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Quinton’Dewayne Inman, guilty of murder. Signed Kenny L.
McDaniel, foreman. Dated Bugust 6th of 2008.

This your verdict say you one say you all.

(WHEREUPON, all jurors agreed by saying yes.)

THE CLERK: Thank you.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you, ma'aﬁ.

Anything further from the defense from this Jjury?

MR. PROSSER: We like to poll the jury, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. WMadam clerk, if you would.

Ladies and gentlemen, madam clerk is going to ask you
a couple of questions. If you would just when she calls
your name, she'll ask those questions if you'll just
respond please.

THE CLERK: Kenny McDaniel, was this your verdict?

JUROR: Yes.

THE CLERK: Is itistill your verdict?

JUROR: Yes.

THE CLERK: Nessie S. McNeil, was this your verdict?

JUROR: Yes.

THE CLERK: 1Is it still your verdict?

JUROR: Yes. |

THE CiERK: Lisa Cox, was this your verdict?

JUROR: Yes.

THE CLERK: 1Is it still your verdict?

JUROR: Yes.
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JUROR: Yes.

THE CLERK:V Robin Sanders, was thié your verdict?
JUROR: Yes. |

THE CLERK: .Is it still your Verdiét?

JUROR: Yes.

THE CLERK: Joseph H. Skipper, was this your verdict?
JUROR: Yes. l .

THE CLERK; Is it still your verdict?

JUROR: _Yes. ,
THE CLERK: Joy J. Hardee, was this your verdict?
Juror: VYes.

THE CLERK: Is it still your verdict?

JUROR: Yes.

TﬁE CLERK: Tiffany Godbolt,-was»this your'verdict?
JUROR: Yes.

THE CLERK: Is it still your Verdict?

JUROR: Yes. ,

THE CLERK: Tabitha Lewis, was this &our verdict?

JUROR: Yes.

THE CLERK: Is it still your verdict?

JUROR: Yes.

THE CLERK: Preston.Page, was this your verdict?

. L]

THE CLERK: Is it still your verdict?

'JUROR: Yes.

THE CLERK: Cylethia A. Boykin she has been excused.
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Timothy McCreary, was this your verdict?

JURQOR: Yes, ma'am.

THE CLERK: 1Is it still your verdict?

JUROR: Yes, ma'am.

THE CLERK: L. D. Marlowe, was this your verdict?

JUROR: Yes, ma'am.

THE CLERK: 1Is it still your verdict?

JUROR: Yes, ma'am.

THE CLERK: Pamela Harrelson, was this your verdict?

JUROR: Yes, ma'am.

THE CLERK: 1Is it stili your verdict?

JUROR: Yes, ma'am.

THE CLERK: Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you.

Ladies'and gentlemen, I want to thank you for your
service this week. As you can see from having sat on this
trial, jury service can be tiring and exhausting even
though you're not exercising muscles because it's an
emogional and.it's a mental process. I appreciate very
much your ser&ice this week. You were very attentive to
everyone. You weré very respectful to everyone involved
in the case and so you certainly have served your
community well. Regardless of what your verdict was, your
service has been éxemplary and I want to thank you for

that.
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- Checks in the mail is what I can tell you. I like to
tell you you're going to get it today, but they will cut
those cﬁecks this week and they'll mail them to you.
They've got your mailing address. Don't~get-te£ribly
excited, it's not a lot oﬁ money. Your time it's more
valuable than we could possibly pay you for.. And jury
service is just that, it's a service to your community.

It's not a pretty job. You're going to get a little

~something for your time this week, but it is a service and

I want to thank you so much for exefcising your service
this week.

If anyone needs a work excuse before you get your
check, if you need one for tomorrow -- when I excuse them
if anyone negds one, you'll be able to gét fhaté |

THE CLERK: Yes, sir. |

THE COURT: 1If anyone needs an excuse for work.once
I'l1l excuse you, let Mrs. Rhodes know ané she'll get you
that before you leavé here today, okay.-ABut again thank
you égéin for your,sefvice.' I'm going ta ask if everyone
will remain seated.

Now,iladies and ggntiemen,,your serjice for the.week
is concluded. You do not come.back. As a.wonderful'
parting gift, you can'take those stickers:with'you. If
you had a situation-where you've had loved ones who been

wanting to know what's going on, you're free to talk about

504504 ‘,» 7»
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the case at this point. Let me also tell you this thodgh,
you are also free to refuse to talk about the case. If
anyone attempts to talk with you about the case and you
would rather not talk about it, you let them know that.

If they persist or if they become insistent or rude, find
out who that person is and you let me know and I will

absolutely take care of it. They'll go see what it's like

to go spend a few nights in jail, but I want to thank you

again. If everyone else will please remain seated.
Members of the jury, you are free to go; I'm sorry. 1
want to also tell you this because I think you're entitle
to this as well. You are free to go. I'm going to
proceed in just a moment to the sentencing phase of this
case. And if you would like to stay for that, I think
you're entitle to because you spent these last three days
working on this case. You don't have to, you're freé to
go, but if you do choose to stay, what I'll do is -- as a
matter of fact, i'll ask you if you do want to stay to
remain seated where you are because we're going to go
right into the_sentencing portioﬁ of this case. But if
you would like to be excused, please be free to go now.

(WHEREUPON, the jury panel was dismissed.)

THE COURT: Mr. Prosser, at this time I'll be happy
to entertain any post-trial motions if you like.

MR. PROSSER: None from the defense, Your Honor.
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THE COURT: All right. If would please come around
then for sentencing. And, Mr. Prosser, befdre I hear from
you--— at the time, I'm happy obviously to hear from you,

if Mr. Inman would like to address the Court, I'll be

~happy to hear Mr. Inman from you. If there's anyone else

that wogld like to address the Court on his behalf, I'il
be happy to hear from them. But befo;e I go tﬁere, let me
get the Solicitor to review whethérior not aﬁy prior |
history. |

MR. CLEMENTS: Your Honor, the defendant is 22 years

old. I don't think it's necessary for the defendant and

the attorney to sign it after a jury verdict.

THE»COURT: No, sir.

MR. CLEMENTS: There's the sentencing sheet. Your
Honor; he's currently in department of corrections. I
believe it's for a burglary charge, Your Honor. I know
one of the houses he broke into was Russ Sloan's,whicﬁ
is == was a long time assistant sollc1tor here, Ybur
Honor, and that case was actually handled by the AG' s'
office. And I know that he had -- I'm not exactly sure
how much, but I know he had quite extensive.juvenile
history, Your Honor. And you heard the facts o% this
case, Your Honor, we think it's a horrible case. On
behélf of the State, and I ask you hear-from the victim,

Your Honor, at the appropriate time. But I think I speak
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for him as well on this. What we are seeking, Your Honor,
what we think is an appropriate sentence in this case is
life without parole.

THE COURT: All right, Solicitor. Thank you, sir.

Let me -- be happy to hear from anyone from the
victim or the State.

MR. CLEMENTS: You spoke earlie;, you wish to speak
again.

THE COURT: Mr. Hill, is that correct?

MR. CLEMENTS: Patrick Hill.

THE COURT: All right, Mr. Hill, be happy to hear
from you, sir.

MR. HILL: You know, I know I'm not of celebrity
status or I'm not of any political status. I know that
the wheels of justice a long turn for somebody simple
person like I am. And I prayed that these people had the
wisdom of Solomon when they made the judgment. And
without any doubt in my mind, it goes without saying I
hope that God, my God, who I worship seven days a week,
will strike down punish this man a horrible vengeance,
with great wrath and he will die a painful long death is

what I really like for him to have and that's all I have

to say.

THE COURT: Thank you very much, Mr. Hill. Again, I

appreciate YOu being here these last several days.
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MR. CLEMENTS: Your Honor,-the only other thing I add
is we really believe that in this situation that this man
was the leader in this situation andvthat Mr. McCray was
the follower. I want go as far as to say I don't think
Mr. McCray would ﬁave done nothing without Mr. Inman. I
do believe Mr. inman was the leader. However, I do think
Mr. McCray Qas not a reluctant follower.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you very much, sir.

’ Mr. Prosser.
 MR. PROSSER: Just briefly, Your Honor. I think we

heard a lot of facts this week. This a situation which is

horrible all the way around no question about it. One

thing I can tell you is -- and I don't know Quinton Inman
any more than when I meet him to first répresent him and
since that time he's never given me any ﬁroblems. He's
never been threatening, hostile. He's never done anything

to me which would indicate a bad character toward me. And

-I can just tell you that he has as I told the jury.

maintained‘his innocence.

So he sought the Court to give him a;féir trial. 'I‘
believe that fhg Court gave him a fair tr%al. And the
verdict's not what he wants, but in samé #ense he's a
young. man. Hé's 22 years of age as the Sélicitor said.
All I can do is stand here and tell you that I think one

day this young man can be a productive member of society,

!
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that's all I can really say. And I base that only on whaﬁ
I know of him because most my time has been spent in
preparing a defense for him and looking at the facts of
the case. And those facts sometimes went many ways, but
from the time I spent with him working on this case and

preparing the case, he's not been in anyway out of the

- way.

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Inman, you're not
required to, sir, but if you have anything you like to
tell the Fourt, I'll be happy to hear from you?

DEFENDANT INMAN: No, sir.

THE COURT: All right, sir. Anyone else?

MR. PROSSER: That's all, Your Honor.

THE COURT: The sentence of the Court on
2006-GS-33-2003, Mr. Inman, is that you be committed to
the South Carolina department of the corrections for the
remainder of your natural life without the possibility of
parole. Good luck to you, sir. Thank you, Your Honor.

END OF REQUESTED TRANSCRIPT - S
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CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF FLORENCE

I, Keshia Reed, Court Reporter and Notary Public

" in and for the State of South Carolina At Large, do hereby

certify that the above¥entitled.cause was heard as
hereinafter set out; that I was authorized to and did
transcribe the said proceedings; and that the foregoing
and annexed pages, .numbered 1 through 510, inclusive,
constitute a true and accurate t;anscription of my
stenographic report of the said céuse taken during the
said hearing. | |

In witness whéreof, I have hereunto affixed my

signature this 20th day of February, 2009.

-

Keshia Reed, Court Reporter
- My Commission Expires: ' 6-5-2010
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INSTRUCTIONS - READ CAREFULLY

In order for this application to receive consideration by the Court, it shall be in writing (leg1bly,
handwritten, or typewritten), signed by the applicant and verified (notarized), and it shall set forth in
concise form the answers to each applicable questlorr If 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

to which question any such continued answer refers.

Since every application must be swomn to under oath, any false statement of a material fact therein
may serve as the basis of prosecution and conviction for perjury. Applicant should, therefore, exercise

care to assure that all answers are true and correct.

If the applicant 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 proceedings. When the application.is completed, the original shall be mailed to the Clerk of Court for

the County in which applicant was convicted.

1. Place of detention \_.C X

2

Name and location of Court which imposed sentence o \aa Croeday
. R N

sentence was imposed:
(a) _zoot-BS- 3d- 203

The indictment number or numbers (if known) upon which and the offense or offenscs for which

(b) : m‘cﬁ‘&"

(c)

The date upon which sentence was imposed and the terms of the sentence:

@) Blofog
U !
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(@) the name of each Court to which you appcalcd

Check whether a finding of guilty was made.

(a) after a plea of guilty

{b) after a plea of not guilty __ 2~

(c) after a plea of nolo contendere

Dxd you appeal from the _;udgmcnt of conviction or the imposition of sentence? “(e_s

If you ansWéred :;'yé's';' to (6), list -

_‘i- D&MC»YO\\N_&C i ci mnm&)

it.

ili.

(®) ‘the result in each such Court to which you appealed:
1. TOenied

i

ii.

iil.

(c) the date of each such result: o

i. '\..;\cm‘\‘ﬂexx Ce\ Y 22 ?\\ c,\ S 2N 1086 -

<l

iti.

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

i

i

ii.

It y'ou answered "no" to (6), state your reasons for not so appealing:
@) |
(b)
(c)

State concisely the grounds on which you base your allegation that you are being held in custody
unlawfully:
(a) wéae_ Sowne ﬂ\hc:ecl\cr

(b)
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10. State concisely and in thc same order the facts which support each of the grounds setoutin (%)
(a) \uk\Oe Olpezed Tun dscvedion . \o%r "Mg\-ya Maa S p\e\\ e N Ve Cxedoy

N Ve LoknesS
(b) Com X—.\-{e} \od el AW othee, e, Adeey oo N oy C:t Qleesony
SN S Q

(C) MMM ey Noe Q\Q‘C% oo, QXW\-'\L;.\ \Q.“Q?“«Q(,x

wdae oeseed - A Ty

muyCed Qecd P Prior to this application have you filed with respect to this conviction
(a) any petition in a State Court under South Carolina Law ?

