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AMENDED MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL

MR. THORNTON: May it please the Court, Your
Honor?

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

MR. THORNTON: Good morning, Your Honor, before you
is Defek'Wright. He {s here. He hés waived his-
defendant's -- his client's presence. Mr. Wright is here
on behalf of Walter Tucker. It was a Beéufort trial, Your
Honor, it's 2012-GS-07-2246, 47 and 48. Mr. Tucker was
convicted -- if you will recall you were the trial judge in
Aprii‘of this past -- April of this year, 2015 -- and found
guilty of murder and attempted armed robbery.

. Mr. -- at the time of the trial, at the conclusion
of the trial, Mr. Wright asked for additional time to do
the normal post-trial motions that we would have done then.
The Court granted the additional time and obviously
Mr. Wright, being out of Atlanta, with his schedule, he's
had a difficult time in us -- getting all of us together,
Your Honor. So we were finally here to hana1e that.
| | I w111 prbceéd. I believe Your Honor's received a
copy of this motion. It was entitled as an Amended Motidn
for a New Trial based on juror misconduct. I believe he
has given the Court a copy of that and this Court has seén
that in chambers. But it's his motion, Your Honor, so I'll

sit down and wait for my responses.
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THE COURT: Al11 right. Mr. Wright.

MR. WRIGHT: Your Honor, if it will please the

Court. The basis for the amended motion for new trial,

1t;s essentially after the trial we began to get
information that one of the jurors, in fact, may have
failed to disclose that she had a relationship, i.e.
friendship, whether social media friendship or immediate
'friendships with two.individua1s,fParnetié (phonetic). Jones
and Antonio Brewer.

Judge, Parnetia Jones, I'11 stand in my place,
essentially was on the State's witness list. The jury pool
was qualified as to whether they know her. She essentially
had rented a car.that was essentially involved in this

situation and the State did not call Ms. Jones as part of

its case in chief; but again the jury was qualified to her.

Antonio Brewer, Your Honor, you recall two weeks
prior‘té trial, was shoE ahd killed 1in akdrive by shooting.
He was killed, the female passenger, his child's mother,
was shot and the child, I believe, also in the car was also
shot. The mother and child did survive. | |

Ultimately, a week after fhe trial, both Parnetia

Jones -and Juror Mosantos (phonetic) both worked at the

hospital. Juror Mosantos -- and we have an attached

affidavit from_Ms. Jones, called Ms. Jones over,

essentially said, What kind of trouble did you get yourself
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that she knew Antonio Brewer or any of Antonio Brewer's

into, Girl,; starts talking to her about the trial and says,
well, my client, Mr. Tucker is responsible for the shooting
and killing of Antonio Brewer who was her ffiend.

Ms. Jones indicates in her affidavit that that -
juror was actually friends with Antonio Brewer and friends
with Antonio Brewer's child's mother, so knew the entire
family.

Now, this happened about a week or so after the
trial at the place of employment. The other thing that is

worth noting then is there was no disclosure by the juror

I

family. She also disclosed that she felt my client was’

responsib]é for his death. Now, Judge, it was a public

matter, Mr. Brewer's -- the drive-by shooting -- and if you

'reca11,'you specifically entered a stipulation -- well, we

entered in a stipulation by whére the juror was not to be
informed that Antonio Brewer was decéased, just that he was
uﬁavai]ab]e for trial. |

Through several witnesses, Jessica Powers, some of
the detectives and othérs, AntoniobBrewer's name came up
through them. Now, I think it's important to‘note that
another juror recalled tﬁat she knows Parnetia Jones after
jury selection, brought it to the Court's attention, and by
agreement of the State and the defense she was excused.

THE COURT: Right.
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MR. WRIGHT: So that was, I would argue, properly
done. When she didn't initially realize it, she later
disclosed it and we could take action and that was before
the first witness was even called. As to Ms. Mosantos,
there was never a disclosure that she knew Ms. Jones, never
a disclosure that she knew Mr. Brewer.

