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@E @EEVE®

AND APPELANT FINAL BRIEF JUL 102015

Appellant, Paul I. Tat, respectfully ask the Clerck of Court to accept thé%lebvcfﬁ Of 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 reﬁect the changes to the Record on
Appeal.

Dated: 07.09.2015 Respectfully submitted,

Paul I. 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 State v. Paul I. Tat
®  Appellate 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 :/L_UM// %
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

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
PICKENS COUTY CENTRAL MAGISTRATE COURT

APPEAL TO CENTRAL
MAGISTRATE COURT
HONORABLE JUDGE

S. MICHAEL GILLESPIE

MAGISTRATE COURT, filled Angust 30, 2013

Paul Joan Tat Defendant,

PETITION FOR MOTION TO AMEND JUDGEMENT

Paul foan Tat W

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

Defendant
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CERIFICATE OF PETITINIONER

]hepcﬁﬁoneroexﬁﬁesﬂmhmdngammecasewasﬁmynﬂedbyme%mral,
Magistrate Court on August 21, 2013

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

2. HasﬂmeDetedivc, JERRY LEE GARDO, conducted the case CDV

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

3. HasﬂaelniapreterANGELINASHARYYoommiﬁedpeg’my?
4. Has the Defendant, PAULIOAND\TahmdandinjmedAN]ELH(ATAT?

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

OnFebmazy20,2013,DamﬁveJenyLeeGaxdobmuginﬂﬁswdmfchDV
againstAnjeiikaTaiandamsted!thefaﬁanLPmﬁloanTai,aiﬂmAmMed
HospitaiinAmkrson,AMmCmmly,SmﬂhCmoihnTthefaMwas

A chargedwithCDVandrel&seﬁmnthePickensCoamyJaﬂ(mFebmary 21,2013
onBaﬂBondFermIamiozdersclmdaﬂedfoﬁriaiatbyMAGISTRATECOURT
at Pickens County Sumnmary Court on March 11, 2013. The Defendant pleaded
NOT GUILTY and the case was transferred to CENTAL SUMMARY COURT for
AugustZl,ZOBonﬂ;caxntpzesMbyHmakaudgeS.NﬁMGﬁﬂe@ie.
The‘Defendammsanedhimsdfandﬂ;eSTKIEwasmnedbyDetwﬁve
Jerry Lee Gardo.

A) The PROSECUTION introduced:
3 (three) witnesses:
STEVEN'D&CKNOR-PickensCmminep. Sheriff
DEBORAH WELCH - Victim Advocacy Program
ANGELINA SHARRY- AnMed Health Medical Interpreter

3 (three) evidence documents:

#1. Anjelika Tat AnMed medical records,

#2.3 (&ree)pagesofoomputa-ﬁimergamtcdpiamesofAnjelika Tat,
#3. Angelina Sharry translation of Anjelika Tat Voluntary Statement.

B) TthEFENDANTaskedﬂleCmmforoonﬁmnﬂonofﬂmmsemhavcﬁmetome
ﬂzcmsponseforﬂ;eevidezmeammimm&wedbymePROSECUHON.
The request was denied. ‘
2
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O 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

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

E) 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 suspension if the Defendant agrees $o 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?

JERRY LEE GARDO. deposition at the hearing on August 21. 2013

1. 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

MMWMW!WL&M“MA&B&JW« 7:34 AM.
See: Medical Rec yo

2. WMesstesﬁﬁedhcdoesmotremﬁmikingmﬂmDefendammmeAnMedwajﬁngmom
on February 20, 2013. See: Cowrt Voice Record.

Medical Records show Detective Jerry Lee Gardo at the AnMed location specking to
Jeanette MD endant at 9:20, See: Medical Records 5. paragraph 16,

11, 2013 at the Pickens Magistrate Court in the presence of Honorable Judge Benjamin
A. Dow, Deborah Welch and court Clerk. See: Cowrt Yoice Record




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 to 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, 2013

arms, legs, face and chest. See: Court Voice Record

Detective Lee Gardo 21, 2913.

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

6. . Witness stated that in his opinion the pictres he took of the Deferdant, on
Febraary 21, 2013, were not impertant for the C/CDV case 2013A3910300068 of SC
State vs. Panl IoanTatandforsa@mﬁnghisoiaﬁnofDomes&cAbmeagainstAnjdika
Tat. See: Court Voice Record.