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

(c) any petitions in the United States Supreme Court for certiorari other than petitions, if any,
already specified in (7)
(d) any other petitions, motions or applications in this or any other Court?

12. If you answered "yes" to any part.of (11), list with respect to each petition, motion or
application:
(a) the specific nature thereof:

i

i.

iil.

iv.

(b) the name and location of the Court in which each was filed:

i.

il.

1il.

v.

(c) the disposition thereof:

i. I

iv.
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13.

14.

15,

(d) the date of each such dispdsition:

1.

ii.

iil.

iv.

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

i, .

v,

Has any ground set forth in (9) beén previously presented to this or any other Court, State or Federal,
in any petition, motion or application which you have filed? o

If you answered "yes" to (13), identify:
(a) which grounds have been presented:
i. \oéqc A R T U

1. \\cmh coe Soaad of c»k\ 'Amc.vnkl

il

2
(b) the proceedings in which each ground was raised:

i. (\\ch—} Q‘{(\\th

il

iit. ,
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:

(@)
(b)
(<)

. 'Were you represented by an attorney at any time during the course of:

{a) your armaignment and plea? \E'(-_s

(b) your trial, if any? He>

)

(c) your sentencing? e

(d) your appeal, if any, trom the judgment of conviction or the imposition of sentence?

s ” _

{¢) pxcpamhon prcu.nlauon or uonsld«.muon of any pg,tmons motions, or application with rcspe«.t to
this conviction. whuh you filed?  Yes
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

_ . ) VERIFICATION
T COUNTY.OF yyoxron )

./’ s 7
WD vy AP

Iv

are true.

/..’ ___ ,/ )
7 !~~;:;’4:///l/:"—'—/
=

Swom to and subscribed before me

_, being duly

sworn upon my oath, depose and say that I have subscribed to the foregoing application; that I know the
contents thercof; that it includes every ground known to me for vacating, setting aside or correcting the

conviction and sentence attacl\cd in this apphcatlon. and that the matters and allegations therein set forth

S
=B 5
s :,‘?'_ =
I
This ai day Of’ﬁﬁg__ ,\ . IDE s .
o= #ZHe = 2
A _ = —<f’ - Fﬂ
' - D=8 - 3z
’:DP&}AQ 3/L} LS. : A= o ©
. 222 UV«
Notary Public for South Carolina . =8 _ i
: . : Moy iy
My Commission Expires U -0 g el o \,

APPLICATION TO PROCEED WITHOUT PREPAYMENT
OF COSTS AND AFFIDAVIT
IN SUPPORT THEREOF
- .

L Lﬂu’ = "A/wu-'— )

: , 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 or perjury that the following facts are true:

Q)

I am the applicant in this action and I believe I am entitled to redress.

(Mccausc of my poverty ] am unable to pay the costs of proceeding or give secur'ty
there for ' _

Applicant

Sworn to and subscribed before me

ms.’_)idayofigb .' ,204.
&%& 1

L.S.

My Lommnsnon Expircs: S l~ q‘ e OIS‘
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ). IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) C.A.NO. 11-CP-33-440
COUNTY OF MARION )
‘ )
Quinton Dewayne lnman, )
#298283 : y
) . _ 4
: ) RETURN AND MOTION TO
Applicant, - ) DISMISS

< E RS . )
State of South Carolina, )
. o ° :’ - .A - )
""Respondent. )

=)

In response to the post-conviction relief application filed June 17,2011, Respondent would

show this Court:

L

Applicant is incarcerated with the South Carolina Department of Corrections pursuant to the

Marion County Clerk of Court’s orders of commitment. Applicant was indicted at the August 2006

term of the Marion County Grand Jury for murder. Shannon Prosﬁer, Esquire represented Applicant.

. Applicaht was tried before a jury from August 4-6, 2006 and convicted as charged. The Honorable

Judge Russo sentenced Applicant to life imprisonment. Applicant appealed his conviction.
~ Applicant was represented on appeal by Joseph L. Savitz, III, Esquire. On information and
belief, the Court of Appeals dxsrmssed the case after appellate counsel submitted a brief pursuant to

Anders VA Cgllfomla, 386 U.S. 738 (1967) on or around October, 2011.

517

. For the purpose of this Return, the Respondent attaches and incorporates the Clerk of Court’s
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' records, the South Carolina Department of Corrections records and the trial transcript. " The

Respondenf reserves the right to amend this Return upon receipt of any relevant materials. -
II
L

In his current Apphcatlon, the Applmnt alleges tha,t he is being held in custody

unlawfully based on allegatxons of ‘error by the trial court. The issues should have been raised, if

Aons"are proceduraily o'

S immons V. State, 264 S C. 417 215 SE. 2d 883 (1975) Accordingly, thxs apphcatlon should be

dnsmnssed.

118
The State submits Applicant’s allegation that he received ineffective aséistgnce of counsel

is without merit. For an applicant to be granted PCR as a result of ineffective assistance of counsel,

_ he must show both (l) that his counsel failed to render reasonably effective assnstance under

- ‘prevallmg professnonal norms, and (2) that he was prejudlced by his comsel's meffectlve

performance. _M!_!Muggt_g, 466 U.S. 668, 104 S Ct. 2052, 80 L.EdZd 674 (1984),
L_gg__,_s_@e” 321 8.C.554, 471 S.E.2d 146 (1996) In order to prove prejudlce,an appllmntmust
show that but for counsel’s errors, thereisa reasonable p_robabxhty the resultat tnal would havebeen

different. Johpson v. s:"me 325 5.C. 182, 480 S.E2d 733 (1997). A reasonable ﬁmbability isa

: probabxhty sufficient to undermme confidence i in the outcome of the trial. Id. Where tnal counsel

arhculates a valid reason for employing certain trial strategy, such conduct should not be deemed

ineffective assistance of counsel. M 31785.C. 292,454 S.E.2d 312 (1995); Stokes

v State, 308 S.C. 546, 419 S.E.2d 778 (1992). The State submits that the Applicants attomey
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demonstrated the normal degree of sKill, knowledge, professional judgment, and representation that
is expected of an attorney who practices criminal law in South Carolina. State ¥. Pendergrass, 270
S.C. 1, 239 S.E.2d 750 (1977); Strickland, supra; Butler v. State, 286 S.C. 441, 334 S.E.2d 813 |

(1985).

is not expxessly admrtted, quahﬁed or

IR *c'.’,'a_

The Respondent demes wch allegauon

iy Y f:éz T

Applicant must specify any claims he intends to raise at the PCR trial. Any clahﬁs not
specifically laid out in this PCR application or in amendments will be opposed by the Statg at
an evidentiary hearing. S.C. Code §17-27-10 et seq; gggg 71.1. All claims should be made
well in advance of :the PCR he‘aring. If Applicant has an a:ttomey appomted, the attorney, and
not the inmate, is the oxﬁy one authonzed to file a:nend@ens. SCRCP Rule 11. Filings by
inmates will not ,Be considered at the _PCR hearing. |

-

WHEREFORE, having made Return, the Respondet requests that this Court dismiss this

aliegation with prejudice. N o
Respectfully submitted,

ALAN WILSON
Attorney General

JOHN W. McINTOSH
Chief Deputy Attorney General
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_t_-'..xv..w-mé.p t\‘ hb-&tu .-.-‘5 a.;& | SO

September 29, 2011.

SALLEY W. ELLIOTT *
Assistant Deputy Attorney General

DAVID SPENCER -
Senior Assistant Attorney General

A ORNEYS F OR RESPONDENT.

' P.0.Box 11549
Columbia, SC 29211
Telephone: (803) 734-3727




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ‘
~ IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF MARION

- 2011-CP-33-440
QUINTON DEWAYNE INMAN, #298283

- .. AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE BY MAIL, -
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, “** "~ | |

Respondént.” -

C

1. I am an employee of the Respondent in the above-captioned action.

2. Regular communication by mail exists throughout the State of South Carolina and that
this is a proper circumstance of service by mail. '

3. I have this day served a copy of the Réturn and Motion to Dismiss in the

above-captioned matter on the following person by depositing same in the United States mail,

postage prepaid:

Heather M. Cannon, Esquire
4375 Oleander Dr.
Myrtle Beach, SC 29577

DATED this 30™ day of September, 2011

N igbee, Legal Agsistant

521



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

County of Marion

QUINTON DEWAYNE INMAN,-

o

w APPLICANT,

vVsS.
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

RESPONDENT,

BEFORE:

APPEARANCES:

HEATHER CANNON, ESQ.-

e t a m  a? et e et et

Attorney for the Applicant

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
2011-CP-33-00440

TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD

February 11, 2014
Florence, South Carolina

THE HONORABLE MICHAEL NETTLES, JUDGE .

"JOSHUA THOMAS, ASSISTANT ATTORNEY.GENERAL
Attorney for the Respondent

KAREN AMBROZIAK
Official Court Reporter
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MR.‘THOMAS: May itbplease the Court.

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. THOMAS: This case is Quinton Inman vs. State of
South Carolina.-‘It's case number 2011-CP-33-4490.

Mr. Inman was indicted in August of 2006‘for murder. He
was re££;sé;ted on that charge by Shannon Prosser.

.He‘went to trial on August 4th.through 6, 2008 and -
was convicted as indicted. The Honorable Thomas A. Russo
sentenced to him to life without the possibility of'parole
on the murder charge.

An appeal was filed by the Office of Appellate.
Defense by Joseph L. Savitz. It was an Anders brief. The
Court of Appeals dismissed it in unpublished opinion
2010-UP-457.

He filed this PCR on June 17th, 2011. I think Ms..

‘Cannon has some amendments she has made to it since that

time. He is represented by Heather Cannon, and*thénstate
is getting.ready to proceed.A |

THE COURT: What are the grounds and the amendment?
Tell me what the grounds are with the amendment.

MS. CANNON:_ Okay. With the amendment, it's
ineffective assistance of tounsel, and we have -- I guess

you might Céll“it after-discovered evidence. We have the

going to testify on behalf of my client and in his -- I

3 f@m‘“@x— *—_"-—it'_w;a;& thn: ['M@G‘I aj?“‘l_§_"'h ere.—- ""“Hé"“'iS"-”‘“ ——
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think pretty much, Judge, most -of the things gall under

the ineffective assistance of counsel in regards to some

judiciary abuse of discretion, but it falls back on the
failure to object to the thing. I think that would be a
good way to...

THE “COURT: Very good. - Very good. -

e e R B et e e B A At
TP You mMay Al Yéur Fifst withnésg

‘MS . CANNON:: *-Thank you, You¥ Hono¥: "I will ‘cakl

Quinton Inman to the stand.

THE COURT: Mr. Inman please come forward, and I'm
éoing to ask, if you could, toAplace your left hand on the
Bible, raise your right hand as the clerk administers the
oath.

QUINTON INMAN, after being duly sworn,
testified as follows: |

THE CLERK: Please be seated and state your name for

" the record.

THE COURT: Mr. Inman, I'm gbing>to‘ask you to pull
up real clqsé to that microphone, speak loudly, clearly,
and slowly for us to hear everything you'd like to say.
Let's start with your full name.

THE WITNESS: Quinton Dewayne Inman.

THE COURTI: Very good.

Yes, ma'am.

MS. CANNON: Thank you, Your Honor.
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Inman - direct (Cannon)

1 DIRECT EXAMINATION:
2 BY MS. CANNON:
3 Q | Mr. Inman, you heard me anﬁounce.to the court the
4 grounds for your Post Cénviction Relief hearing, and the:
5 major thing is ineffective assistance of counsel. So
6 that's where-I’m going to start and the other things
7 should fall-into place. Do you understand that?
8 A Yes, ma'am;
9 0 Mr. Inman, one of the things that yoﬁ allege against‘
| 10 the attorney who represented you is that he failed to
11 throughly check into your background; Cén ybu tell the
.12 Court a little bit more about that allegation?
13 A Yes, ma'am. Mr. Prosser, he failed to do a thorough
14 background check on me as far as the past social history,
15 | mental health, things of that nature right there:'
16 I o And you believe that had he done a thorough
17 backgrouhd check and récognized some mental health issues_.
18 or sociai'issues, background issues that he could have
| 19 argued better for you --
20 A Yeah.
21 0 -— or mitigated the circumstances a little bit?
22 A Yes, ma'am. 'I beligve he could have changed the
23 sentencing phase,.sentencing'pﬁase. I believe he could
oA\ Have  putTaittle ""ﬂ‘a"fbef‘ter‘"more* defense-up—fo rﬂjewha—t~ ! SNSRI
25 || ne aid (siel.
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Inman - direct (Cannon) -

6
1 Q Because of that one reason?
2 'A Yes, ma'am. .
3 Q And then we talked about a recorded statement. There
4 were a series of statements made by Anthony McCray during'
5 that trial.. Do you recall those statéments?

