxon or the-imposition of-sentence? \\ iy = - =

* (e) preparation, prcsentauon or consideration of any pcuuons motions or applications wuh respect 1o this con-

17.

18.

viction, which you filed? \\\QA—

If you answered *‘yes’’ 10 one or more parts of (16), list:

(a) the name and address of each aitorney who represented you

i Chovadey Re @0 / Tronoan N. Séhas .
Rehland  Coundy Public De Pmivc e |/ ﬂﬂ)m#& et ce”
i Monde W Rodey, [ CAYhoune Nudgins 4
QPlclinTe <D gtense Divisvun, CO fumbig, S. 8. 8%30] -
Yk Shatdie, Juhason |
CAUMsiay S.C 2992)

{b) the proc=edings at which each = u@auomcy represented you:
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19. Are you now under sentence from any other court that you have not challenged?
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' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
t

County of glﬁ }\)@/'\(‘1. f
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VERIFICATION

Ylee #2Y8%

oath, depose and say that | have subscribed 1o the foregoing application; that I know the contents thereof; that it in-

being duly sworn upon my
cludes every ground known 1o me for vacating, setting aside or correcting the conviction and sentence attacked in this
application; and that the matters and allegauons therein set forth

o= =
g &
SWORN to and subscribed before me this _a_(_l; ﬂ;"—- =} -
240/0 e '—:1 5
A e i'lto
: - o

. (2] @
Ls) oz 5 YE
Notory Public . ] %’2 o -

= @

: N — ™
-My-€ommission - Expires: ( )L)‘-ld 20/11 e .-

APPLICATION TO PROCEED WITHOUT PREPAYMENT
OF COSTS AND AFFIDAVIT

IN SUPPORT THEREOF
L

hereby apply for leave to
proceed in this action without prepayment of fees or costs or security therefor. In support of my application I declare
' under penalty of perjury that the following facts are true:

(1) 1 am the applicant in this action and I believe [ am entitled to redress
(2) Because of my poverty-1 am unable to pay the cosls

% sy M&/

roceeding or give security therefor.

SWORN or affirmed 1o and subscribed before me this

otary Public
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
)
Linda Tyler, #248190, ) 2010-CP-40-7794
) A
Applicant, )
)
V. ) FINAL ORDER
)
State of South Carolina, )
)
Respondent. )
‘ )

This matter comes before this Court by way of an Application for post-conviction relief
(PCR) filed November 4, 2010, Respondent made a Return and Motion to Dismiss on September
27, 2011, requesting that the application be summarily dismissed. Pursuant to this request, and
after reviewing the original pleadings in this matter and the relevant records attached thereto, this
Court issued a Conditional Order of Dismissal dated April_l3, 2012, and filed April 16, 2012,
provisionally denying and dismissing this action, while giving the Applfcant thirty (30) days
from the date of service of said Order to show why the dismissal should not become final.
Attached to this Final Order and incorporated herein by reference is an Affidavit of Service dated

May 3, 2012, serving the above-mentioned Conditional Order of Dismissal on Applicant.

Applicant responded to the Conditional Order of Dismissal by way of several pro se
documents. The first, filed March 11, 2011, was entitled “The (Applicant’s) submits this Brief in
Opposition of the State’s Order of Dismissal.” In this document. Applicant submitted the

following objections to the Conditional Order of Dismissal:

l ofS
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The second was a document dated April 30", 2012, was entitled “The (Applicant)

A L

Submits this Reply Brief, in Opposition of the State’s Conditional Order.” In it, Applicant

submitted the following objections to Respondent’s Conditional Order of Dismissal within

n

¥

umerous exhibits:

1. Exhibit B
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2. Exhibit H
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After a thorough review of the record before this Court and Applicant’s response, this

Court finds the current application for post-conviction relief must be denied with prejudice. First,
the majority of Applicant’s claims are those that raise direct appeal issues that are procedurally
barred by S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-20(b) (2003). Post-conviction relief is not a substitute for a

direct appeal. Simmons v. State, 264 S.C. 417, 215 S.E.2d 883 (1974). A post-conviction relief

application cannot assert any issues that could have been raised at trial or on direct appeal.

Ashley v. State, 260 S.C. 436, 196 S.E.2d 501 (1973). The Applicant could have raised this

issue at trial or on appeal. Her failure to do so has waived this allegation as a ground for relief.

4 0f 5



Therefore, this Court finds these allegations to be meritless, and sees no reason as to why the
application should not be dismissed in this regard.

Applicant’s objections regarding an improper Life Without Pérole sentence under S.C.
Code § 17-25-45 are both untimely raised and without merit based on the-record before this
court. According to Applicant’s South Carolina Department of Corrections records, she was
previously incarcerated in 1976 for Assault and Battery with Intent to Kill and Armed Robbery,
either of which could serve as a prior “most serious” offense under S.C. Code § 17-25-
45(c)(1)(2003). Further, the allegation is untimely raised and inappropriate for PCR as it should
have been raised on direct appeal.

