THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF APPEAL

THE STATE, RESPONDEND I APPELATE CASE NO. 2014-001880
V.

PAUL I. TAT, APPELLAT I CASE NO. 2013CP3901329

NOTICE FOR MODIFICATION OF THE RECORD ON APPE@ CEEVEﬁ

AND APPELANT FINAL BRIEF JuL 10 2015

Appellant, Paul I. Tat, respectfully ask the Clerck of Court to accept thé&lb)gﬂ'ﬁ 0{ Appea‘s
modifications within the Record of Appeal and Appellant Final Brief:

1. Replacing in The Record of Appeal pages 31 to 40 “ Petition for a Motion to
Reconsider Judgement” of September 3 20113 with “Petition for a Motion to Amend
Judgement” of September 3™ 2013.

Explanation: There were 2 petition submitted to Magistrate Court during the process of asking
reconsideration of judgement and subsequently appeal to the dismissal for untimely on initial
petition. The second petition, to appeal the dismissal of the first, is not in the file of the
Magistrate Court and is basically the same, however, but includes the reason for appeal, the
second petition does not make the subject of the current appeal and I would like to replace it with

the first petition to avoid confusion on the court.

2. The Appellant Brief page two to be replaced to reﬂect the changes to the Record-on

Appeal.

Dated: 07.09.2015 Respectfully submitted,
Paul 1. Tat %/ %
518 Fond Du Lac Drive

Central, SC 29630

1.864.207.3485

CC: Sussanah R. Cole, Alan Wilson



Paul |. Tat
518 Fond Du Lac Drive
Central SC 29630

July 9th, 2015

RECEIVE])

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS - CLERK

1015 Sumter Street, Columbia SC 19630 JUL 10 2015
Re: The Statev. Paul I. Tat '
®  Appeliate Case No, 2014-001880 SC Court of Appeals

Dear Mrs. Kitchings:

Appellant, Paul 1. Tat, respectfully ask the Clerck of Court to accept the following
modifications within the Record of Appeal and Appellant Final Brief:

1. Replacing in The Record of Appeal pages 31 to 40 “ Petition for a Motion to
Reconsider Judgement” of September 3™ 20113 with “Petition for a Motion to Amend
Judgement” of September 3™ 2013.

Explanation: There were 2 petition submitted to Magistrate Court during the process of asking
reconsideration of judgement and subsequently appeal to the dismissal for untimely on initial
petition. The second petition, to appeal the dismissal of the first, is not in the file of the
Magistrate Court and is basically the same, however, but includes the reason for appeal, the
second petition does not make the subject of the current appeal and I would like to replace it with

the first petition to avoid confusion on the court.

2. The Appellant Brief page two to be replaced to reflect the changes to the Record on

Appeal.

Dated: 07.09.2015 Respectfully submitted,
Paul I. Tat ?J %
518 Fond Du Lac Drive

Central, SC 29630

1.864.207.3485

CC: Sussanah R. Cole, Alan Wilson
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PETITION FOR A MOTION TO AMEND JUDGEMENT
TO THE MAGISTARTE COURT

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
PICKENS COUTY CENTRAL MAGISTRATE COURT

MAGISTRATE COURT, filled Angust 30, 2013

Panl Ioan Tat Defendant,

PETITION FOR MOTION TO AMEND JUDGEMENT

Paul Ioan Tat | CZ\[/Z/‘

518 Fond Du Lac Drive
Central, South Carolina 29630
(864) 207-3485

Defendant



A)

CERIFICATE OF PETITINIONER

Thepeﬁﬁonercerﬁﬁesﬂmihmﬁngandﬂmcasewasﬁﬂiymledbythe&ntral,
Magistrate Court on August 21, 2013

QUUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Has the Detective, JERRY LEE GARDO, committed perjury?

2. }hsﬂxel)etecﬁve, JERRY LEE GARDO, conducted the case CDV

2013A3910300068 ...investigation without prejudicing the parties involved in the
case?

3. Has the Interpreter ANGELINA SHARYY committed perjury?
4. Has the Defendant, PAUL IOAN TAT abused and mijured ANJELIKA TAT?

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On February 20, 2013, Deteolivelmy[ceGa:dobmnghﬂhisacﬁonforCDV
againstAnjeiikaTaiandanestedmeDefmxiam,PmdioanTai,aiﬂmAmMed
HospitajinAMemon,AndﬁsonCmmly,SothmﬁmTheDefaﬂaanas
chargedwiﬂaCDVandrdweﬁmnﬂ:ePiokensComﬁyJaﬂonF&nnryZl,ZﬁiB
onBaﬂBoadFemIamiozderschedzﬂedforﬁialatbyMAG{SM‘ECOURT
at Pickens County Summary Court on March 11, 2013. The Defendant pleaded
NOTGU]LTYandﬂ:cwsewasuansfenedtoCENIALSUmLARYCOURT for
August21,20130nmeanmpzeﬁedbyfhnmabkjudges.hﬁmaGﬂ}emic.
TbeDefendammesm!edhimselfandﬂ:eSTAlEmmﬁcdbyDe&cﬁve
Jerry Lee Gardo.