A Yes, ma'am.

w2

introduced or wasn't for the jury at trial;’isxthatf

9 correct?

10 A Yes, ma'am.

11 0 And you never -- did you ever get a chance to hear
12 that recorded statement?

13 A No, ma'am.

14 0 Was that recorded statement discussed with you?.
15 A It was said .a recorded statement was.made.

16 Q Were the details of that statement discussed with
17 }t you? |

18 A ‘Not ‘the details.

19 Q Okay. And you recall that it was not played at the
20 hearing? |

21 A It was not played at trial. :

22 Q And it's your belief that that.statement, as well as
23 || the other two statements that were introduced, could have
24 impeached Mr. McCrayé

25 A Yes, ma'am. it could have went -—- it could have went
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Inman - direct (Cannon)

7
1 -— kind of like'I see it both ways. It could have
2 impeached him, or he could have just told the complete
3 truth on his statement.
4 0 Right. VWell, in regard to this evidence, you believe
5 that that would have turned the tides, and your lawyer
.6 insisted that that tape be played?
7 A Yes, ma'am.
.8 0 And had he discussed that, the contents of that tape
9 and allowed you to hear it, dé you agree that could have
10 better prepared the two of ybu for this triai?
11 A ~ Yes, ma'am.
12 Q Now, in regard to thé indic£ments, you ——- the
13 indictments were signed in Marion Counfy that- charged you
14 with this crime; is that correct?
.15 A Yes, méfam.
16 Q And during the trial, the solicitor actually referred
! 17 to the crime happening in Florence; is that correct?
' 18 A He referred to Florence County and -- yes, ma'am;
13 yes,‘ma'am. _
20 0 And'it's your position that your defense attorney
21 should have quashed those indictments because they were
22 not correct, is that true?
23 || A Yes. One time —— once he read off about the crime
X takianﬁtace“MariQniabﬁut“thEWindictmedtsr*butwitwcouh}~-wvm
25 || have confused the jury. It could have éonfused the Jjury,
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Inman - direct {Cannon)

so I believe the best bet would have been a motion to
quash.

Q To quash those things. Now, also during the trial,
there were pictures admitted. There was a discussion that
the victim was:.dependent on a walker, corfect?

A Oh, yes, ma'am.

"3tﬁaf‘ﬁére*bfe@?htéd tb~the7codrtwmaysnbt*havévBeeh her:

“walker; is ‘that correct?

A Yes, ma'am. I mean, it did -- all of them did an

investigation and nobody could -- nobody could place the
walker to anybody. It -- nobody had a home on it.

Q Nobody could place the walker that they were talking
about at the trial to the victim; is thaf correct?

A Yes, ma'am or nobody else.

Q And then the —- or anybody else, and then the
pictufes that were presented were of the walker that no
one could identify who it belonged to, correct?

A Yes, ma'am.

0 And that in your opinion was prejudicial to the ﬁury
ip what way?

A I mean, I believe because ‘it ain't have no owner
[sic]. It tainted be had by Mr. Prosser and Ed élemmons
actually not seen alsenior'citizen»iﬁ the courtroom

walking with a walker so...
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Inman - direct (Cannon)

9

1 0 | So he should have objected to those pictures coming

2 | in, and he did not. And 'he was ineffective in that way?

3 A Yes, ma'am. JA

4 Q Now, in the beginning of this trial, the issues were

5 raised that Mr. Prosser did not have information regarding

| 6 an autopsy until the day of the trial; is that correct?

7 A _ Yes, ma'am.

8 Q -And also DNA information, ﬁe had only received a

] .couple of days before the trial, correct? |

10 | A I thought -— I think -- if I'm recalling, I think he
11 received that the day:of the trial, too, if I'm not

3 12 l mistaken. '

13 Q - But it's your testimony that because he did not have
14 those keys pieces of information well in advance, that the
15 " two of you could not prepare meaningfully for that trial.
16 A Yes, ma'am.

17 Q And, in fact, that was discussed in -- on the record
18 in the transcript ébout hdw Mr. Prosser felt it was

19 prejudicial maybe to him to not have that infofmation in
20 advance, correct?
21 A Yes, ma'am.

22 | Q And you believe‘that -

23 THE COURT: Which information again?

A S - MS T CANNONT—There-was—an—autopsy;r-as well as DNA -

25 information, Your Hondr, and it is éddressed in --
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Inman .- direct (Cannon)
10

THE COURT: I was just -- I wanted to make sure. I
thought it was autopsy and DNA. I wanted to make sure.

That's what I was wanting fabrication on. You may

‘proceed.

MS. CANNON: Okay. Thank you, Your Honor. If the

Court will®allow me, T will -- . . .

©M5. CANNON: %= it says that, "DNA'testing was

‘provided four days prior to trial, and the autopsy was

actually provided the day of trial.”
THE COURT: Okay.

BY MS. CANNON:

- Q And so those -- that information you believe would

have caused a different verdict --

A Uh-huh.

Q -— caused you to have been able to prepare better
with youf attorney; is that correct?

A Yes, ma'am.

Q And as far as —- there was -— as far as discovery in
general -- and you're familiar with discovery because I

sent you this packet.
A Yes, ma'am.

Q And you discussed discovery and all the evidence that

-the State had against you with Mr. Prosser during his

representation of you?

531
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Inman - direct (Cannon) .
11

i

1 A I didﬁ’t discuss all the evidence because some wasn't

2 there, like the recent --

3 .Q Like the autopsy?

4 a And the DNA and all. We didn't discuss thosef

5 Q So do-you believe that because Mr. Prosser did not

6 have that informaﬁion until the day of and failed to

7 discuss that with you that he was not prepared for trial?

8 A Yes, ma'am.

9. Q- - Now, you have made allegations regarding the judge's
10 || abuse of discretion. One of the things that Judge Russo
11 did during that the trial is he left the bench to address

12 the jury, correct?

13 A Yes, ma'am.

14 o] How do you believé that was pfejudicial to you?

15 A I believe that was prejudiced because it could

ié6 intimidate the jury by him standing in frént of them

17 ” saying he believed it's more friendly to have.a

18 face;to—face.talk. It intimidated them, could have.

19 intimidated them, scared them, basically having just don't
20 rule against him.

21 | 0@  Well, did Mr. Prosser object to the judge leaving the
22 bench? |

23 A No, ma'am.

o7 |y T oTAnd-Should-he have: ES———— e — — =
25 A I think so, ma'am, yes. |




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

20
21
22

23

24

25

Inman - direct (Cannon)
12

0 And you believe he was ineffective. That's another
reason he was ineffective in represénting you?
A Yes, ma'am.
o] You refnrred to -—-
THE COURT: You didn't make it very clear. As far --

hé>stqoavin front of the jnry and gave~them the. jury -.-

MS. CANNON: Uh, yes, sir.

THE COURT: Okay. - That's the only -time he left the

" bench?

MS. CANNON: That's the only time he left this bench.
THE COURT: Okay. Very good.
MS. CANNON: Beg the Court's indulgence, Your Honor.

BY MS. CANNON:

0] "Mr. Inman, I've been through my list of all of the

things that you've written to me during the course of my

representation of you. 'I've pulled out ‘all the claims

-that I recognized that you had against Mr. Prosser. Is

there anything that 1 lef£ out?

A Yés. Something about the one the judge stating his
opinion, basically demanding the tops.

0 Now, you're referring tn -- there's a place in the
transcript where Mr. Thompson is testifying about the DNA,
correct?

A Yes, ma'am.
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Inman - direct (Cannon)
13

Q And he says —— it's on page 332. He says that he

believes that -- that the probability that this DNA is

~yours is tremendous?

A Yeah. Yeah, he basically said that. I mean, he
blanked it out what he. said, but he basically -- basically
said that, yes, ma'ém.

Q Well, actually whaﬁ he -- this says your lawyer
objected to any further questioning of that‘Witness. Do

you recall that?

A I recall that.
0 And the judge says -- and your lawyer says, "It's
kind of getting drug on me. We've heard enough." Do you

understand that?
A Yes, ma'am.
Q Okay. And. then the Judge Said, "It feally is. Your
point has been made," and he's telling that to the other

lawyer. Do you agree with that?

A “Yes, ma'am.

Q ‘ And then the next sentencé ié.in other words, this. -
is --— and he never finishes -that sentence, correct?-.

A Yes.

'Q; How do you feel that was prejudicial to you?

A It's a three—ietter word, so I mean -- I -- this is

25

Ididr - felt it was prejudicial-because what he

said, he said I don't -- in other words, this is, this is
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Inman - direct (Cannon)
14

his, thrée blanks. It was three. It was three blaﬁks.

0 Did -- do you feel that -- that -- do ydu understand -
L that that was an objection from Mr. Prosser?

A No, 1 didn't understand that.

Q You don't feel that was an objection. You think he

should have done more?

0 I right.* What: else have I left out of your-
complaints about Mr. Prosser?
(There was no response) .
Nothing else?
A No, ma'am.
0 " Any other things I've left out about the judge and
how the proceedings were held?
A No, ma'am.
0 Is there anything else you want to raise before this
court today?
A No, ma'am.
0 Do you understand that what does not get presented to
this court today is lost, meaning you caﬁnot bring it back

for another post conviction relief. Do you understand

J that?

A Yes, ma'am.
i Q And you're satisfied that we've raised all of the

issues before this court today?
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Inman - cross (Thomas)
' 15

Q And you understand that he's set to testify that you

- court.

A Yes, ma'am.

Q And we do have a witness who is going to testify on
your behalf Anthony McCray; Are you familiar with him
being here today?

A "Yes. 'I know him being here.

were not at -- involved in this'crime, correct?

MR. THOMAS: Objection, Your Honor, facts hét in
evidence. |

THE COURT: 1I'll ask her to rephrase the quesfion.
BY MS. CANﬁON:
o] Do you know Mr. McCray is here to testify on your
béhalf, correct?
A Yes, ma'am.
Q Okay. That's the only other issue that we have to
bring before this Court today; is that correct?
A Yes, ma'am.

MS. CANNON: Okay. I don't have any further
questions of this witness. |

THE COURT: All right. Any cross-—-examination?

MR. THOMAS: Yes, Your Honor. " If it please the

CROSS-EXAMINATION:

J

0 Mr. Inman, how many meetings did you have with
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"Inman - cross (Thomas)
16

Mr. Prosser before your trial?

A Two.

Q And you said you reviewed some of the discovery?
A Yes, sir.

Q Did you give him your version of events and what

happened?

Q0 ° And that's because your defehsé'wasiydu weren't
there?
A I wasn't there.

Q And you fully discussed that with Mr. Prosser?

A Yes, sir.
Q Did he explain the elements of the crime to you?
A He talked about it. He talked about it.

Q Did he explain to you what murder was?
A He didn't go all the way into detail of what murder
was, but we talked about murder.

Q Did you give him any sort of -- because your defense

was weren't there. Did you give him any alibi witnesses

to investigate?
A When I tried to -- I think it was too late.

Q Did you ever talk with him about entering.a-plea in

this case?

A Entering a plea. I talked to him. I talked to him

like before trial. We talked at like the county, and
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Inman - cross (Thomas)
.17

during trial I talked to-him, but I guess what me and him

1

2 was seeing, the judge was seeing different.

3 ; Q0 ' But you-never told him you wanted to plead guilty and
4 go to trial? |

5 _A. i‘was asking him. I was asking him. I say, "Man" --
6 I say, "I wanted" -- you know, I wanted, feally, to plead
7 noc contest. TIf he could have got me a pretty nice —- I

8 would say, "I'll plea out." :

9 Q So if he could haQe gotten a good deal, you would

10 1 have plead guilty?
11 A No contest, I would haﬁg gone ahead, but the judge --
12 he said the only thing the judge was talking about was a
13 life sentenée.
i4 0 ' So basically, you made the decision to go to trial?
15 | A That's what I said, I'm going with it. I made it.

16 Q . What would Mr. Prosser have found if he had looked

17 ‘ into your background as you alleged?

18".A 'He'would have found out_a whole lot.. He would havel
19 found: out é.whole lot. You know, I mean, dating back to
20 like ninety—-—- '94, ‘95. He would have found out a whole
21 {| 1lot. |

22 Q “But you don't have any medical records 6r anything
23 ||. here with you today to supportlthaﬁ'claim?

g ey’ e [ st 3 e e 1o G o T O O

25

.| 0 In terms of Mr. McCray's §tatement, Mr. McCray gave
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Inman - cross (Thomas)

"“ﬁmplicaté you in?'