Now,'I understand the State -- well Tet's see.
October 2nd in communications with the Court, myself and
the State, I disclosed that I had this information that I
was now aware of. Subsequent to that, the State went out
and got affidavits of the female jurors. I got an
affidavit yesterday over in Beaufort from Ms. Jones, so we

now have competing affidavits: but attached to Ms. Jones

affidavit, is also a Facebook Instagram. I'd 1ike to think

~I'm hip --

.THE COURT: Social media.

MR. WRIGHT: -- but Instagram isn't one of the
things I do. Instagram and Facebook which establish they
do know each other, they do communicate, that they are at

least friends as we might would say from a social media

_standpoint; and they are co-workers. That, I think is

undisputed. If the State takes issue with anything it's
just with just what was said. But I think when we have
competing affidavits and we have corroboration of our

clients -- not our clients, but the wjtness's, Ms. Jones'
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affidavit that that raises the prima facie issue.

The other thing telling is on Tuesday, the 6th of
October, after the disclosure to the Court and the State on
October 2nd, that following Tuesday, the Juror Mosantos
reached out to Parnetia Jones asking for her to,ca11 her
and then defriends her on Facebook so that Parnetia Jones
no longer has Facebook access to her. That, I think also
betrays the general affidavit Ms. Moséntos has done so far,
simply saying, Well, I'm not friends with them; don't know
what you're talking about; I never discussed it.

So at this stage; Judge, what we're asking for is
to have a hearing set where we can bring Ms. Mosantos and
possibly some of the other jurors, depending on what the
Court feels is best, for a full inquiry because as the
Court knows, when there's an {ntentiona1-nondisc]psure in
voir diré -- and, Judge, I would quote, there 's a 2014
case which I think sort of sets forth the law in South
Carolina, State v. Coaxum, 410, South Carolina, 320, a 2014

case, that ultimately the prejudice, the harm is inferred

when there's a willful nondisclosure.

Sé it's not that we even have to show that. A1l we
have to show at this jnitial stage is that there's a prima
facie case shown that something should have been disclosed
and the fact that everything I've expressed to the Court

about Antonio Brewer and this juror having an opinion that
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my client was responsible for Antonio Brewer's death, if
she took that into trial, then she was on a mission to make
sure she convicted him.

Now, Judge, remember one of the 404(b) components

- we argued vigorously was the State had another witness come

in-and claim that she heard my client talking about killing

a codefendant to keep him from testifying. That also sort

of speaks and has similarity to what we're hearing now that
this juror felt about my client that she was responsible --
or rather that he was responsible for Mr. BreWer's demise.

So, for all those reasons, Judge, I think and I

humbly request of this Court that we set it down -- in

Georgia, we would usually ask the Court to Sproéna the
jurors to minimize how much out-of-court communication or
interaction we have and not to give any appearance of
impropriety -- to subpoena the juror or jurors to the

hearing so that we can have a fu11 inquiry. Because

“without her actually testifying, Judge, I don't think we .

can get to the bottom or to the truth of the matter. But
at this stage, Judge, I think we've done plenty to show
that it's not just a throw-and-will-it-stick, it's a bona

fide issue. And to that extent, again, the affidavit, the

. photograph, screen shots that we've attached, I think

establish that. And I would again ask for a hearing in the

future. I would ask for at least enough time that we can
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now subpoena Ms. Mosantos' social media records as it
relates to Parnetia Jones, as it relates té Antonio Brewer
and Antonio Brewer's family because if it reveals -- which
I expect it will -- that all of them are connected, then I
think when we do get here it will be a much shorter hearing
because at that point, we've absolutely established that
she knew Antonio Brewer, knew he had died two weeks before
trial, felt my client was responsible, yet she sat on this
jury and‘didn't say a word,

Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Wrighi.

