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- The “Appellant, Willie - Jackson, - sias' convicted” of Public Disorderly Condict, wgrrait’ ="
2013A4210203538; and Trespassing, warrant 20134421 0203537; in‘a jury trial on October. 28201 d.at (Hs* -
- Spartanburg County Magistrate Court. The'»Appcll.am_appealed both of those convictions to th{éf,Coq’}’, This

- Court conducted a hearing on Tuesday, January 20, 2015. This Court heard this appeal simultaneoust with

the appeal of Annie Jackson v. State of South Carolina because both appeals involved the same facts and very
similar issues. o ) L ’ ) .

FACTS/PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Officér Bryan Shaw of the Spartanburg Police Department was dispatched to a business calied Shoe -~
Show at 550 South. Church-Street In- Spartariburg. The-store clerk, Ms. Janice Littlejohn, réported to,police. .

that the Appellant and his daughter, Annie Jackson, were trying to compel her 1o refund Ms, Jackson’s money
for a previous purchase. Ms. Littlejohn said she could not refund the money.

.. stopped trying to assault him. Police ultimately arrestéd both the Appellant and Ms. Jackson. -

Ms. Jackson testified that she wanted a refund for shoes she purchased from Shoe Show. Ms. |
Jackson testified that neither she nor the Appellan; acted’in a d_is_’orde_rly manner. ' ‘
ANALYSIS
- The Appella_rit’s Exp_laha(ion of A’pbeal states that he “‘appeals-from the court’s denial of a Directed

- VerdictMotion ofaquittal (ic) based on:the State’s failure to establish the. authority-and jurisdiction of the . T
' Officer and:fuither the absefice of evidence the. défenda placed.on - v Trta

7 amesting Spartanburg Public-Safery
L -trespass notice!”. < T
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sufficient evidence is presented. - [

& “The Appellants. atiomeyargued.that the  Ma
" Appellant’s motions for Directed"Vé;r'dict'du_rihg the lower. court trial, - T

L Disordely Co‘ndgcl’q arge or the Trespassing charge. The Appellant stated there was no testimony during'the - -
- lower court trial expressiy stating that the evenis testified about took place in the city limits of Spartanburg. -~

(Lot First; the Appellant argued that the Respondent failed to establish jurisdiction as to-either. the Public

- "Bt iie Appellant and Respondent both agreé that ihiere wastes
-underlying the case ook ‘place: in-“Spartanburg "= The_witne
worked.at:Shoe Show? located: at 550 South.Church Strcer v

-, . "The:Respondent-argued-that.in pro ng junsdiction: it:is niot necessary-that, ur which' th
crimi ‘was .committed-be proved affirmatively if there is sufficient evidence- from whichit can be infeired,’
-citing State v, Williams, 321 S.C. 327, 333,468 S.E. 2d 626, 630 (] 996). The Respondent’s position is that i
.- similarly, the city in‘whicha crime was committed 'hfcedZqc_)tf'be',prb\?cﬁ35fﬁﬁﬁa’ti\iély butcan be inferred if- .-

e ~ -

C e—

S " Next, thé Appellant argued that the trial court should have granted its motion for direciéd vepdlct as; "
to the trespassing charge. The Appeliant argued that the Respondent ]

''''' did not present evidence th¢_Resperden”

‘trespassed from the-store; But the Resporident argued that the record does contain some evidence:from which” . . . .

a jury could find that the Appellant was ordered or requested to leave and failed to do so, AN o

. The'record shows that the Appelfant’s daughter, Annie Jackson, was told to léave the store and failed’
to do so. There was testimony that the Appellant was acting along with his daughter, Annie Jackson, in
atiempting to compel the store clerk to refund his daughter's money, which led to police being summoned. :
There was testimony that the Appellant waspresent with his daughter while Ms. Jackson was told to leave = - - -
the store. Officer Shaw testified that whilé he was trying to arrest Ms. Jackson, the Appellant assaulted him.

Ms. Littlejohn, the cierk,, testified at the trial that the.officer.asked the Appél!an,t’s‘_daugh,l_ér to leave

“multiple times. Ms. Littlejohn testified that neither the Appeilant nor his daughter would leave the store. Ms.
Littlejohn’s testimony implies that the Appellant was also told 10 leave the store and failed to'do so.