18°
two statements, didn't he? The first one was not
reported, and that's the one where ﬁe didn't implicate
you; is that correct?
;9 I know he gave a coupie of them.
0 But the;second recorded.statement was one that he did

Q Well, the recorded sfafém%ﬁt‘that'ygu'télkedlabout.~

A I don't know because I never heard it.
Q Where did this murder allegedly happen? What county?

Was it Marion?

A I know the solicitor said two different things. He

said -- he read off Marion, and then it was -- somebody 1

read off of Marion, and then it just jumped the forms.

Q :That was after trial started?

. A It was like I think the beginning of trial, reading

off on the indictments and things like that.

Q As far as the pictures of the walker go, was therg
ever ény debate fhat the victim was murdered in that —; in
that carwash?

A During trial, yes, sir. I believe so yes, sir.

Q But everyone understood at trial that that's where
the crime occurred. The question was just whether you
were there wheﬁ it happened or ﬂét,

A I can't really say everybody really understood
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Inman - redirect (Cannon) .
19

because they say it happened in two different places, and
2 so I don't really know. I can't say the jury understood.
3 MR. THOMAS: I think that is ali I have.
4 THE COURT: Any recross --— or :edire;t?
5 MS. CANNON: —ériefly, Your Hohor.
6 REDIRECT EXAMINATION;
7A BY MS. CANNON:
8 Q Mr. Inman, when you met with Mr. Prosser, you
-9 couldn't discuss the video, the autopsy, correct, gecause
10 he didn't have it?
11 §f A No, ma'am.
12 Q. And when you met with Mr. Prosser, did you meet with
13 him just before trial?
14 A I met him -- I met with him like four -- it was like
15 five or six months before trial, and I met him again like
16 a month before trial.
17 Q So after he received the DNA e&idence, you never met
18 with him?
19 A No, ma'am.
20 h.Q | So you couldn't have discussed that with him?
21 A No, mé'aﬁ.
22 0 -Qkay. And in regard to making a decision to take
23 this to trial, you weren't guilty, correct?
- 27 B Yes. B A Y — -
25 Q» And there was no offer acceptable.to you because youv
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Inman - redirect (Cannon)

“that e, Pr

20
weren't guilty, correct?
A Yes, ma'am.
0. Okay. And that was your sole decision to go tol
trial, correct?
A Yes, ma'am.

0 All right. Now,. just.sort of to recap, you believe

2

r 1S Fepresentation of yod

what reasonable lawyer wduld do at the time?

" A Yes, ma'am.

o] And because of those, I guess, shortcomings of

Mr. Prosser, the outcome would have been different?

A Yes, ma'am.

MS. CANNON: Okay. I have no further questions.

THE COURT: Very good. All right. You may step

" down.

All right. You may call your next witness.

‘MS. CANNON: - Thank you, Your Honor. I'll call
Anthony McCray to the stand.

THE COURT: Mr. McCray, please come forward and raise
your -- raise your right hand as the clerk administérs the
oath.

THE BAILIFF: Place your right hand on the Bible,
raise your left.

(Pause).

The other way. Raise your right hand.

541
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McCray - direct (Cannon)

21
1 (Indicating).
2 ‘There.
3 ANfHONY MCCRAY, after being duly
4 sworn, testified‘as_follows:
5 THE CLERK: Pleése be seated and then.state your name
6 for the record.

7 THE COURT: Have a.seat in the withess chair. Pull"
8 up real ciqée to that microphone.‘ Speak loudly, clearly
9 and slowly in order for us to hear everything you have to

10 L say.
11 THE WITNESS: Anthony Duane McCray.
12 L DIRECT EXAMINATION:
13 || BY MS. CANNON: .
14 Q Mr. McCray, you actualiy contacted my office in
15 regard to information you had about Mr. Inman; is that
16 correét?
17 A  Yes, ma'am.
18 0 I didn't so;iéit any information from you, did I7
19 ] A No, ma'amf
20 Q So you're here voluntarily?
ZI‘l A Yes; ma'am.
22 0 At my office or no one has paid'yoﬁ to be here?
23 “ A No, ma'am. |
o -~,.._,.;_..,;__,M.z4 Q : OKay. -_,.XQQ;ﬂﬁQL@_LLQI_L&E.,;MZ_.QﬁiiQQé ToWhatr m=_tells
25 F me why you are here. Tell this Court th you are: here.

=3
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McCray - direct (Cannon)
22

Q
N
g~ Did you haVé a lawyérat the time? .
R
Q

A My reason for being here today is to let the Court
know that my statement was coerced; that my statement was
made out of fear. At the time, I was not but 16. They
didn't allow me to have my parents in the room. They
didn't allow me to talk to nobody except them.

Except who?

wmlgeld

“"rhxce§¥?¥heviﬁ%éstlgé%oéifva“

No, ma'am or no parents.
So when you gave your first statement where you.
implicated someone named Bleak on 9/20, you didn't have an

attorney at that time?

A I never had an attorney.

Q What -- blenk is not Quentin Inman, is he?

A‘ No, ma’'am.

Q Okay. That's two different people. When you

implicated Bleak, how were you coerced? How were you
threatened or made to téke this -- to.give this statement
that was not true?

A Say it again.

o] How were you thréntened or forced to make this
statement that was not true?

A I was never forced.

Q You gave this statement saying that it was Bleak

voluntarily?
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McCray - direct (Cannon)

23
.1 A -Yes, ma'am.
2 0 So it was him?
3 A Yes, mafam.
4 Q This was guy who was with you the night of the
.5 murder?
6 A Yes, ma'am.
7 Q Who barticipated in the murder?
8 | A Yes, ma'aﬁ.
9 0 This guy, Bleak?
10 (There was no response).
- 11 Yes?
12 A Yes, ma'am.
13 Q Now, when you gave the second statement and
-14_ implicated my client, you're saying that was coerced
15 | statement, correct?
16 A Yes, ma'am.
17 Q How do you feel it was coerced?
18 A Well( when I had gave my first statement about Bleak,
19 they put me on the van to go to DJJ in Columbia, and then
20 like 30 minutes later, they came and got me off the van.
.21 .That's when they came with a du@e-named Inman.
- 22 Q I'm sorry? |
23 A That's when they came with a dude named Inman.
gm0 s 6kaya—Whe —is—Tnman? e
25§ A Right there.
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L

24
THE COURT: Inman, I think he's saying.
MS. CANNON: Oh, Inman.
THE WITNESS: Yes.
'BY MS. CANNON: |
Q Oh, okay. So they asked you about him?

A Yeah. They started making allegations about him like

worked with them on that, they will let mé get whatever i

was getting.

0 Did you know Quinton Inman?
A No, ma'am.
Q Had you ever seen him? When is the first time you

ever saw Mr. Inman?

A When we went to court one time.

Q You had not seen him prior to --

A No, ma'am.

0 And you don't —- is Sneaky who you referred to him
as?

A Well, that's the name they gave me.

Q That's the name that the police officers gave you?
A /Yes, ma'am.
0 Okay. So you've never met or referred to this guy as
Sneaky?
A No, ma'am.
. Q Now, you -- in regard to a ;ecorded statement, do you
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25
1 fecail what was in that récorded statement?
2 A No, ma'am. |
3 Q Did you implicate Quinton Inman more than one time?’
4 Was the recorded statement after these two statements?
s || a I don't know.
6 Q You don't: remember?
70 A No, ma'am. .
8 Q Tell -- other tﬁan -— the Court's indulgence, Your
9 Honor. |
10 - THE COURT: Yes.
11 (Pause.)
12 BY MS. CANNON:
13‘ Q Tell this Court why you should be believed today. -
14 You gave two, possibly three different statements.. Tell
15 this cburt why they should believe you tbday.
16 A As a man now, I'm more conscious as far as —-
17 pognizant of what I say and what I do in life. As me
18 being 16 years-old,.I was a juvenile. So I really didn't_
19 understand life, period. I was still a kid.
20 o} Can you -- will you tell the Court what actually
21 happened the night of the murder?
-22 A (Pause).
23 No, ma'am.
- 2410 AwéttzjzgzjﬂgzggkﬁYQg:ghiSTW*ﬁo~vou4have4aﬂythi§_:i@g::::
25 éain by testifying today?
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A No, ma'am.
0 No one else promised you? Not me, but no one else
promised you anything?
A No{'ﬁa'am.
0 Nobody promised you a lighter sentence or anything in

of that nature?

0" Doyou ‘Kave ‘anything to lose- by testifying today?
A I wouldn't think so.
é Well, were you advised that you could'be charged with
perjury for lying to the court?
A Yes, ma'am.
Q- Do-you consider that something to be -- to ge
something to lose that you may have new charges?
A Not really. -
Q Okay. Do you understand.that -- and you've been
advised that there ﬁay be -- they may try revoke your
plea?"Do you know that that possibility is out there?
A No. I ain't never understood that.

MS. CANNON: Your Honor, I don't have any further
guestions #t_this time.

THE COURT: Cross-examination?

CROSS—EXAMINATION:

BY MR. THOMAS:. °.

0 Mr. McCray, you pled guilty to voluntary
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1 manslaughtér, didn't you?

2 ‘A Yes, sir.

3 Q For the murder of Ms. White?

4 A Yes, sirf

S 0 'And when you got ﬁp_and pled to that crime, you had
6 || an opportﬁnity -- the judge asked you if anyone had

7 { threatened you or promised you anything."You told the

8 || judge no, didn't you? |

9 A Yes, sir.
10 o So you told the judge at your plea‘that you were
11 telling the truth about the facts of what happened that
12 night, including Mr. Inman's response,Aisn't that
13 correct -- or Mr. Inman's involvement?

14 A I didn't understand what you're saying, sir.

15 Q At your plea hearing, you told the judge that

16 Mr. Inman was involved in this crime, didn't you?
17 A That's because that's what they. wanted me to say.
18 0 But the judge told you that you were under oath and
19 you were telling the- truth at that time? | -
20 .A Yes, sir.

21 Q But yéu lied at your plea hearing?

22 A No.

23 0 Did you lie at your plea hearing.

;,-.-.;.,._w;.mAeLjr B ;J_Qﬂ;m;mmr_rmffm;:l:ﬁiﬂmi— really-understand-—-

25 what you were saying. |
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o} Mr. McCray, did you lie at your plea hearing?
A No, sir.
0 So what you said at your plea hearing was the truth?
A I mean, it pertained to some of the truth} I would

say, the majority of the truth, besides implicating

Mr. Inman.

R0 SRR N T
A Yes, sir.
Q And at his trial, you told the solicitor and the
judge and the jury on at least five different occasions
that you were telling the truth that day?

I don't remember that.

Who told you to write a letter to Ms. Cannon?

Me.

A
Q
A
Q How did you know to contact Ms. Cannon?
A Because I wanted to.

Q

Where did you learn that Ms. Cannon was Mr. Inman's

.attorney?

A I knew the whole time when I had falsely accused him
of something he didn't do.

Q‘ You're not answering my question, Mr. McCray. I'm
asking you how did you come about the information that
Ms. Cannon represents Mr. Inman? Where did you learn
that?

A I had a family to find out.

549
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1 Q From where?
2 A I don't know where they found ocut from.
3 Q Who is they?
4 |I-Aa Family.
S Q Hié family contacted &ou?
6 | A My family. |
7 ”Q Your family contacted you. You don't know who they
8 contacted?"
9 A - No, sir.
10 | Q I believe yogr_testiﬁony was that your initial
11 statement was coerced by the police because YOu had no
12 parents and no lawyer?
13 A _ Yes, sir.
14 Q So you're nof really here today to defeﬁd Mr. Inmén.
15 You're here today because you think you wefe'done wrong by
16 the police?
l; A I don't understand.
18 o] This is really &bout the police. You got up here and
19 said this is aboﬁt tﬁe police coerciﬁg your statement. ‘
.20 A No, because I'wrongfully accused somebody of
21 something they didﬁ't do.
22 Q- And how many years —-— how many yéaré'are you serving
.23 ion that voluntary‘manslaughfer charge?
. VAL .;*;.;Eexmyfrri\‘re. - 3 p— — ' -
25 Q  What's your max-out date on that? Do you know?
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A I have no idea, sir.

0 Yoﬁ said that picking up new charges isn't anything
to you; is that right? You have nothing to lose by
picking up new charges? Isn't that what you said during
direct, you have nothing lose by picking up new charges?

" (There was no response).

to answer my question?

