STATE OF SOUTHfCAR,OLE\?A ' -~ INTHE GENERAL SESSIONS COURT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON - NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, | I\‘DICTME\IT Nos. 2015-GS+10-2684;

L AT L E R R R LT

RHAJON AKEEM ‘S A*NDER‘S) , , DEF EI\DANT’S JURY CH ARGE
A NU\TBER 1

Defendah_t.

The State has'the burden of proving the defendant guﬂtv beyond a reasonable doubt. The
State 1s required to prove.cvery €lement of th'e charged 'o'ff§ﬁ$§ by e@_idénce which satisfies the
jury of the guilt of the defendaht' beyond a reasonable doubt. The de'feﬁdant is not requiyed to
prove his innocedc;é. The:bmdan of proof ;always remain uponthe :Staté of I,S"_outh Carolina fo
prove guilt beyond a feas_o_nablg:..dbubt.

~ What is reasonable doubt-in the law? A reasonable doubt is the '_kind:.of doubt that would

causc a reasonable person to hesitate to act. The term “reasonable doubt’ should be given its plan

and ordinary meaning. The State has the burden of proy’ingjtheﬁ'defénaént.’_guil'ty-bcyond a

reasohable doubt. Some of Vdu»h‘aye served as jurors in é'ivi'l.cases"i’whér‘e you were told that it is

only necessary to prove the fact that 1s more likely than not qudl as by the' greatu weight or

preponderance of the ewdence In criminal cases, the State s proof must be more powerful than

that. Tt-must be beyond a reasonable doubt. P_.roof’b_ey_on_d-a;reasgnab]e doubt is proof'that leaves

you firmly convinced of the defendant’s guilt.

There aré very:few things in this world that we know with absolute certainty. In criminal

-cases; the law does not requiré proof that overcomes every possible doubt. The law does not

require that. If, based on your consideration of the evidence, you are firmly convinced that the
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defendant is guilty of the crime charged, you must find him guilt. [f on'thé other hand you
- conclude there is areal possibility that he is not guilty, you ihust give the defendant the benefit.

.of the doubt and find the defendant not guilty. Ralph Kin_g_And_erson-, Jr., South Carolina

Requests to Charge - Criminal, 2007, §1-5 Reasoriable Doubt
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ' IN THE GENERAL SESSIONS COURT
. COUNTY OF CHARLESTON - NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

. _ INDICTMENT Nos. 2015-GS-10-2684;
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, _
’ 2015-GS-10-2685; 2016-GS-10-3318
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. 'DEFENDANT’S JURY CHARGE
RHAJON AKEEM SANDERS, . ' NUMBER 2

Defendant.

The defendant is presumed to be innocent unless -and-iintil the State has established guilt
beyond a reasonable.doubt. It is a vital, important rule of the law that the.defendant in a criminal
trial, no matter how grave or serious may be the offense with which he is charged, must always

be presumed inﬁqc_ent} unless and until his guilt has been pr_ovéh bevond a reasonable doubt. A

person charged ‘Wi‘th commlmnga crime offense in South Carolina is never required to prove
himself innocent.

‘This presumption ;f innocence is:legal proof of inhocence. This pres_umptio'n of
irmoce_ﬁce remaing Wi‘th the defendant at all times from the nuéni’éﬁt of his arrest, throughout the
trial pr@ceedii.lg,and goes inte..yc_ur Jjury room and remzﬁns’ with;.;H_e‘}.d_efandant even then dniess
and until you, 'th.e jﬁry,.reac_fl a verdict of guilt based on e\rid_{mce whmh the State has presented
sétisfying you of the d_e_:‘fendant’s guilt beyond a réasonabl,gdo@;l_.)t;,}‘ialph King Anderson, Jr.,

South Carolina Requests 0 Charge - Criminal, 2007, §1-6 ;Pfeéliin;.‘)tijon of Innocence.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE;GENERAL SESSIONS COURT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON NINTH.J UDI'CIAL.CIRCI_HT
INDICTMENT Nos, 2015-GS-10-2684;
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DEFENDANT S JURY CHARGE .
RHAJON AKEEM SANDERS, ~ NUMBER3
Defendant.

There are two 'types of evidence which are generally -pfesented durmc7 a‘trial- direct.

or claims to have actual -,kno_wl:cdge of a fact, such as an 'ey'e;witne‘s,s-.