The remainder of Applicant’s objections are successive and untimely claims of
ineffective assistance of trial and appellate counsel, barred from being brought herein.

[T IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, for the reasons set forth herein as well as in the

Court's Conditional Order of Dismissal, the application for PCR is hereby denied and dismissed

with prejudice. This Court hereby advises Applicant that he must file and serve a Notice of
Appeal within thirty (30) days of the service of this Order to secure appellate review. See Rule
203, SCACR. Applicant’s attention is directed to Rule 243, SCACR, for the procedures

following the filing and service of the notice of appeal.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this day of ,2012.

JAMES R. BARBER, 111
Chief Administrative Judge for Common Pleas
Fifth Judicial Circuit

, South Carolina.
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STATE or;sojrm CAROLINA
In the Court of Common Pleas

| County of M Q H LAND ' | -
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Full nome and pman number (if any} of Applicant,
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INSTRUCTIONS — READ CAREFULLY 32z
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In order.for this application to receive consideration by the Court, it shall be in wmmg (lchbiy handwritten or
typewmten), sxgncd by the apphcam and verified (notarized), and it shall set forth in concise form the answers Lo cach

applicable question. Tf necéssary, applicant may furnish his answer {0 a particular question on the reverse side of the -
page or on an additional page. Applicant shall make it clear 10 which question any such continued answer refers.

Since every application must bé sworn to under oath, any false statement of a material fact cherein may serve as
the basis of prosecution and conviction for perjury. Applicants should, therefore, exercise care to assure that all
answers are true and correct, .

If the application is taken in forma pauperis, it shall include an affidavit (attached at the back of the form) setting

forth information which establishes that applicant will be unable to pay the fees and costs of the proceedlngs When
the application is completed, the original shall be mailed to the Clerk of Court for the Coumy in which apphcam was

convicted,

. Place of detegtion
.C. 02%7?

2. Name and locauon of Court which impased sentencewgm

“NE

3. The indictment number or numbers (if known) upon which and the offense or offenses for which sentence was

~ imposed:
(a)p Mucdee _ Q/a ~/ /705/5

o) Al
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4, Thc date upon which scntcnce was imposed and the terms of the sentence:

o PLARCK (9% (9984

o YA
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§. Check whether a finding of guilty was made
(a) after a plea of guilty
(b) after a plea of not guilty . F$
(c) after a plea of nolo éomcndere JY-[-L

6. Did\y‘op appeal from the judgment of conviction or the imposition of sentence?
1

7. If you answered ‘‘yes’ to (6), list

(a) the name of each Court to which you appealed:
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i _Dened

i ) eneEd
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(c) the date of each such result:
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i Ty %ILS“L 20069

(d) if known, citations of any written opinion or orders entered pursuant 10 such results:

i, (AR
i, A
jii, k& :
8. If you answered ‘‘no’’ to (6), state your reasons f{or not so appealing:
o) e '
(b) e
©) A
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12,

. Prior to this application have you filed with respect to this conviction

(3) any petition in a State Court under South Carolina Law? _j;ié‘ -
(b) any petitions in State or Federal Courts for habeas corpus or post-convictioas relief?
(¢) any petitions in the United States Supreme Court for certiorari other than petitions, if any, already specified

in (7 AR
(d) any other petitions, motions or applications in this or any other Court?

Nla

.

"

If you answered '‘yes' 10 any part of (11), list with respect to each petition, motion or application:

(3) the specific nature thereof:
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(c) the disposition thegeof:
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iii.
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(d) the dale of each such disposition:
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(e) if known, citations of any written opinions or orders entered pursuant to each such disposition:
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. Has any ground set forth in (9) been previously presented to this or any othcr COUH State or Federal, in any peti-
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(a) which grounds have been prcscnted
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15. If any ground set forth in (9) has not previously been presented to any Court, State or Federal, set forth the
ground, and state concisely the reasons why such ground has not previously been presented:

@) Ll
®) A

'(9) Lo

la)

16. Were you reprasent=d by an attorney at ahy time during the course of:
(a) your arraignment and plea? \U-“"
(b) your trial, if any? \\«Qx.v
(c) your sentencing? ~ 2o

-(d) -your appeal; tf-any; frem the judgment of-conwcuon -or the-impaosition of-sentence? AN g8,

" (e) preparation, prcsentauon or consideration of any pcuuons motions or applications wnh respect to this con-
viction, which you filed? \m

17. If you answered *‘yes’’ 10 one or more parts of (16), list:

(a) the name and address of each attorney who represented you
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{b) the proc~edmgs at whch each zuch attorney represcmed you:

ars : s BF ,QPPL’HL‘(
VosT ConXielm Retiel Cj;urvrs BE Qemmen PloRs
18. Slatc clearly the relief you seek in filing this applxcauon lO @E—OQ&?\‘\‘V\C STATe's D‘dbm%