THE COURT: Well, you can answer the question.
That's not what I recall him saying but go ahead.
BY MR. THOMAS:
0 You said on direct that you dén’t think you have
anythingAlose even though you were advised you would be
charged with perjury?.
A  The.
THE COURT: You can answer his question. Did you say
that? |
THE WITNESS: Say that again.’
BY MR. THOMAS:
0 I have in my notes —-- and correct me if I'm wrong,
pleasé. Don't let me put words in your mouth. I'm not
trying to do that, but it was my understanding of your
testimony you said -- Ms. Cannon asked you, "Have you been
advised that you could be in trouble for lying during your

other statements?"
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1. A  For perjury?
2 Q _ Yes. She asked you that, didn't she?
34 A Yeah, for perjury.
4 1 Q Okay. She asked you that, and you said you didn't
5 feel like that was anything you were worried about or that
6 you had anything to lose by picking up new charge;? What
1 did you say? Tell me exactly what you SaidAbecause'I want
8 to make sure the record is clear about what you said
9 during direct examination.
10 A I said —- basically,vshe asked me about perjpry,~so
11 as far as with the perjury, I said it really wouldn't
12 matter or anything else involving any other crimes, I
13 really ain't never had any understanding of it.
14 MR. THOMAS: That's all I have; Mr. McCray. I'm
15 sorry if I tried to put wdrds in your mouth. I really am.
16 I just want to make sure the record is clear.
17 Thank you.
.18 THE COURT: Anything further?:
19 MS. CANNON: Just real quickly, Your Honor.
20 » REDIRECT EXAMINATION: .
21 || BY Ms. CANNON:
22 0 Mr. McCray?
23 f A = Yes, ma'am.
- 2410 “If‘*vc“ﬁ“fm“eﬁ“m—du—mfﬁrmﬁﬁé&“W‘i‘t"ﬁf”lﬁﬁﬁ“ft‘o“fﬁis
25 | court today, would you still —- would it still be your
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Q- -Okay.-

testimony that Mr. Inman was not part of this crime?

A Yeah, for pérjury, yes, ma'am.

0 Okay. So he —- you're saying he did not -- he was
not there committing that crime with you?
- No, ma'am. -

I'don't have -any other questions.

Any further testimony?

| MS. CANNON: Nothing further, Your anor.

You may step down. Thank you.

Any further testimony?

MR. THOMAS: Your Honor, we'd call Mr. Prosser.

THE COURT: Mr. Prosser, please come forward.

THE CLERK: Please plaée your left hand on the Bible.
Raise your right hand. -So the stand place your left hand
on the Bible.

JOHN PROSSER, after being duly sworn,
testified as follows:

THE WITNESS: John M. Prosser, Jr.

THE COURT: Any objection to Mr. McCray being
excused?

MR. THOMAS: We were about to ask that. No objection

from -the State.

MS. CANNON: No. No objection.
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1 THE COURT: You're free to leave. Thank you.
2 DIRECT EXAMINATION:
3I BY MR. THOMAS:
4 o Good morning, Mr. Prosser.
5 A - Good morning.
6 Q " Some background information, how long have you been
7 H practicingv;aw?
8 A Running on 19 years.
9 I 0 And how many -- were you retained or appointed to
10 || Mr. Inman's case?
' 11 ” A ' Appointed.
12 Q How many meetings did you have with him?
13 A I don't know the exact number. I would say it was
14 multiple meetings. I was appointed, actuaily, early in
15 | the same year that the trial occurred because I think I
16 was hié second lawyer. I think his first was
17 I Mf. Hoffmeyer. ﬂ
18 Q ‘And so did'you ;— who filed the discovery motions in
19 | this case? . |
'20‘ A He actually filed-the original discovery motions, and
21 I think nearer to trial, we did some other motions like
22 " excﬁlpatory evidence, So forth and so on.
23 IJ'Q In terms of the response, what did you get back in
e 2 responge—to—discovery2
25 P A Well} the file was over there: Mulfiple pictures,
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statements, different things of that nature. Obviously,
we didn't get a DNA test at the time which I found to

be -~ and I mean an autopsy at the time which I found to

be interesting, and that's part of the objection.
0 So you dfdn't get the DNA or the autopsy?

I think it was -- we got -- put it like this: We got.

order” From Judge Kinard, T-belteve 64
wés going to be drawn from Mr. Iﬁmdﬂ,”énd*thatlwas
probably in the summer so a couple months before. So that:
was forthcoming, but I just found it interesting we didn't
get any results. ,

0 What kind of motions did you make regarding discovery

then before trial?

*L A Before trial, we certainly made a motion for —-- to
produce any exculpatory evidence and any other evidence
that needed to be disclosed.

Q Did you do anything specifically regarding the
autopsy and the DNA before trial -- like immediately
before trial?

: A' Yes. We tried to, in preliminary matters, discus;
that and keep that out just due to the fact that they
didn't respond, I thought, in a timely manner but anyway,
it came in SO. ..

o] Regarding the autopsy that came in, was -- what was

the —— I guess was there ever any debate about the cause
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1 of death or how the victim died?

2 A There was never any debate. 7Tt was, obviously, an

3 F unusual case in that the initial contact between the

4 alleged defendants and the victim took placevin Florence

5 County, and she di&d at some point.

6 of coursé, obviéusly, the question was where she
7 died. Was it ianlorence County or in Mariop County?

8 Some of the-testimony_sﬁggested that it was someﬁhere in

9 between, but it never really came out as to where she
10 died.
11 | - So in my mind, if it's a murder trial, the_most
12 | important thing is they have to prove the mannef of death.
13 That's why the autopsy would be important in, you know,
14 1 defending my client. |
15 Q Did you have a chance to go over, aside from the .
16 autopsy, and the DNA, did yéu have a chance to go over
17 || that with Mr. Inman?
18 A We did, before trial. It probably wasn't long before"
ié trial, but we had -- we had a pretty good léngth of time'
20 to discuss some things so...
21 Q What was his versioﬁ of events, if there was one?
22 A I have to agree.- I think he testified a minute ago
23 that he really didn't give a version of his evehts because

o 24as i The maintaimedThi s i mmocencer T —That st ——————— | -

25 ﬁg did go through whether or not he may have known
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Ko r i Wity

: A%“”*i‘aoﬁfﬁ*f%calrwiffhé“épécifiéallyfaské&’méitb'look .

some of these various witnesses. There were a.number of
witnesses who came in contact with that car during that
particular night.

So by virtue of talking about that, we obviously had

some subpoenas for various witnesses which most of the

state produced

into ahy-particular'witness‘at*ail. Just in reviewingnthe
transcript, we obviously called a Tangela Harley, I think
was her name, and she was a -- I thought an important.
witness. We would have called probably some more, but the
State called those before we did.

Q Regarding that, what was your -- what was your theory
of the case in terms of defending him in trial? |
A My theory of the case was that Anthony McCray was the
culprit; that Anthony McCray was not a credible witness
and that every witness that the State produced with the
exception of Anthony McCray or the DNA evidence -- and, of
course, the witness ﬁould be the DNA peopie, but our
theory was that the only thing éying Inman to the murder
was Anthony MéCray and his DNA. That was it.

So that's why the DNA was so important because every

- witness that testified, none of them could really tie

Mr. Inman in to the situation.
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1 Q So you had an opportunity to discuss sort of this

2 -theory-andﬁall the State's evidence with him prior to

3 trial?

4 A Certainly, certainly.

5% 0 Regarding the indicthents,\did you see any issues

6 || with the indictments?

7 A _ "I didn't. i mean, it was -- there, dbviously, was a
8 question of whether the case would be broughtAin Florence
-9 or Marion counties. I just didn't feel like that was a
10 majorvissue because  they were going to be brought one way
11 or the'other. '
12 ‘I thought just as a defense lawyer, personally, he
13 had better chanée'with a Marion County jury. So the way

| 14 it panned out -- it was a Florence County indictment, I

15 believe, if I remember right, and we tried it in Marion.
16 I'can't remember why; but that's the way'it-endedvup. It
17 was .to see benéfit, I ﬁhought, at the time.

184 Q : Was there ever any discussion about moving to quash
19§ the indibtments?' |
20 |- A No. We didn't -- we didn't -~ I didn't discuss that
21 || with him at all. I aEtUally cohsidered it, but. I just

22 felt like at the time, it ——- I didn;t think it would

23 benefit him. | E

s O wnaﬁ‘aﬁ‘ybﬁ“FﬁTﬁk—fhe Jury —— wexe;:neyﬂQQnIu$§afD¥__~;;
25 the indictments or by them in aﬁyway?
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~ some g;}egatigns_abputrthgse piciures*bf<the~walker-“

A Well, I don't know whether they were confused of not,
but you know, my whole feel of the trial kind of -- I
don't think anybody was confused, but that would cause me
to speculate so I don't know that.

0 I understand. I'm sorry. Now, Mr. :Inman has raised

o A I dO_ R S PO I R R T

0 Whgt -- what was the significance 6f'that walker?anaA
those pictures?

A I thought, personally, that the walker helped him
more than it hurt him, but it was yet another piece of
evidence that didn't ‘tie him at all to anythihg.

You know, I assume that they —- I assume that they
were trying to relate -- that .she"was at that car wasH or
whatnot, but to me it had nothing to do with Quintin
Inman. That's why we took the strafegy we ' did that that
evidence was okay for him anyway, I thought.

Q Why didn't you object to the judge leaving the bénch
to come dowg to give the judge charge?

A Again, I guess that's matter of preference, but.Judge
Russo —- I didn't -- I felt like it actually was more of

a -— I didn't feel it threatening at all to the jury. I
didn't think it diséuaded them from being fair. 1In fact,

I thought it might have contributed to them being fair. I
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1 mean, it just kind of makes the judge more personable. It
2 didh't —- didn't bother me at all.
3 0 What kind of investigation did Mr. McCray -- I'll ask
4 Mr. Inman ask you to do regarding his social or mental
5 health background?
6 A I don't recall him asking me to do that at all. That
"7 would be my answer, I guess. |
8 Q Did you have any reason to suspect he was not
9 || competént to stand trial?
10 A I did not, and of course, we obviously discussed
11 || whether or not he would testify. So I just didn't?feel
12 like that was an important issueAat the time.
13 0 Regarding your theory of the case that he didn't do
14 I it, would an insanity defense have been -- or any sort of
15  méntal competency defense, would that havé been a
16 | viability strategy?
17 || A I didn't think so.
18 Q Why did you object to thé solicitors -- I guess this
19 is what we were talking about the DNA éxpert when the
20 solicitor kept giving different examples of the
21 probability. Why did you object to that?
22 “ A I felt like it was prejudicial. They love to use —-
23 I'mean,,it's just sort of a general tactic to try to
g ERpl AN HOW ACCUr At e TNATS ITegedly s, and _lx.._was_.;u.a‘t:'_;.,w_:
25 beating a dead horse, so to speak. |
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Q So -- and it's not exactly articdulated in the
transcript, but what was the nature of your objection?
‘A That it was cumulative. I guess if you want to use a

technical term. I may not have stated it that way. I

just wanted them to stop talking about it.

Q : Did&you*Seefanythinq bbjectionableiabéutTJudge :

A T didihot:  cr ot T e s swo e

o) How many statements did Mr. McCray give prior to
trial?
A I thought he gave three. I thoughf maybe two written

and one on a CD.

“Q Do you recall if he was represented by counsel during

any of those statements?

A I dq not.

Q - Why didn't you object to the introduction of his

first statement?

A In general -- I'm trying to answer your question as
best I can. I thought his statémepts could be used
against him and that they were inconsistent, and the fact
that he had multiple statements which produced some
inconsistencies in his testimony again supported the
defense that we were saying that he did it, and that he
was the only one that was really tied to the situation.

So I don't know if I answered your question or not but...

561




562

Prosser - direct (Thomas)
41

110 Would it be a fair -- fair for me to say that you

2 thought that the introduction of his statements benefited
3 your case?

4] A I don't know. It certainly benefited the theory of

5 our defense, but' I mean, he said that Quinton Inman helped
6. him:do it, so that didn't benefit him at all, didn't
-7 benefit his situation at all. So knowing that he was

g | testifying agaiﬁst Quinton andhthat he was going to verify.
9 his statements, I assumed, I guess, that they were coming
10 in because he admitted that he made them. I intended to.
11 use his statements against him because of the
i2 inconsistencies.
13 Q What -— how many other witnesses testified to seeing

14 Mr; Inman and Mr. MéCray together that night?
15 ).\ I don't recall. I know there were multiple-
16 witnesses. Some I think who may have seen Mr. Inman in

17 the -- connected him to the situation ahd sdme who aidn't.

| 18 I can't say for sure.