Circu'mstantial evidence is proof of a chain of facts, and ci_lreum’ls(t'ancesf indicating the
existence of a fact. The law makes absolutely no di.stincltion,bém-'een::the‘ 'wéight of value to bé
given to either direct or circumstantial evidence. Norisa. greeifé:gr_ﬁegre_é of certainty required of
circumstantial evidence than of direct Qvidence. \‘

You should weigh all the evidence in the case. .A;ﬁer--wgighing-al_l the evidence; if you are
not convinced of the guilt of the defendant bevond a reasonable doubt, you must find the

defcndcmt not gulltv Ralph King Anderson, Jr., South Camlma 'Requests to Charge - Criminal,

2007, § 1-8 Direct and Circunistantial Evidence Charge.
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RHAJON AKEEM SANDERS, - *NUMBER4

Defendant.

What does .cr_’iminél inteﬁt mean in the -law?iCri:.xfliinal mtentls a state of mind which
operates: joinﬂy inth an a»ctor-'qmi‘s_‘sibﬁ i}l.‘l the ch.nmis‘sion._'of a cri;r'n’é. Cﬁ’minal intent is a mental
state of conscious wron gfd'oi'n g. Criminal intent includes those éohs‘aqpen’ces which (a) represent
tile very purpose for which an act is done; or (b) are knbwn. to be sﬁbstantiall‘_y certain to result,
regardless of one’s desire: Intent may be shown by acts and é(_mducf of‘the defendant and othiér
circumstances form which youinay'naturally and reasonab?l:y-infer' intent. Criminal intent must be

proven by the State beyond a reasonable-doiibt. R',al.ph King Anders_on',;lr., South Carolina

Requests to Charge - Criminal, 2007, § 1-11 Criminal Intent: Definition Direct.
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DEFENDANT’S JURY CHARGE
 RHAJON AKEEM SANDERS; . - NUMBERS

Defendant.

 When a p‘erson»is charggd with a»crim‘e, the _iaw permits the pr,oqfoﬁ_‘his- good character
and reputation, Beca‘us,e undeér spine circ{n'nstances,_:a person might be enti ﬁ"ed to,:'av verdict of not
‘guﬁty, in taking into consideration his good character and reputation, when without it, a verdict
of guilty might be at;thorized‘ Evideﬁce of goqd character and good reputation may in and of
-itself create a doubt as to guilt and should be consfdered by the jury, along with ‘all other
evidence, in determining the guilt or innocence of the defendant. The weight vou give to that
testimony, like all othér testimony in the case; is for you to determine anid decide, in your good
judgment.

Evidence of the defendant’s good reputation for peace and good order is strongly

persuasive of his good character in that respect, and is offered for the \z¢fy purpose stated by the
circuit judge, to show the improbability that the defendant would have 'comx.nitted or did commit

the crime charged. Stale v. Harrison, 343 S.C. 165, 170, 539 Sie2d 71, 73 (Ct. App. 2000)..
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DEFENDANT’S JURY CHARGE
‘Defendant. NUMBER 6

An attempt is.an dct done in part execution of a design t6 commit a crime.

There must be-an__ihtent*that; the act shall be committed, and an-act done, not in full

execution, but in pursuance. of the intent. An attempt is distinguished from preparation to-commit

it, and also from the intent to coramit. The law does not punish-the mere entertainment of a

¢riminal intent. To bring the law into-action, it is necessary that éome act-should'be done i
pursuance of the intent, immediately and directly tending té the comnlisgsiOn of the crime—an act
which, should the crime be perpetrated, would constitute part andparcel of the traﬁsacti(m, but
which does not reach to the accojn_pliéhment of the origingil interit, because it is prévented, or

voluntarily abandoned.

In order to: constitute an attempt to commit a crime, it is essential that, coupled with the
intent to commit the offense, there be some overt act, beyond.mere preparation, in furtherance of

the intent, and there »m:u_strb_‘ef an actual or present ability to complete:the crime.

Attempt crimes are generally ones of specific intent such that the act constituting the attempt

must be done with the intent to commit that particular crime. In the context of an attempt crime,

© specific intent means. that the defendant conscicusly intended the completion of acts comprising
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the choate offense. In other words, the completion of such acts is the déféhdam."sp‘ufpdse.