Detective Jerry Lee Gards sestimony Angust 21, 2013.

7. WﬁnesobjededwlmﬂxeDcfmseﬁcdtoinﬁodmeasevidmepicﬂaestakm
on the moming of February 21,:2013 of the Defendant body injuries. See: Court Voice
Record o

Yoice Record

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

R34
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-

Ag&lzkaTaf@M neck chest )
Bumewdﬂaﬁemwmdmm 7.33andl2:45mlt

the injuries on the Defendant Pasl loan Tat are not ino his
m@W@MM{w@VWmemmm&m

10. Witness denied having conversations with Defendant aboat 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

2

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

ANGELINA SHARRY deposition at the hearing on August, 21, 2013

11. Wlumssmmiﬁedmai,si:cwasbommKiev,{Jhaineml9BLﬂmtdudngﬂze
WWII she lived in Ukraine, that she left Ukraine with her family deported by German

occupation troops in 1945 and testified that in 1945 her family decided to emigrate from
Germany to Venezuela. See: Court Voice Record

In WWII Ukraine mmgm German Army in Jane 22, 1941, fully occupied

Gamn@mmddmelnleﬁiﬂanmmMﬂ
U if she or ske could bave been 11 with a 32 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 Voice Record




During the Gersnan occupation of Ukraine all schools above 4* grade were closed.
Howevey, if she left with the Germans in 1943 it is hard to assusse she continued her
Russian dm:a sosbe 63“' Reussian

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 s i bmnsedwnﬂudicﬁdwﬂlﬁmlkmd and rises 4

Torva RN page 6 aoh 10, Kinse Joanette MD ond etiks Tt Vet Statement,

13. Wiuwsstcs!iﬁd'ﬂmﬁaenanslated“aepbyst@”asmlaiedbyAnjeﬁkaTat the
events and wrote them in the Voluntary Statement for Anjelika Tat to sign.

mnmbehwmshewﬁe&mmwau mgmmmgz
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 Anj Tat will NOT say was
beaten every week whenm she stated the Defendant travels a lot. So there kad to be
miistransiation 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 medtml sbow no m cranial i broken or joi
Dr. examination showed:
Neck: no injuries
Face: no injuries
wall: no t r S, 710

Gl Abdomen: no bruising

Skin: good color, no rash,_no lesions.

See Kmsey Jeane!te MD Mea&ca] Recordspage 7 and 8, andLab andRadialogy report page 3 and 4:

The size and position of the aren injuries introdaced by Detective Jerry Lee Gardp as
(Prosecution Fxhibit #3) shows wrist braises consistent with the Defendant statement
that ke had to take hold, (“grab” see Court Voice Record) of Anjefika Tat's wrist to
het Aurting him and and the arms braises not documented in the
exhibits as resaited the Defendant ing hold of her arms o lift her the
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CONCLUSION

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

2. By withholding infonnaﬁonandevidameﬂ;e?mseaﬂioninﬁjngedﬂxmfemiamﬂgm
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
_ casehwhichﬂaemosemﬂionhadwi!hb&!dﬁomﬂmcﬁmhnideﬁnhﬂoeﬂajnwkhm)

3. IhedlegedAnjdikaTaiVohmtaryStataanS)ishanﬂwrﬁtmbyAngeﬁmSinny
mddem’beshaomaoﬁvity&ﬂ&hoqﬁﬁlmﬂdcsaibesinjmiesmcheﬁmdlegsof
Anjelika Tat not found in the medical records which precede the VS.

4, mmmmymw&asofmmmwmmmrmmm
presmﬁnﬂxVSandnomssianumsMonordeposiﬁonwﬁﬁcnbyAngeﬁkaTai,
indicate there is rot evidenoce that Anjelika Tat understood what was written in the
Voluntary Statement she signed.

5. There are conflicting translations on records that show no cause and evidence of abuse to
cause injuries and do not explain the injuries on Anjelika Tat as results of been assaulted
byPanlIomTaLﬂwreisnoevi@eeﬂmtﬁeDefemian;PmﬂlmTaLhasahusedand
violated Anjelika Tat.

AUGUST 28, 2013
Pani Ioan Tat A,@‘

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

Petits