19 There were multiple witnesses. .It was really an

20 unusual situation where a dead body was being ridden -

21 around in'a vehicle, and all of these ‘people came in

22 contact with it. It didn't seem to upset tﬁem_to the

23 peint of runningiand screaming, which it would have me.

.. 7 Sn*thatiﬁa4‘EIEjnmISUai:paIt:IﬂijjEiZﬁﬁﬂEﬁEﬁECi&Ii:ﬁiEﬁﬁiII::ZI:'

o5 I people did all éhese things while this.woman was being |
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ridden around in the car.

Q I guess just the final question at least regarding
his allegation specifically: Whét was Mr. Inman's
connection to Mr. McCray? How did they know each other?
A I don't remember exactly.

Did- you negotiate -- did yoiu enter into plea-

Q Whose decision was it to decline the plea?

A Well, it was Mr. Inman's. We talked about it at
length, and I don't remember.the exact offer, but it was
somewhere around what Mr. McCray got. We had plenty of
time to talk about 'it, but again, he maintained his
innocence throughout so I couldn't...

MR. THOMAS: Thank you very much, Mr. Prosser. 1If
you'll answer any questions Ms. -Cannon ﬁas.

THE COURT: Any cross—examination?

MS. CANNON: Thank you, Your Honor. Just briefly.

CROSS-EXAMINATION:
BY MS. CANNON: |
0 Mr. Prosser, corfect me if I'm wrong, but I havelhere
in my notés that you said that there was no witness but
Mr. McCray who actually implicated Mr. Inman. Is that

true? .

A That is my recollection as far as implicating him in
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the murder itself.
0 Okay. So I want to distinguish that from your
testimony that other people saw him at some point
throughout the night --
A ‘Sure-.
Q -- but no one was pointing at him?
A No.
‘T 0 'Except for Mr. McCray?
| A - That's correct.
0 And in régard to Mr. McCray's -- you know, different

statements, the recorded statement, who did he implicate
in the recorded statement? Do you recall?
A I don't recall, but I felt like he -- there was a ——

I don't recall would be the answer to the question.

Q Okay.
A I know that at times, there was some implications of
two brothers. Their names I can't tell you, but -- but —-

and I don't know if that. was in that. statement or not.
0 Tell me why that statement was not played. Was there

a discussion about why that —- it was discussed in the

" transcript, but nobody -- there's no evidence of what

it -—- of what it said?

A I can't tell you why it was not played other than I

e - did-not—feelthat Tt benefited his defense toplay-i

25 0 Okay.
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A maybe the third one, as well. ~How did you raise that .

FQ

A If it had benefited his defense, I Eertainly would
have played it for the jury. |
Q And exactly can you tell me how you used the three
statements of Mr. McCray thaf differed? We think all.

three of them. We know two of them differed but we think

A Yeah. I mean, basically, I:wanted to establish'him:
as a liar, and in effect looking back and;: of course, I
didn't even ﬁave to look back because I remembered part of

my closing argument in that case, and we tried to

basically convince the jury or -- maybe not -- well, we

-were, obviously, trying to convince a jury, but we were

trying to establish that Anthony McCray could not be
trusted and that he was the only pexson who implicated

Mr. Inman in the murder. So our analogy wasvone of sin
and all this kind of ﬁhing. It was just to kind of bring
his character. 1In eésence, Mr. Inman's defense was for me
to try Mﬁ. McCray.

0 Right.

A That was -—- that was the defense.

0 And that's what happened?

A - That's what I thought happened and I thought --
That's what you -=

It didn't turn out like we wanted, but that's what I
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1 thought we did.
.2 0 But that's what you did in the courtroom that day
3 basically?
4 A Yes.
5 0 Okay. As far as -—- you -- you said that Mr. McCray
6 didn't ask you to look into, yoﬁ know, his background and
7 that's not something -- is that something that yoﬁ
8 typicélly-do whenbyou're trying to prepare, and you want
9 to say, you know, nice things or for lack of a better word
10 excuses for, you know, why your client may have been. at a
11 particﬁlar place or WOuld even be in&olved?
12 A Obviously, it‘s important depending on the case, and
13 in this particular case, I obviously didn't think it was
14 important because of a lot of reasons. One, he wasn't
15 going to testify, and we knew that.
16 In retrospect, I'm not sure it.would have ——‘yoﬁ
17 know, I can't téil you if in the sentencing phase it would
18 have changed anything for the judge.
19| @  un-hun. | |
20 A So I guess to answer your question in a short way,
21 depends on the case. | M
22 0 Okay. That's fair enough.
23 MS. CANNON: Your Honor, -the Court's indulgence a
AL S | IS (e} {13 0 W ng
25 THE COURT: All right.
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‘State's position with regard the allegations.of failure to

investigate?

MS. CANNON: I need make sure I've covered.
(Pause).
MS. CANNON: I don't have any further gquestions, Your

Honor.

THE COURT: ® Very good. All right. What is the

'VMRt“THOMAS:}‘Your ﬁoﬁdry:I believe -Mr. ‘Prosser's
testimony was that he -- he looked at these statements
that were given. He did the best he could with the DNA
evidence.

He didn't get it until the last m;nute. I don't
think there's been any‘evidénce presented of what a
further investigation would have uncovered.

I think the.defenSe theory was that Mr. Inman:was not
there. He said he couldn't find any alibi witnesses, so
Mr. Prossef did a thorough investigation in light of the
circumstances. '

THE COURTE What do you have to say about the failure
to play a tape? |

MR. THOMAS: Your Honor, his testimony was he made a
strategic decision not to play that tapé. He didn't think
it helped his case. Looking at the substance of I think

the recorded statement, it was one of the statements that

implicated Mr. Inman as opposed to the written statement
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which was the original statement which did not mention

~ Mr. Inman at all.

"I think Mr. Prosser made a very wise decision to try
to get the written statement in. The first written
statement that did noﬁ implicate him, use that as
impeachment evidence and then show out the inconsistencies
in the second written statement. -

THE COURT: And the failure to object with regard to‘
the walker. | |

MR. THOMAS: Aéain, he testifiea that he thought
those pictures helped the case. They didn't tie Mr. Inman
to it. That wasvhis théory that Mr. Ihman wasn't there,
and he felt those pictures were helpful in proving that.
Théy at least didn't show his presence.

THE COURT: That was, again, a strategic decision to
let those in. I assume it was your position that the
objection with regard to the DNA was helpful, and it did
curtail the testihony'with'regard to the reliability of
the DNA. TIs that it?

MR. THCMAS: Are you -- Your Honor referencing --

THE CCURT: You're talking about wifh the objection
with regard -- the objectioh that he made with regard to

the DNA?

—MRPHOMAS - Yes;—Your—Honor——That—was;—i-thinks—an

appropriate objection to it, the cumulative evidence.
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~truth- the first time when they're under oath. -

THE COURT: What is the State's position with regard
to the recantation of testimony? What is the law in that
regard? |

MR. THOMAS: Your Honor, the law is that recantation

is unreliable. Witnesses are presumed to have told the

Dal M b e A
- R Ay

detrice SHoWS wé

“ Mr.  McCray pléd guilty to being there in his guilty plea’

colloquy. He admitted that he was there with Mr. Inman
and that they committed the crime.

.If you look at the transcfipt, Mr. McCray's testimony
at trial is consistent with his second statement to police
that he gave which was -- there's been no evidence
presented that that was coerced or threatened. The
testimony frem the officers at trial was they were
transporting him to DJJ, and he broke down and'deéided
that's when he was going to testify.

It was consistent with the testimony of one of the
other codefendants or witnessés that testified,
Mr. Juandale Carter, I bélieve. In that testimony,
Mr. Carter puts Mr. Inman and Mr. McCray together in the
victim's car at some time shortly after the victim would
have been murder and stuffed in the trunk -- or at least
would have been assaulted and put in the trunk wheq she .

expired is a different question, but the evidence at trial
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was fairly between Mr. McCray and M;. Juandale's testimony
that Mr. McCray and Mr. Inman were togéther in that car.
And again, Mr. Inman's presence at the scene of the crime
is consistent with the DNA evidence that was found in the
trunk of the car which was matche& to Mr. Inman.

So I -- he and I -- we had some back'ana forth. Myi
notes might not be clear, bﬁt I think the record reflects
that Mr. McCray basically got up there and said that he
hasAnothing to gain or lose by éoming:in here and telling
the testimony he gave today. So he has no fear of lying
to thé Court. | A

I would just say that it's not trustworthy that we
should rely on his prior sworn statements on two different
occasions. I would also point out, Your.Honor, that in
the clerk's records there is a -- on the sentencing sheet
on Mr. Inman, it indicates that he is-not'to be placed in
any facility with defendant Anthony McCray. I'd represent
to the Court that same languége appears on Mr. McCray's
sentencing sheets.

THE COURT: Okay.

Yes, ma'am, I'll be glad to hear anything that you'd
like to.say in summation.

MS. CANNON: Thank you, Your Honor. In regards to

the—questions—asked-of theAttormey- Genergl s 0ffice; Your——

" Honor, in regard to, ypu know, the investigation and
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. and -that! they fell below the reasonable standard,

recorded statements, we -- obviously, Mr. Prosser was
counsel during that time, and his testimony is what it is.
I can't, you know, get around that.

Certainly, I would point out to the court that it's
my client's position that those choices weren't reasonable

and

.7 .In regard td, -you know, ourfWitneSS‘and:Mfa‘Mchay,¥

\

the‘Attorney General's Office just said that the law on o

the recarnitation of testimony is that the firsﬁ statement
that was given is the statement that is correct.

The first statement that Mr. McCray gave was the
statement that someone named Balique (phonetic) was the-
éne;who commit this criﬁe: I asked him about that.in
particular of Balique.

~ In fact, he pointed out that yeah, that statement wés
the one that was not true and that was. the first --

THE-COURT: .I don't know that --- clearly, there was
some question presented in the hearing that it ﬁas
inappropriate<or it could have been construed as an error
in strategy or inappropriate to allow the statements in,
but really, the fact of the matter is they were going to
call McCray regardless.

He could hawve said whatever he wanted on the witness

stand. Obviously, if they were going to call him, it was
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1 going to be inculpatory. Once that takes place, all of
2 the statements need to come in.to show that he will say
3 anything at any time.
4 Really, wouldn't you agree that all of these issues
5 about the reliability of McCray was put before the jury?
6. I mean, that's what the trial was about.
7 MS. CANNON: Correct, I can't deny that, Judge.
8 THE COURT: And as far as any efror on his part for
.Q letting in the statements; the statements were coming in.
i0 And if he were going to testify, I think it would be
11 malpractice and ineffective assistance of counsel not to
12 talk about the prior statements. Wouldn't you agree?
13 MS. CANNON: I can't disagree, Judge.
14 THE COURT: Okay.
15 MS. CANNON; I cannot disagree. My client, you know,
16 has a different opinion, but in regard to Mr. McCray's
17 statement today -- |
18 THE COURT: Right.
L 19 MS. CANNON:A -— and how the law is on recantation of
20 statements, if it is true, that the law says that —-
21 THE COURT: "I don't think it's really -- I don't
22 think the recantation of the statements -- has recantation
23 of testimony. 1In a trial, I think that's-alwayé been, you

wi i foyeu-testify onearway s trialy randrhengen

later come back and recant it, it comes up in PCRs quite
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frequéntly.
The law 'is an uphill battle to reverse a case on
testimony. That's the law is that that's a heavy burden

to tow. I think we all can agree to that. Don't you

think?

MS. CANNON: Yes,i:sir.- I absolutely agree, but I

THE: ‘GOURT:* Right -

MS. CANNON: -—" as best I can.

THE COURT: Right.

MS. CANNON: And that's what I'm trying to do today.

THE COURT: All right.

MS. CANNON: As best I can regardless as to the
burden, but I do -- one last thing, Your Honor, if I may
correct the‘cbnfuéion —- the last question that I asked

Mr. McCray in my opinion cleared up -any confusion about

Ahim saying he didn't have anything to lose.

I didn't take his answer the way that the State took

_his answer on the stand. I believe that when I asked him,

you know, "Do you understand that you can be charged today
for lying, would you change your testimony" and he said
no.