Additionally, the State must prove the defendant’s spcciﬁ_d intent was accompanied by some -

overt act, beyond mere preparation; in furtherance of the intent, and there must be an actual'or

it 2 r--'-}present;ability.-i_o.ccmplet;esth{::;c:ime;:ﬁle-szzapaf;iti@n;-eon‘_si‘sts:‘i_s:;dév_i_sing:orﬂ'arrangin Zthe M GanSwm s
or measures necessary forthe cornmission-of the crime: The attempt or overt actis the direct -

- movement toward the commission, after the preparations are made.

Intent is an essential requifement,of attempt. What is'criminal intent in the law? ‘Criminal
intent is a state of mmd Mli(:h’ operates jointly with an act or omission in the commission of a
crime. Criminal intent is.a mental state of conscious wrongdoing: Criminal intent includes those
CONSequences wh‘i_c_lj:'(a) r','t-:present”thé._véry purpose for Whic'hva_r_i. act is done; or-(b) afe kno}}*h to
be substantially ce.rtain' to result, reg_ard}ess_,of oﬁe’s’ 'desi,re.','I'_r'ltent; may be shown by acts: and :
conduct of the defendant and other circumstances from v&ﬁic}i y‘oli may naturally and reasonably
infer intent. Criminal inténtmust;bc proven by the State beyond a reasonable doubt. Ralph King

Anderson, Jr., South Carolina Requests to Charge - Cririnal, 2007, § 2-69 Attemipt.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA .~ INTHE ‘GENERAL“SESSIONS COURT
COUNTY OF CH_ARLESToN , . NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
INDICTMENT Nos. 2015-GS-10-2685;

STATE OF SOUTH.CAROLINA, s
- : 2016-GS-10-2684; 2016-GS-10-3318

vS.
RHAJON AKEEM SANDERS, - DEFENDANT’S,JURY CHARGE

- _ NUMBER 7
Defendant. o

The de_fendamt'-i'n;thi's case is charged with assault and b:a_ttay?; ofa high and aggravated
nature. What 1s assault and b.attery of a high and:aggravated nature?: |

An assault in an ﬁnl:awﬁﬂ. attempt or offer to commit a viol,er)_:t’ in’j’vu,r'y‘upon athhef
persén, coupled with the present ability to complete the attempt or offerby a battery. Assault
has been defined as pl;ic:ing another in apprehension of harm. 'Whil'gz_:\yp_rdsalohe'do not
constitute an a$saul‘t, if by words and conduct a person in_ten'ti,é_r':l_a},ly creates a reasonable ' .
apprehension 0-1;. b(‘)dﬂy Ha‘rd,,it.is an assault. An assault is an éttezhpt to a’(;i:’-violénce td thc
person of another in a I.’-l_ld_e.-; angry, or resentful manner. An assault .i:s_'ﬂ?jng i'.ﬁténtional Cf_eat-ion of
fear of immediate bodily harm.

A battcr}/' iS"t'h:C_':_tlSC;Qf forcca gainst an‘o:tﬁer,' res_’i;l’ting 1<n harmful of}.offe;pé,ive eQ@tgct. It
is the assault brc>‘ugh1:-'t'p:cc>mpleﬁ on.. Albatt_.ery_is the unlawful toﬁfchiﬂggr; striking;of apo{her by
aggreéssor himself’o.r'by;any substance put in motion by him, done mth inténﬁ"on of bringing
about a harmful or of{‘éﬂsive contact \;}rhiéh is not legally consented to ;.;;"t:;iy»,th.e-other, and not
otherwise privileged. It is sometimes défined as any injury dqne to the-j:j‘efson of 'anot?xc;r ina.

’

rude; insolent, or revengeful way.
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Assault and battery of a high and aggravated nature is-an unlawful act of violent
_ injury to anofher accompanied by circumstances of aggravation. Circumstances of aggtavation
is an ele‘jmen‘(:of assault and battery of a high and‘ a,gg‘rava[ted‘nature; The State must 'prove‘ a

circumstance of a aggra\ ation. Examples of circumstances of aggravanon include the useof a
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deadly weapon, the intent to commit a felony, infliction of s‘erious.-'b_,odil'y injury, great.disparity

in-fhe ages or physical condi_t_iog_s of the parties, a difference in gend’ér, taking in_d__eéent liberties

or familiarities with a fem‘al_e,.pu_rpos'eful infliction .of shame_ and dx%graCe and resistance to

lawful authority. Any of these circumstances of aggr,avati‘o‘n_'xr'l'ayi be éénsidered by the jury. .
Ralph King Anderson, Jr., South Carolina Requests to Chargc Cnmmcd, 2007, §2-19 Assault

and Battery of a High and Aggravated ‘Nature
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA TN THE GENERAL SESSIONS COURT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON | NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