MR. THORNTON: Your Honor, first I would point
out -- I'm sorry I'm‘probab1y going to go in somewhat of
reverse order. The 404(b) as Mr. Wright has referred to
talked about the -- where Mr. Tucker acknowledged being
party to the crime and also that he was going to kill one
of hisvcodefendants and the codefendant was actué11y
identified as Travis Polite, so that's got nothing to do
with Antonio Brewer. I don't think one has anythihg to do
with the other. He was actually named as T or Travis
Polite repeatedly in the trial.

Number two,'as Mr. Wright has talked about, he
mentioned that we had an affidavit from -- and just for the
record, the juror that was originally excused by the

Court's, Juror 143,. Sholanda Hardy and it wasn't just that
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she came up and said I now who Parnetia Jones is. If the
Court will remember she was -- it was clear she wanted to
get off that jUry. It was, I know her; I can't be fair; I
guess I have an opinion. I mean, she came up with a litany
of things and because we had an alternate juror, the State
had no issue and still doesn'f have an issue with letting
her go. But the questions that fhe‘Court asked are not, Db
you work in the same building as any of these witnesses;
it's, Are you related by blood or marriage; or dokyou have
a close personal relationship with any of these witnesses;

is generally how that question is phrased.

What Jessica Mosantos -- I want the make sure I
pronounce that right -- who is Juror Number 210 has done at
my request -- and, Your Honor, I will try to make this a

1ittle bit more zeroed in on the juror that we were talking
about. But I didn't know who we were té]king about. The
e-mails that were exchanged back and forth when Mr. Wright
informed both myself and the Court of this issue did not
list any particular juror, just using the female pronoun
she. Roger Heaton, an investigator with the solicitor's
office, at my request, te]ephqned each female juror and
asked them the same questions and filled out the following
affidavit: My name is: And then each female juror,

including Juror 210, Jessica Mosantos; and I am over the

age of 18 years old. I suffer from no physical or mental
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infirmities that would affect my capacity to testify; am
otherwise competent to make and give this affidavit..

I was a juror in the State versus Walter Tucker
trial. I am not friends with Parnetia Jones nor Antonio
Brewer. I did not receive any information about this case
from Parnetia Jones nor Antonio Brewer. I did not have any
discussions about this case with Parnetia Jones or Antonio
Brewer. I have not had any discussions where I blamed
Walter Tucker for the death of Antonio Brewer.

So while I appreciate Mr. Wright 1ndicét1ng he felt

this was a vague affidavit -- and forgive me if that wasn't

the right word, a general affidavit, I think it's very

specific as to the questions that the Court would ask. And

that is for every female juror on the jury, including Juror

210, Jessica Mosantos.

Additionally, Your Honor, I would point out a

.couple of things about Parnetia Jones' affidavit. First,

she indicated that -- not that they had -- not that she and
Jessica Mosantos had any discussions prior to trial, it was
the week after when she came up to her and said, What 'd you
get yourself into. If that is, in fact, true. I would
tell the Court that Parnetia Jones Was a possible

witness -- that her ---1 know the Court will remember some
of the facts adet it as I éo through this. Parnetia Jones

rented the vehicle that was used in the armed robbery; and
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I believe it was to her cousin Nijia (phonetic) Brown and
she éaw one of the other codefendants in the car. She
never -- she never identified Walter Tucker as being in the
vehicle. She did not -- Mr. Wright agrees with that. Feel
free to jump in.

She never pulled Mr. Tucker out of a six pack
Tineup. She didn't know Mr. Tucker, hadn't séen him. So
as-to his client she had no independent knowledge of his
client regardless. And she dign't testify. I would also
point that out to the Court. | |

And finally, just to let you know who we're dealing
with and who this affidavit comes from, Jessica was friends
with -- and this 1is paragraph 3 of Parnetia Jones'
affidavit: Jessica was friends with Antonio Brewer and his
child's mother who was also shot two weeks prior to trial.
Jessica énd I also -- Jessica and I also djscussed Brandon
in this conversation also. Brandon would be Brandon
Singleton who if -- who is Jaréd Newman's client -- and I
see Mr.. Newman's in the courtroom -- who was also charged
1n‘this matter.