So, you know, I'd ask the Court to consider that he
absolutely didrhave~something to lose by testifying the

way he did today, and that by his last statement, he
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1 recognized that he absolutely could be charged, but that
2 he was willing to continue on with his statement. I think
3 that —-
4 THE COURT: I think his sentence was life without the
5 possibility of parole?
6 MS. CANNON: His sentence was 25 years.
7 THE COURT: Oh yes. His was 25 years; that's
8 || correct.
9 MS. CANNON: That's correct. So he does have
10 possibly --
11 THE COURT: He could -- he would -- that could work
12 to his detriment. You're absolutely correct.
13 MS. CANNON: Correct, and I believe that he
14 recognized that to- this Court; that he understood he could
15 be charged} and that could negatively affect him. I guess
16 {| he was confused by the prior questions. |
17 THE COURT: Very good.
i8 MS. CANNON:_ At any rate, Your ‘Honor. 1I'd ;sk the
19 Court to cbnsider his testimony, and-cértainly, you. know,
20 my.client believes that he's met his burden; that he
21 should be granted his be request for Post Cénviction
22 Relief.
23 THE COURT: . All right. There's been some mention
24 about a—iqgi;lar-em—ee.-d&seme—sefngfg_ee;_'r_a—_l:b_aﬁ_tgr,;omd;o;_'
25 ;mental health background. ' Do you have any documents or




10

11

12

13

14

16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

24

25

54

any evidence to tender in that regard?

-MS. CANNON: I do not, Your Honor. Nothing was
provided to me by my client of in any discovery. I don't
know that there is anything -- there is nothing that I
have access to.

THE COURT: All right. I am = Some of

Very good.

S T M e R 2
counsel, I've kind of gone throﬁgh each one of those. T
didn't want shortchange you. |

You know, they were for failure to investigate the
issue about the tape, the walker, the autopsy, and DNA,
how that was addressed, and the fact that the judge left
the bench and failure to object. Is there anything that
you would like to-add, or do you think we pretty much
covered everything? = I didn't want to cut you off.

MS. CANNON: No, sir. >I believe we did cover all of

those issues, and most of the questions that I intended to

ask Mr. Prosser were asked by the State. N

THE COURT: Okay. . I find that kind of interesting.
You know, the allegation that the judge getting off the
bench and charging the jury from in front of the jury
would have any effect. |

It's a very interesting allegation on the Applicant's

behalf,; but really, -I would think the same thing-

" Mr. Prosser would think; that the reason why a courtroom
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I']1l address all of these iésues.

is designed like it is is the judge typically sits up
higher than anybody eise.

For that reason, it migﬁt gi?e what he says more
import, and for him to come down to the jury, I don't
think is intimidating. It sort of puts him on the same
level, .and you know, of course, Mr. Inman said that, you

know, it intimidated him to go along with what the judge

Qanted.

Of course, the judge charged the law that he has no
opinion with regard to the facts, and I believe what
Mr. Prosser said_that it was not intimidating. That's
just his practice to do that.- The only two judges I've
ever known to do that is Tommy Russo and Judge Sprott do
that. At any rate they do. They like to do it that way.

MR. THOMAS: Judge Griffith.

THE COURT: Jﬁdge Griffith probably got it from Tommy
Russo and Judge Sprott. But at any rate, they do that. T

don't -- certainly don't find to be objedtionable, but

20
21
22

23

Would anybody else like say anything else?
MR. THOMAS: Nothing else from the State, Your Honor.
MS. CANNON: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Very good. All right. Well, I'm going

25

24 umeLguepane_anwordex+fand_iLiifp;evide—ikwée—yeuwshertiyL

'Good luck to you.
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1 MS. CANNON: Thank you, Your Honor.

2 MR. THOMAS: Thank you.

3 | (Whereupon, the proceedings were concluded.)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OFEEORENCE MARIoN

Quinton Dewayne [nman, # 293283,
Applicant,

\'A

State of South Carolina,

ComietelT LR

e

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

FOR THE TWELFTH JUDICIAL CRZ)[E& M

Case Nom J‘(Eo %\ \D{

ORDER

This matter comes before the Court by way of an Application for Post=Conv1ct10n Reltef

(PCR) filed on June 17, 2011. Respondent filed a Return on or about Septernber 29 201.1 The ¢

Court convened a hearing in Florence County on ‘February 11, 2014, at wh1ch‘ gune Apphca:lxt

[y

was present in court and represented by Heather M. Cannon, Esquife. The Respondent was

represented by Joshua L. Thomas, Esquire, of the South Carolina Attorney General's Office.

BACKGROUND

Quinton Inman, Applicant, was indicted at the August 2006 term of the Marion County

Grand Jury for murder. The court appoint Shannon Prossér, Esquire to represent Inman. On

. August 6, 2006, aﬁcr a three day jury trial, Inman was convicted as charged and The Honorable

Thomas A. Russo sentenced him to life imprisonment without parole. Inman timely appealed ms

conviction,

On appeal, Inman was represented by .Toseph L. Savitz, III, Esquire.- On information and

belief, the Court of Appeals dismissed the case after appellate counsel submitted a brief pursuént

to Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967) on or around October 2011.

ISSUES PRESENTED

At his PCR hearing, Inman alleged that he is being held in custody unlawfully because of




. 9

ineffective assistance of counsel. Inman avers he was deprived effective assiotmce of counsel
for the followiog reasons:

1. Counsel failed to investigate his past; |

2. Counsel failed to play a tape recording of the statement given by a co-defendant;

3. Counsel failed to object to the introduction of photographic evidence that displayed
the victim's walker;

4. Counsel failed to effectively handle an objection to DNA testimony and failed to
discuss and handle the introduction of an autopsy report; and

5. Counsel failed to object when the trial judge stepped down from the bench and
charged the jury by standing next to the jury box.

Addiﬁonally, Inman adamantly maintained h1s innocence and introduced a witness who wished
to recant his trial testimony, which implicated Inman of the crime.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

The Sixth Amendment of the United States Constitution guarantees a defendant the right

to effective assistance of counsel. U.S. Const. amen. VI; Strickland v. Washington, 4_66 U.S.

668, 104 S.Ct. 2052, 80 L.E.2d 674 (1984); Holden v. State, 393 S.C. 565, 713 S.E.2d 611

| (2011). In a post-conviction relief actioh, _Applicanf bears the burden of proving the allegations

in their application. Butler v. State, 286'8.C. 441,334 S.E.2d 813 (1985). Where the'épplication

alleges meﬁwhve assistance of counsel as a ground for rclxef Applicant must prove that

“counsel's conouct 50 undermined the proper funcnonmg of the adversarial process that the tnal

cannot be relief upon as having product a _]l.lst resulL * Stricklan Q, 80 L.E. 2d at 692, Butler, 334

S. E2d 813

The proper measure of performance is whether the attorney provided fepresentation

w1thm the range of competence required in cnmmal cm__lhe_goutts_presume_thaucoumel_ -

rendered adequate assistance and rnade all sxguﬁcant dec1sxons in the exercise of reasonable



674. “Second, counselsv-deﬁc-lenﬁfperfonnance musthave prejudice

= 3 | 3

professional judgment: Strickland, 80 L.E:2d 674." Applicant must overcome this p'res'umpti'on'

in order to receive relief. Cherry v. State, 300 S.C. 115, 386 S.E.2d 624 (1989).
The reviewing court applies a two-pronged test in evaluating allegations of ineffective

assistance of counsel. First; the applicant must prove that counsel's performance was deficient.

Under this prong, the court measures an attorney's performance by its “rcagpna}ﬁl;ness under

professional norms.”

' “there is a reasonable probabdxty that,” but for counsel's unprofessxonal errors the result of the -

proceedmg would have been different.” m 300S. C at 117-18, 386 S.E.2d at 625

Addmonally, granting a new trial because of aﬁer-dlscovered evxdence is not favored.
State v, [rvin, 270 S.C. 539, 545, 243 S.E.Zd 195, 197-98. A recantation of testimony ordinarily
is “unreliable and should be subjected to the closest scrutiny Qﬁen offered as ground for a new
trial.” State v. Harrs, 391 S. C 539 544-45, 706 S.E.2d 526, 529 (Ct. App 2011).

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

| Apphcant Quinton I.nman testlﬁed at his PCR hearing that he met with his trial cou;lsel
Shannon Prosser, Esquire, on multiple occasions prior to trial. During these mcetmgs, Inman
and ifx‘ifé-éttorney discussed the .charg&e he faced, the elements of and pﬁtential defenses to those
charges, and develo;iéd Inman's sole' defense theory for trial—that he was not present during the
commission of the crime. | . |
Inman testified that Prosser failed to inve'ﬁtigat'e his background and social history in
preparation for trial. He testified that his attorney would have recognized some mental heailth
{ssues——dating back to 1994 or 1995—that would have aided in his defénse.' However, he did

not to elaborate on what Prosser would have discovered through an investigation nor did he seek

Cherry, 300 S.C. at 117, 386 S.E.2d at 625, citing Strickland, 80 L.E:2d

& applican such that .
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to. introduce any documents, reports,l or evidénce regarding his past; Furthermore, Prosser
testified that Inman never askéd him to. look into his background and, through all their meetings
and discussions; Prosser never doubted that Inman was competent to stand trial.

The Court also heard Inman testify that Prosser should have played a taped statement by
his co-defendant. Prosser, however, contends this statement wouid only frustrate the trial
strategy developed by Inman and himself.‘ Inman’s attomey noted that the focus at trial was to
discredit the sole witness that could;placé Inman at the scene of the crime, Anthony McCray, his
co4;ief_'enda;nt. Trial counsel testified that McCray gave several inconsistent statements ;to police .
officers in conjunction with this crime, some written others recorded. Prosser agreed that it
would be beneficial for Inman if McCray’s previous statements were introduced whereby he
could impeach the only person that placed his client at the crime scene; however, the taped

statement, while it provideds.ome credibility issues regarding McCray, imiplicated Inman in the

crime. Additionally,. Prosser believed that the several written statements McCray furnished

could accomplish the same degree of impeachment witﬁout having to introduce inculpatory
evidence of his clieﬁt.

Inman also alleged th#t Prosser was also deficient for failing to objéét_to photographic' :
evi'de.nce‘ of thg victim and her walker, which he believed, was highly ‘prejudiciél. Agam, Prosser

cited trial strategy as his reason for not objecting to this photographic evidence’s iniroduction.

Prosser contended that this phdtograph was helpful to Inman because it was another piece of |
evidence that did not tie Inman to the crime. Prosser testiﬁed that he assumed the State ‘was
trying to tie the victim to a carwash and that it did not having anything to do with his client.

In addition, Inman stated that his counsel was deficient in handling the aut0psy'r6150rt and

DNA testimony at trial. Inman alleged that Proéser failed to discuss the aut;psy feport with hjrﬁ
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prior to trial. Inman testified that P-rosser did not get the autopsy report until the day of his trial
and never discussed this evidence with him. The Court heard testimony that prior to trial Inman
was represented by another attorney who filed several discovery motion’s on Inman;s behalf.
Prosser testified that when he took over the case; Inman’s file did not include any DNAresults or

an .autopsy report. However, he testified that he specifically discussed the DNA. and autopsy

- these, motions. being denied, . Prosser- testxﬁed -that he. madé: aﬁs-‘:'dbjectifonf duringtestimony

regarding the DNA results because he believed the questiohing‘.ito ‘be cumulative. . As for the
autopsy report, Prosser stated that there was never any debate conceming how the victim died,
and the defense strategy—developed by Inman and himself—did not dispute- how the victim
died, instead it focused on the admigsion by a co-defendant to the crime and the lack of credible
eiddence placing Inman at the scené.

Inman’s final complaint on the ground of ineffective assistance of counsel is that his

attorney was deficient in failing to object when The Honorable Thomas A. Russo left the bench'

and charged the jury while standing alongside the.jury box. Inman stated that this threatened and

pressured the jury into convicting him, Judge Russo’s desired outcome. Prosser then testified -

that he did not object as a matter of preference; he believed that, if anything, it might help his:
client. |

Finally, Inman requested a new trial based on a recantation of evidence by his co:
defendant Anthony McCray. McCray, making his fourth swom statement concerning this crime,
testified that he understood a Arecantation of his trial testimony might lead a perjury charge.