- In reviewing a motion for directed verdict, .the trial judge s -concerned ‘with {

- 15 concy he existence of the -
evidence, not its weight. Srate v. Walker; 349.5.C. 49, 53: 362 S:E.2d 313, 315 (2002). On dppeal from the
denial of a directed verdict, an appellate court must review the motion in the light most favorable to the State.
. State v. Bailey, 368 S.C. 39,-44, 626 S.E:2d -898, 901 (2006). If there is any direct evidence or: substantial . .-
© - circumstantial e\_/idence'reas’ona'bly‘Iéndihg-io_fpro‘_v,e the guilt of thé ‘aécused, an appellate court must find the
.. case was properly submitted to the jury. Stare v. Lollis, 343 S.C. 580, 584, 541 S.E. 2d 254, 256 (2001).

The Appellant’s first motion-for d-iréc‘led-ve'_rdict rélat_ed"tio'wht_:the'r‘ the Respondent proved
jurisdiction. The Appellant’s second motion for directed verdict concerned whether the Appellant was

placed on “trespass notice.” This Court finds there was sufficient.evidence to support the Magistrate's

‘. decision to, deny _the.Appel_l‘ah_l_’s_,‘mo@ions for di(écrgd_.Vetdigg and submit the case to the jury:

B3

istrateCommited “errors -of -law by: deniying the " L x L




. #1+. “The Court finds that the Magistr
: '-"'_'-_fo:r.difejctcc:i'i(é(dict.'~~»:. el T

 The verdict of the rial courtis AFFIRMED, -
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R LT FORMA .
' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA - - .
- COUNTY'OF SPARTANBURG: - Cul i
IN THE COURT OF' COMMONPLEAS Sl e
Wllhe Jackson Lo R ‘State . .

JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE 8 N
CASENUMBER 2014cp4204713_: :

e T DEFENDANT(S).~“‘ T
Attomey for D Platntlff" fendant-~

PLAINTIFF(S) .

&DECISION BY-THE-COU This-action- cameto rial or

decision rendered ) see PageZ for‘additional’ mform ofy, L SR : R S

ACTION D]SMISSED (CHECK REASON) D Rule lZ(b) SCRCP D Rule4l(a) SCRCP (Vol NOﬂSUll) .

DRu|e43(k), SCRCP(Settled) DOther o T TR T A
[] 'ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REAsom [ Rule 406), SCRCP [j Bankruptcy, LR ‘

[ Binding arbitration, subject 1o Tight to. restore o conﬁnn vacate or” D Other: - .

-modify arbitration award; . . . .. .
(ﬂ DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUlT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):

ﬂAfﬁrmed 0 Reversed, D Remanded D Other;
NOTE: ATTORNFY'S ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT TRIBUNAL OR ADM[N]STRAT[VE AGENCY Ol‘ THE - :

- ...CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN.THIS APPEAL.. :
T IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: I:] See attached order: (formal order 1o follow) [ Statemcnt of Judgmeni by the Court:
ORDER INFORMATION . .

This order g\ends ] does not end the case. -
Additional Information for the Clerk:

120 1
EZH 8102
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""" TR ,.lNFORMATION FORTHE JUDGMENT INDEX . I“ - .
personal. property or if any amount shewd be-enrolled.: 1

Complete this section below when the' Judgment affects title to real or

-

~. oL

there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below. S
Judgment in Favorof = . | Judgment Against T Jt_:dgmentAmouncTo be:mI rolled
~(Listname(s) below): - - - - | . - -i(List name(s)- below) o - (List 8mOUnEﬁ) belw

_ r
. ..._\/_..:...E. - s e e e e

The Judgment tnformatlon above has been provided by the _submitting party. . Dtsputes concerning the amounts contained
in_this form may be addressed by way of. motion -pursuant to the SC Rulés of Civil Procedure.. Amounts to be computed
such as interest or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted 1o the judge

may be provided to- the clerk Note Title abstractors and researche

e 4_judgment detarls T

rs should refer to the ofﬁcxal court order for

s
S e . Judge Code_- C
- F‘or'Clerk"of'Co_urt Otficc Use Only.




Thi 'udgrﬁent was entered on é oNanuafyZ IS and a copy malled ﬁrst class or placed in the approprlate attomey s b0x on .
' & 'of 2015 to att ys ofrecord or to pames (when appearmg pro. se) as follows ' o L LT
. Barry Joe Barnette Spartanburg Cnty Counhouse l80

Thomas Barksdale Cable PO Box 26
- 29304-2685 .. . Lo Magnol)a St Spartanburg, SC 29306
_,‘ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) T S AT_TORNEY(S)._EOR THE DE-FEN_DAN_T('S)_

85 Spartanburg, SC
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