The PROSECUTION introduced:
3 (three) witnesses:
STEVENTACKNOR-PickmsComlyDep. Sheriff
DEBORAH WELCH - Victim Advocacy Program
ANGELINA SHARRY- AnMed Health Medical {nterpreter

3 (three) evidence documents:

#1. Anjelika Tat AnMed medical records,

#2.3 (three)pagesofconm-pﬁmcrgemmtedpicﬂnasofAnjeﬁka Tat,
#3. Angelina Sharry translation of Anjelika Tat Voluntary Statement.
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D)

E)
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The DEFENCE introduced:
1 (one) witness
JERRY LEE GARDO - Pickens County Detective

1(one) evidence documents
Pictures of Anjelika Tat prone, computer and of the Defendant injuries

The Defendant, Paul loan Tat, took the stand and sustain his innocence on abusing and
beating Angelika Tat.

The Honorable Judge S. Michel Gillespie found the Defendant GULTY OF CHARGES.
The Honorable Judge S. Michael Gillespic sentenced the Defendant to 30 days in the
County Jail with saspension if the Defendant agrees to envoll and complete twenty six
session Behavioral Changing Program within the next 6 moths.

ARGUMENT

Question No. 1. Has the Detective, JERRY LEE GARDO, committed perjury?

1.

JERRY LEE GARDO, deposition at the hearing on August 21, 2013
Witness testified that Pickens County Sheriff Office called him at about 7-7:30 AM on

February 20, 2013 and arrived at AnMed Hospital ER at about 9 AM. See: Cowrt Voice Record.

2.

MMWMW!@L&M“W&MMW“ 7:34 AM,

Witness testified he does not recall talking to the Defendant in the AnMed waiting room

on February 20, 2013. See: Court ¥oice Record

Medical Records show Detective Jerry Lee Gardo at the AnMed location specking to
Jeanette MD erdarnt at 9:20, See: Medical Recards 5, paragraph 18,
Alexander, Leigh entry.

3. Witness denied he had conversation with the Defendant about the case on March
11, 2013 at the Pickens Magistrate Court in the presence of Honorable Judge Benjamin
A. Dow, Deborah Welch and court Clerk. See: Court Voice Record,




R34

Qaestion No. 2. Has the Detective, JERRY LEE GARDO, conducted the case CDV
2013A3910300068 investigation without prejudicing the parties involved in the
case? ' : .

4. Witness testified that the Defendant asked for pictures 1o be taken of him at the
Pickens County Jail on February 21, 2013 at his release and that he used his phone to take
pictures. See: Court Voice Record.

Detective Lee Gards 21, 26013

4. Witness admitted taking pictures showing the injuries on fhe Defendant nock.
arms, legs, face and chest. See: Court Voice Record

Detective Jerry Lee Gardo sestizzony Angust 21, 2013.

5. Witness admitted withholdirg evidence and not including them into the case as f
inding for the C/CDV case 2013A3910300068, SC State vs. Paul Ioan Tat. See: Cowrt Voice
Record, '

6. . Witness stated that in his opinien the pictures he took of the Defendant, on
Febraary 21, 2013, were not impertant for the C/CDV case 2013A3910300068 of SC
State vs. Paul IoanTmmnifmsmﬁngiﬁschﬁnofDomesﬁcAh:sea@MAnjdika
Tat. See: Court Voice Record,

Detective Jerry Lee Gardo sestirmony Angwst 21, 2013.

7. “ﬁmessobjectedwtm;ﬂieDefaxseﬂiedtoinhmeaswidmpicﬂnesmkm
on the morning of February 21,2013 of the Defendant body injuries. See: Court Voice
Record. )

Detective Jerry Lee Gardo testimony August 21, 2613,

9. Wimmess testified the pictures show only scratches on face, neck, chest, both
outside of the Defendant arms. See: Cowrt Voice Record

mmuwm_a_mg Angast 21, 28013,
The Detective, Jerry Lee Gardo, stated that ke kad po inteation of taking those pictares
and were token ot Defendant reqmest ot the Pickens Cozrity Jeil, The detortive also
stated thet on Fi 2013 ke 00 the ke medica] reconds whick
- no injuries on Anj Tat neck ard chest and ke bad no pictures of the heaed
“arsild swell” recorded at 1:34 AM.