So, you know, Judge, they're talking about a
conversation that supposedly takes place after the trial.
She signed an affidavit along with the other fivé female
jurors and now -- had there not been the femaje pronoun, I

would have gone and gotten all twelve, but you know, I had
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a tight time frame, Judge, for this hearing foday, so I
went and got the female jurors. None of them had indicated
that anything inappropriate was said. Obviously, I didn't.
know that that was going to be the argument that they may
have discussed it in the jury room. I didn't make that a
part of the affidavit. Mr. Heaton is here, who is the 6ne~
who took the éffidavit; and in his conversation with the

female jurors, none of them indicated there was any

- improper discussions or anything else in the jury'rOOm.

But clearly,. every female juror said, I am not --
you know, I am not friends with these folks, I didn't talk
to them about the case during the trial. I didn't receive

any 1nfofmét10n from them. I never told ahybody that I

. blamed Walter Tucker for the death of Antonio Brewer.

Finally, Judge, I would point out that when you
are -- I do believe that State versus Coéxum is appropriate
if you got to that level. I just don't think we're there.
You have‘a’juror that's filled out an affidavit that said
I'm not friends with Pérnetia Jones or Antonio Brewer. And
I don't think that we're there to the point that the Court
needs additional testimony from a juror who, I would
imagine, would come in and testify as to what's on the --
what's in the affidavit. I would have no reason to think
she would as with the other eleven other jurors that

convicted Mr. Tucker.
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Finally, Judge, I am no expert on either Instagram
or Facebook. I know a little bit about it from some of the

younger investigators I deal -with as far as people posting

things. If you look at the attachment that they gave, it

talks about it being 36 weeks - it's 36 weeks from
whenever that screensﬁot was. I.don't know if that.
screenshot was last week,.last mohth, or ten'years.ago.

And the other thing is if you look -- if the Court looks at

the top of it, it says, I believe, that there are 380

something peop1é -- 387 people following what he claims is
Ms. Mosantos -- or Parnetia Jones, I'm‘sorry, the witness.
Parnetia Jones who claims that Ms. Mosantos -- 9 -- 347

followers and following 605. It would shock me, Judge, ff
she considered all 605 people she's following and the 347
péop]e fo1ldw1ng her as close, pérsona1 friends, which |
would have been the disclosure at the time. -

The fact that she alledgedly had conversation after
8 months, 9 months after, when she knows -- I'm sorry, I'm
using the pronouns too much, Judger When Ms. Mosantoé
knows that there's been an allegation that éhe or some
other juror may have had inappropriate conversations or
knéw witnesses and didn't disclose it, I -- you know, the
witnesses were given to me by Mr. Wright and I put them in
the affidavit. Of.course, if she would have known that

Parnetia Jones was supposedly who she had conversation




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

0 0704

15

with. 'If she was one of the 387 people on her Instagram
account and then wanted to contact her, she may have,

Judge, but that doesn't mean it was anything improper or

-any information concealed ahead of time. It's not, Have

you ever met this person; it's not, Do you know who this

is. It's are-yoﬁ close personal friends with these folks.

Or are you related by blood or marriage to these witnesses.

I don't think they've raised enough of that, Judge.

At best it would -- even if everything they said was
accurate and even if Parnetia Jones took this screenshot
and it was 36 weeks prior to when the screenshot was, it

doesn't show anything other than at best a casual

acquaintance, if that. And that's only through social

media. And she said she had a conversation with her a week

after -- I'm going the guess, Judge, I think that Ms. Jones

works food service at Beaufort Hospital. Ms. Mosantos,

I

think, is either an LPN or an RN, I think, 1in the birthing

unit. .So certain]y they may cross paths as I'm sure she
does with therother employees in Beaufort Memorial. But
that doesn't indicate that anything improper was done by
either Ms. Mosantos or the eleven other jurors that
convicted Mr. Tucker. And that wou]d be the State's
position. |

MR. WRIGHT: Judge --

THE COURT} Thank you, Mr. Thornton.
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Mr. Wright?