10 e dhe body (F YAn ol B Humedpnd b bes

2vpmiacd by A uSlin aesice -Poadndogst, 40 ba FREE,
WG Mo OF(BT) Sendfence VaEaled LUnderfR59@

19. Are you now under sentence from any other court that you have not chalienged?

A0—

.Q

‘il




s
)

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

County of E chland z
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VERIFICATION

Tlee 2y

oath, depose and say that | have subscribed o the foregoing application; that I know the contents thereof; that it in-

being duly sworn upon my
cludes every ground known 1o me for vacating, setting aside or correcting the conviction and sentence attacked in this
application; and that the matters and alleganons therein set forth

————

w8 oz
2z 2
SWORN to and subscribed before me this _.’2_(-0_ = 32 <\
o T
20 O T&n o= i .‘]5
- Qe f'lo
: e (s
e =
(LS. o & OF
Notgry Public B I j
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APPLICATION TO PROCEED Wfl'HOUT PREPAYMENT
OF COSTS AND AFFIDAVIT

IN SUPPORT THEREOF
L

hereby apply for leave to
proceed in this action without prepayment of fees or costs or security therefor. In supporl of my application I declare
under penalty of perjury that the following facts are true:

1) l am the applicant in this action and I believe I am entitled 1o redress
(2) Because of my poverty-I am unable to pay the costs

roceeding or gi
/

e security therefor.

SWORN or affirmed 10_and subscribed before me this

otary Public




"~ COUNTY OF RICHLAND
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Linda Tyler, #248190, 2010-CP-40-7794

Applicant,
v. FINAL ORDER

State of South Carolina,

Respondent.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

This matter comes before this Court by way of an Application for post-conviction relief
(PCR) filed November 4, 2010, Respondent made a Return and Motion to Dismiss on September
27, 2011, requesting that the application be summarily dismissed. Pursuant to this request, and
after reviewing the original pleadings in this matter and the relevant records attached thereto, this
Court issued a Conditional Order of Dismissal dated April‘13, 2012, and filed April 16, 2012,
provisionally denying and dismissing this action, while giving the Applicant thirty (30) days
from the date of service of said Order to show why the dismissal should not become final.
Attached to this Final Order and incorporated herein by reference is an Affidavit of Service dated

May 3, 2012, serving the above-mentioned Conditional Order of Dismissal on Applicant.

Applicant responded to the Conditional Order of Dismissal by way of several pro se
documents. The first, filed March 11, 2011, was entitled “The (Applicant’s) submits this Brief in
Opposition of the State’s Order of Dismissal.” In this document. Applicant submitted the

following objections to the Conditional Order of Dismissal:

lot$S



Submits this Reply Brief, in Opposition of the State’s Conditional Order.”
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The second was a document dated April 30", 2012, was entitled “The (Applicant)

In it, Applicant

submitted the following objections to Respondent’s Conditional Order of Dismissal within

numerous exhibits:

Y

1. Exhibit B
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2. Exhibit H
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After a thorough review of the record before this Court and Applicant’s response, this

Court finds the current application for post-conviction relief must be denied with prejudice. First,

the majority of Applicant’s claims are those that raise direct appeal issues that are procedurally

barred by S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-20(b) (2003). Post-conviction relief is not a substitute for a

direct appeal. Simmons v. State, 264 S.C. 417, 215 S.E.2d 883 (1974). A post-conviction relief

application cannot assert any issues that could have been raised at trial or on direct appeal.

Ashley v. State, 260 S.C. 436, 196 S.E.2d 501 (1973). The Applicant could have raised this

issue at trial or on appeal. Her failure to do so has waived this allegation as a ground for relief.
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Therefore, this Court finds these allegations to be meritless, and sees no reason as to why the
application should not be dismissed in this regard.

Applicant’s objections regarding an improper Life Without Pérole sentence under S.C.
Code § 17-25-45 are both untimely raised and without merit based on the record before this
court. According to Applicant’s South Carolina Department of Corrections records, she was
previously incarcerated in 1976 for Assault and Battery with Intent to Kill and Armed Robbery,
either of which could serve as a prior “most serious” offense under S.C. Code § 17-25-
45(c)(1)(2003). Further, the allegation is untimely raised and inappropriate for PCR as it should
have been raised on direct appeal.

The remainder of Applicant’s objections are successive and untimely claims of
ineffective assistance of trial and appellate counsel, barred from being brought herein.

[T IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, for the reasons set forth herein as well as in the

Court's Conditional Order of Dismissal, the application for PCR is hereby denied and dismissed

with prejudice. This Court hereby advises Applicant that he must file and serve a Notice of
Appeal within thirty (30) days of the service of this Order to secure appellate review. See Rule
203, SCACR. Applicant’s attention is directed to Rule 243, SCACR, for the procedures

following the filing and service of the notice of appeal.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this day of ,2012.

JAMES R. BARBER, III
~ Chief Administrative Judge for Common Pleas
Fifth Judicial Circuit

, South Carolina.
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