4
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Itis i were not observable aaMlZPMm wbatbe

the i on the ‘emdant Paul Ioan Tat are noi ing his

case to indict the Defendant for CDV and decided to withhold them from the Court.

10.  Witness denied having conversations with Defendant about the case on March 11
2013 at the Pickens Magistrate Court in the presence of Honorable Judge Benjamin A.
Dow, Deborah Welch and court Clerk. See: Cowrt Voice Record.

>

Question No. 3. Has the Interpreter ANGELINA SHARYY committed perjury?

ANGELINA SHARRY deposition at the hearing on August 21, 2013

11 Witness testified that, she was bom in Kiev, Ukraine in 1932, that during the
WWII she lived in Ukraine, that she left Ukraine with her family deported by German
occupation troops in 1945 and testified that in 19435 her family decided to emigrate from
Germany to Venezuela. See: Court Voice Record.

In WWII Ukraine was invaded by the German Army in June 22, 1941, fully occupied
by QM 1941 MWm Nm1943 tabe USSR Arnzy.

German mmddﬂbmalnleﬂj’ wbml]bmcmh’baute
if she for ske could bave been 11 with a 3° russian
language education.

12.  Witness testified that she is a certified russian interpreter and that she leamed
russian in Ukraine in elementary and high-school. See: Court ¥oice Record




During the Gersnan occupation of Ukraine all schools above 4 grade were closed.
However, if she left with the Germans in 1943 it is hard to assume she continued her
Russian Mu ms&ehd 03" Russian

January 1942 and also all universities were closed as well ”

13.  Witness testified that she was called first time to the case, the morning of
February 20, 2013 at about 11-12 AM and that she arrived about one hour and a half later
to the hospital. See: Cowrt Voice Record

This entry is inportant bemmedconﬂuﬁdsdeﬂleﬁmlkmﬂ MMM’ .

Tomva RN, page 6. pargraphi0, Kinsey, Jeanette MD oud Arictiks Tt Vilosy St

13. Witness testified that she translated “step by step™ as related by Anjelika Tat the
events and wrote them in the Voluntary Statement for Anjelika Tat to sign.

mmbeﬂuemsbemuﬂe&admtmght mgmmmg
the 2012 in Philippine and kome for a week every 4 weeks. The same stand for been
locked in her room without food. It is obvious thet Anjelika Tat will NOT say was
beaten every week when she stated the Defendant travels a lot. So there had to be
mistransiation or lie on the Interpreter part.

6
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Question No. 4. Has the Defendant, PAUL IAN TAT abused and injured ANJELIKA TAT?

The medtcal sbow no ewdmce cranigl i broken or joi
Dr. examination showed:

Neck: no injuries

Face: no injuries

Chest wall: no tenderness, no redness, no bruising

G1 Abdomen: no bruising
Legs: no entry because no bruises
Skin: good color. no rash, no lesions.

The size and positi the are injaries introdaced by Detective Jerry Lee Gardo as

(Prosecution Exhibit #3) shows wrist braises consistent with the Defendant statement

that ke kad to take ” see Court Voice i Tat's wrist to
ba hurting him and adtbcaznsbnu‘sesmdocamm&e
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CONCLUSION

1.

Detective Jerry Lee Gardo, committed perjury and willingly withheld relevant
information to the case.

By withholding information and evidence the Prosecution infringed the Defendant right
for equal treatment, guaranteed in the 14® Amendment to The USA Constitution.
(Brady v. Maryland, 373 USS. 83 (1963) a landmark United States Supreme Court

_ casemwlﬁchﬁaepmsecmimhadwi!hbcldﬁmnﬂmaimhmideﬁnhnmncvﬂum)

The alleged Anjelika Tat Voluntary Statement (VS) is hand written by Angelina Sharry
anddesaiheshaownaoﬁvityaﬂmhoqﬁmianddesmibesmjmiesmchestmdkgsof
Anjelika Tat not found in the medical records which precede the VS.

The previously reported facts of the incident translated by various interpreters not further
presesit in the VS and no russian translation or deposition written by Angelika Tat,
indicate there is not evidence that Anjelika Tat understood what was written in the
Voluntary Statement she signed.

There are conflicting translations on records that show no cause and evidence of abuse 10
cause injuries and do not explain the injuries on Anjelika Tat as results of been assaulted
byPanlIoanTa,ﬂwreismevidenceﬂmtmeDefaﬂanLPmﬂImTaLhasabnsedand

violated Anjelika Tat.

R fallv subrmitted

AUGUST 28,2013 _
Paui loan Tat A@-

518 Fond Du Lac Drive
Central, Scuth Carolina 29630
(864) 207-3485

Petifi