INDICTMENT Nos. 2015-GS-10-2685;
" STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, - - L
2016-GS-10-2684; 2016-GS-10-3318
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. o DEFENDAN

| S JURY CHARGE
RHAJON AKEEM SANDERS, 3

Defendant.

éelf—Defense..is a cdmp}‘ete Defense. If established, you must ﬁn:c}:gthe.:Defem.dant not
guilty. |

There are four elements;r_equired by law to establish self-defense. First, the Defendant
must be without fault in brining on the difficulty. Second the: dcfengiég;t _rpust‘have been in actual
imminent-danger of l'osinéz-his life or sustaining serious bodilyinjury, 'df.hé'naust"ha\:e actually
believed he was in immiﬁent danger of losing his lifebr‘ sustgfhjpgﬂ.i=Seric;us bodily injury. Third,
if his defense is baéed'gpon.belief of imminent. daﬁger, a reaso_na'f:l.y p%udentpersoﬁ of ordinary
firmness and courage =w_ou‘ld have entertained the same belief. If the Defendant actually was in
i‘mminent?'da‘n ger, thén 'lthe circumstances were such as 'w0u1d7 warrant a'person.of érdinary
;;rudence, firmness, and courage to [strike the fatal blow] [shoot the fatal Asi‘}vu.;t.s}iin order to save
himself from serious bodily harm or losing his own life. Fourth, the Defendant had no other
probable means of avoiding the danger of losing his own h'fg or sﬁstéiﬁihé serious quily injury
than to act as he did‘in this particular instance._. Thése are thé'f-él'ﬁféents of self-defense.

A Defendant, in a sélli.”—r defense case has the right to: act-on a_ppearance_s, A defendant
must have believed he was in imminent danger; not that he was actually in such danger, because

he had the right to act on appearances, and undet the circumstances as they appeared to him, he
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believed he was in such danger and a reasonable, prudent man of ordinary firmness and courage
would have entertained the sane belief.
Words accoinpaniéd by hostile acts, may, depending-on the circumstances, establish a

plea self- defense.
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Self- defense is not available to one who uses languages so :Ofip?ébrious tha_tra-, reasonable
“person would expect‘ it to bring on a physical encounter, and which did actually contribute to
bring it on.

If Defendaﬁt,is. justified in ﬁﬁi}g the first shot, the Defendant is justified in the c’ontiﬁ‘uing
to shoot until it is apparent that the danger to his life and body hasCéased'. Ordinanily, a
defendant is not jus(tiﬁcd]in shooting or employing.a dgadly:weapépi_aﬁer;the adversary has-been
disarmed or disabled.

If the Defendant was on his own premises, he had _noduty ﬁo retreat before acting in self-
defense. The Defendant has no duty to retreat if by doing so he incmase’sfhi‘s- danger of beiﬂg_
killed or suffering serious bodily harm. |

There is no burden upon the Defendant to prove self- defense. The Defendant is not
required to:prove any element of self- defense. The burden is.on 1the State to disprove self-
defense beyond a reasonable doubt. .‘ |

If you have a reasonable douﬁt- of the Defendant’s guilt after considering all the evidence,
including the evidence of self- defense, then you must find the Defendant not guilty, Onthe -
other hand, if you have no reasonable doubt of the defendant’s guilty _aftér‘ considering all the
evidence, uincludin_g_ the evidénceéf self- defcnée, then you miust find the'._defendanf guilty. Ralph

King Anderson, Jr., South-Carolina Requests to Charge - Criminal, 2007, ,§‘6'.~6 Self Defense
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- Respectfully submitted,

The MLB Law Firm, LLC

Myesha L. Brown; Afty. f_or the Defendant

110 North Main Street

Sumimerville, South. Carolina "9487
= wize sOffice: (843)285-71 00

Office: (843)285-7199

Suminerville, South Carolina

June 6, 2016

The Chlsolm Law Flrm LLC

- Fax:(888), 78? 0179
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