When asked if he knew he would be charged with perjury, would he still testify that Inman did

report. with. Inman once he received them. : Furthermore, Prosser testified that he filed miotions in.
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not commit the crime with him, he stated “yes.” He testified that someone in his family told him
that Inman was contesting his trial and that he should contect Inman’s attorney. McCray stated

that at the time of Inman’s trial he was only sixteen, he was less conscious about his actions in

" life, and his desire to recant his testimony was voluntary. The Court also heard McCray testify

that was coerced by police into giving a statement that implicated Inman. However, the Court

‘also heard McCray state that during his plea hearing he swore to-the court that he was never

threatened or pressured, told the judge he was being truthful, swore he was telling the truth at

, Inman’s trial on five occasions, and that he believed he had nothing to lose by recanting his

testimony.
ANALYSIS

This Court has rewewed the record in ifs entlrety and has heard the testlmony and
arguments presented at the PCR hearing, This Court has further had the opportunity to observe
witnesses who testified at the hearing and to closely pass upon their credibility, weighing the
testimony accordingly. Set forth below are the relevant findings of fect and conclusions of law as
required by S.C. Cede Ann. § 17-27-80 (2003). | |

A Ineffective Assistance of Counsei

This Court finds Inman and trial counsel, Shannon Prosser—an attorney with nineteen

- years of trial expenence—-met on several occasions. prior to trial.. It was dunng these meetmgS'

that Inman and his attorney discussed at great- length the charges he faced, and the elements and

potential defenses to those charges. It appears that Inman and Prosser entered into ‘plea

negotiations with the State prior to trial but Inmari'decided‘-to:-reject all plea offers end

maintained his innocence. It also appears that Inman and Prosser collectively developed a trial

stratégy and defense theory based off the information that Inman gave to-his attomey. This



theory centered on-Inman’s claim that he was not present during the commission of the crime;
therefore, the strategy was to discredit the evidence and testimony that placed him at the scene,
the DNA results and ‘Anthony McCray’s testimony. In addition, Prosser diligenﬂ)’} sought

discovery that the State had not timely delivered. Furthérmore, Prosser and Inman discussed

potential witnesses for his trial, Inman néver gave his attorney any potential witness, and counsel

y and' the at

1. Failure to Investigate Applicant’s Background and Social History
This Court finds Inman’s allegation that Prosser was ineffective for failing to investigate

his background and social history is without merit. Failure to conduct an independent

investigation is not per se ineffective assistance of counsel when the allegation is supported only .

by mere speculation. Moorehead v. State, 329 S.C. 329, 334, 496 S.E.2d 415, 417 (1998) (citing

Kibler v. State, 267 S.C. 250, 227 S,E.2d 199 (1976)). Here, Prosser went over the charges, and

the elements and potential dcfenscs to those elements with Inman at great length pﬁor to triall It
is uncontroverted that the trail strategy and defense developed through Inman’s " pre-trial
discussions with- is attorney focused around his absence from the scene of the crime. Inman
presented no testimony regarding what further evidence trial counsel could have upcovered that
would have bolstefed his defense. On this point, this Court finds very credible trial counsel’s
testimony that Inman’s mental capacity and competency was never an issue. Thus, Man has
failed to meet his burden of proving counsel was ineffective for failing to investiéate his past.

2. Failure td'p_lay a recorded statement given by Antho.ny McCray

This Court finds Inman’s allegatidn that Prosser was ineffective for failing to play A

subpoenaed the. 6nly witness the"State ﬁdeéidéd"’hot"fd' call. Prior to trial, Prosser mads several |

585



586

1o T

reoorded'siat'ement by his co-defendant, Anthony McCray, is without merit. It is uncontroverted
that Anthony McCray furnished several conflicting, sworn statements prior to trial—two written
and one recorded. It also appears "that the recorded stafement [nman alleges his attorney should
have played at trial, implicates Inman of the crime.

" Where counsel articulates a strategy, it is measured under an objective standard of

reasonableneés. Ingle v. Stéte, 348 S.C. 467, 560 S.E.2d 401 (2002). Wh_ere‘ counsel articulates

valid reasons for employing certain strategy, such conduct will not be deemed ineffective '

assistance of counsel. Stokes v. State, 308 S.C. 546, 419 S.E.Zd-778((199.2)>; Whitehead v. State,
308 S.C. 119, 417 S.E:2d 529 (1992). As discussed above, the strategy deVeloped by Inman z;nd
Prosser was to ciiscreditv the statements given by McCray.

It appears Prosser made a strategic decision duzingb the trial to ensure evidence that
implicated his client was not introduced, even though it could further discredit McCray.' It
appears that Prosser made this decision after the conflicting written statements were already in
evidence. Furthermore, Inman simply alleges Prosser should have introduced this statérnent, but
failed to demonstrate the prejudicial effect the absence of a swom, inculé‘ator}y, recorded.‘v '
statement made by his co-defendant had ro_n his trial. Therefore, tlus Court ﬁnds' that Inman has
failed to meet his burden of provifxg vcvc-mnsel was ineffective for failing to introduce the re'cordéd

statement of his co-defendant at trial.

. 3. Failure to object to the introduction of photographic evidence
This Court finds that Inman’s allegation that Prosser was ineffective for failing to object
to certain photographic evidence is without merit. [t appears that Prosser made a valid’- Sﬁtegié |

decision to withhold any objection to a photogfaph of a walker because he felt it kept Inman -

- from being linked to the crime; a defense theory developed by Inman and Prosser pr.ior- to trial.



. | "

Therefore, this Court finds that faman has failed to meet his burdenpf proving counsel was
ineffective for failing to object to this evidence or how he was prejudiced by its introduction.
.. 4. Failure to effectively object to DNA testimony and Autopsy Rebort
This- Court finds that Inman’s allegation that Prosser was ineffgcﬁve for failing to
effectively handle objections to DNA testimony and the autopsy. report are without merit. It

| appears that Prosser filed motions;in limine seeking to.‘exélﬁde'-:b:oth_ff;‘gn;- bging discussed during

the:DNA -evidence. Also,: it:‘appears,the‘-defensé strategy, developed by [nman and 'hiS'-‘attorhey,

never sought to deny the cause of death of the victim. Instead, it appééi’s the strategy was simply

to deny that Inman was ever present during the commission of the crime. Therefore, this Court *

finds that Inman has failed to meet his burden of proving counsel was iﬁeffective in handling this
evidence.
S. Failure to object to manner-in which the judge charged the jury
~ This Court finds that Inman’s allegation that counsel was ineffective for failing to .objeci'*
to the manner in which The Honorable Thomas Russo charged the jury is witbou; ment. It
appears that Prosser made a strategic decision to refrain from- challenging how Judge Russo

- charged the jury. Furthermore, other 'than' simply alleging that this threatened and pressured the

jury into agreeing with Judge Russo’s opiﬁion on the case, Inman has failed to prbvc this .

prejudicial effect or articulate when Judge Russo ever géve an opinion concermning Inman’s caée.
Therefore, Inman has failed to meet his- burden of proving counsel was ineffective for failing to
object to the manner in which Judge Russo charged the jury. |

B. Recantation of Testimony

This Court finds that Inman’s request for a new trial based on the recantation of trial
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testimony by a co-defendant is denied. |

A new trial on after-discovered evidence 1ﬁay be ‘granted if applicant shows that the
evidence is such as would probably change the result if a new trial was had, has been discovered
since trial, could not by the exercisé of due diligence have been discovered before trial, is
material to the issue of guilt or innocence, and is not merely cumulative or impeaching. Clark v.
State, 315 S.C. 385, 434 S.E.2d 266 (1993); Hayaen v. State, 278 S.C. 610, 299 S.E.2d 854
(1983). “Recantation of testimony ordinarily is unreliable and should be subjected tb the closest

scrutiny when offered as ground for a new trial.” State v. Harris, 391 S.C. 539, 545, 796 S.E2d

526, 529 (Ct. App. 2011) (quoting State v. Porter, 269 S.C. 618, 621, 239 S.E.2d 641, 643
(1977)). | |

This Court is in the unique position to hear the testimony of all the witnesses at the PCR
hearing, observe their deméanor, and make a determination of their. credibﬂity. It appears that
Anthony McCray has given no less than six sworn statements in connection with this case and at

least three of these statements implicated Inman. It is uncontroverted that during McCray’s plea

. hearing he was swom, advised of his constitutional rights, and asked if he was. tellirig the truth. |

It is uncontroverted that during Inman’s trial, McCray was asked: repeatedly if he was telling the

truth, and each time he testified that he was truthful. -Furthermore, McCréy tgsﬁﬁed that he did

not lie at his blea hearing, only to later correct himself and. state that what he."sé.id_wa_s_‘_‘fc.;r..thé :
mﬁst part true.” This Cour( also had a chance heaf McCray’s specious arguméht that he had
“nothing to lose” and that he was a changed man, yet reﬁse to give a truthful accor.mti.ng‘of' the
events surrounding the victim’s death. |

For the foregoing reasons, this Court finds the testimény of "Anthohy McCray to be

categorically unreliable. - Additionally, this court finds that ever assuming in ﬁrguéndo, that
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McRay’s testimony at the PCR hearing was truthful, it would not change the outcome if Inman
was granted a new frial. Therefore, this Court-finds Inman has failed to meet his burden in
establishing the need for a new trial.

~ C. All Other Allegations

As to any other allegations raised in the application or at the hearing in this matter and

such allegahons pe e e e e

CONCLUSION

Based 6nv the foregoing, the Court finds and concludes that Inman has not established any
constitutional ;/iolaﬁons or deprivations that would require this Court to grant his PCR
application. Therefore, this application for post-conviction relief must be denied and dismissed
with prejudice. ‘

. The Court notes _t;p;gt_ Inman must file and serve a notice of appeal within thirty (30) days

from the receipt by counsel of written -notice of entry of judgment to secure the appropriate

appellate review. See Rule 203 SCACR Pursuant to Austin v. State, 305 S.C. 453 409 SE2d

395 (1991) an apphcant has a nght to appellate counsel s assistance in- seeking review of the
denial of post—conyl_gggn relief. RBIe-?l..l_(g), SCRCP, provides that if the applicant _-wxshes to
seek appellate review, post-conviction relief counsel must serve and file a notice of appeal on the
applicant’s behalf. "Applicant is directed to South Carolina Appellate Court Rule 243 for
appropriate procedures for appeal.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

1. The Application for Post-Conviction Relief is demed and dismissed
w1th prejudice; and

not specifically addressed in. this order, the; Court ‘finds Inman failéd to'present sufficierit
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2. The Applicant must be remanded to the custody of the Respondent.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this 7day of % , 2014.

M SQUthCarolina -

\
/
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF MARION ) :
)
) 2011-CP-33-440
| )
QUINTON D. INMAN, #298283 )
vs i ) 'AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE BY MAIL
. STATEOF SOUTH CAROLINA, o 5
Respondent.
1. Tam an employee of the Respondent in the aone-Capﬁdned"acﬁqn.
2. Regular communication by mail exists throughout the State of South Carolina and that

this is a proper circumstance of service by mail.

3. I have this day served a filed copy of the Order in the above-captioned matter on the
following person by depositing same in the United States mail, postage prepaid:

Heather M. Cannon, Esquire
1421 Third Ave.
Conway, SC 29526

DATED this 5% day of August, 2014.

Norma Bigbee, Legal Assist;
For Respondent




pockeT No. 2006-Gs-33-00203
The State of South Carolina,

C WITNESSES
-~ SPECTOR KENNY DAVIS MCSO.
Woods _ :
. County of MARION
COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS ;
: |
PROS: AUGUST TERM 2006
D/O: 09-19-2004.
THE STATE _
. . VS, |
LT ARREST WARRANT NO. m . - : ._
H604315 (1), H604319 (1); H604316 (2), _ H_ TANJULA HARLEY ~
H604317 (2), H604318 (2). i QUINTON DEWAYNE INMAN
— {  ANTHONY DEWAYNE MCCRAY
o L w _ DONNELL H~>ZOZHHHZZOZm
RSN g5 ' o
M5y g - . éOZUmhﬁ ANTHONY TIMMONS
25 & |
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ACTION OF n%»zu\acw< HEQSQBQZ for
MURDER

. AND
ACCESSORY AFTER THE FACT

— e —

jE\ _\% :\/
L)

L N%a Cr Wi

e\ Grand Jury

F E.SES

VERDICT

Foreman of Petit Jury Date:
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INDICTMENT FOR
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) _ . MURDER AND ACCESSORY AFTER THE FACT
' COUNTY OF MARION )

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on AUGU'SMT 24,2006, the Grand Jurors of MARION

- .
< .

County i)r&sbnt upon their oath:

i Coua‘y onor abmn September 19 2004, wolate Se\.tiona 16:03-0610, 0020 and 16—01-0060 of the Code,
of Laws of Southi Carolina (1976), as amended, in that they did feloniously, wilfully and with malice:
. aforethought kill one Cheryl White, by means of striking her several times about the head and/or body, and
that the said Cheryl White, did die as a proximate result thereof. .

COUNT TWO - ACCESSORY AFTER THE FACT

That TANJULA HARLEY, DONNELL LAMONT TIMMONS AND WONDELL ANTHONY
TIMMONS did in MARION County on or about September 19, 2004 and September 20, 2004 violate
Section 16-01-0055 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina (1976), as amended, in that they did render
~ assistance after the fact to felons, namely Quinton D. Inman and Anthony D. McCray, who, on or about

" September 19, 2004 committed the felony of Murder. : _

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made and provided.

/

SOLICITOR