MR. WRIGHT: Briefly in response, the very nature
of an allegation of juror misconduct will always come after
a verdict is reached. Sometimes it happehs in trial and we
deal with it right now, but in this -- that's not atypical
that you're going to get the information now, one.

Two, if you look at the -- the information
attached, the argument, well, we don't know when 36
weeks -- well, let's assume it was yesterday. It would go
back 36 weeks. That's about 9 months, which still would
take us before the trial. Or -- and if it's any older than
yesterday, it's even farther back. So the argument that
somehow time is at issue, no matter how you say the
screenshot is taken or when, it clearly puts the fact that
they know each other prior to the tfia].

Also, it's clear that.M-13 uhderscoring, Yep that's
her, that's Ms. Mosantos sending a dialogue to Parnetia
Jones. So to simply -- she's not simply a follower, she's
at least someone that she's actually sent a message to.

Next --Awe11, thé affidavit is marked the 8th of
Octobef. The message in which the juror reached out to
Ms. Jones is the 6th of October. So two days before she
did the affidavit, wﬁich means even prior to meeting with
the State, doing the affidavit, saying no I don't know her

or I'm not friends with her, she already knew who to reach
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out to, two days before that. And there -- what other
reason would she be asking Ms. Jones, Call, me and
providing her phone number to make sure -- call me.

So, Judge, I think at this juncture, we've at least
thrbwn enough to make out a prima facie case.A The State's
essentially asking you to make a cred1b11ﬁty assessment
now, just on the face of the affidavits as opposed to
saying, you know, I see an issue and now that there's a
prima facie {ssue, let's set it down, both sides can brfng
in their witnesses or evidence so that we can prove it up

one way or the other. Once we actually, I think, make the

~prima facie issue, I think the burden falls onbthe State.

Because again; the prejudice is inferred when it's an
intentional nondisclosure.

| The State isn't -- I didn't hear them concede it,
but if you heér their argument, they're almost sayjng,
Well, yes, she clearly knew Ms. Jones at the time that you
queried of this jury, Do you know any of these witnesses.
That's what I recall the Court's inquiry, voir dire was,‘do
you know any of them, and they were read off. And at no
point did she ever make that disclosure. That would be aﬁ
intentional nondisclosure.

- So, Judge, for that reason, I would ask that we at

least have the hearing so we can get at it. Because

‘clearly, if the case law, whether it's Coaxum case; I've

-
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cited a 10th Circuit case, which is Photostat Corporation
versus Ball, 388 fed 2d, 1964; and it's cited by the
Gu11edge case which seems to be one of the primary
principal cases on_the issue, a 1982 case, 277 South
Carolina 368. But all these cases say there's nothing more
fundamental to a defendant's right to a fair trial than to
make sure fhat jurors give complete and truthfui, accurate
responses. 7Fa1'11'ng to disclose not only took away the
Court's ability to consider cauée to eliminate that juror,
but it took away our ability to exercise a strike. And

that's why the Courts say when this kind of stuff comes up,

it s pafamount that the Court have a full inquiry to

“discover the truth as tovthe issue.

So. at this stage, Judge, we're asking that we think
that we've mofe than made out enough to at least bring
Ms. Mosantos in, have a hearing where we can examine her,
the Court can then assess her credibility based on our
right to examine her and the Court examining her_and
observing her, not simply going off -- right now, what's
just a battle of affidavits. The battle of affidavits,
genuinely, Judge creates the issue, it doesn't finish the
issue.

Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Al11 right. Thank you, Mr. Wright.

Any need.
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16

MR. THORNTON: Very short, Judge.

THE COURT: A11 right.

MR. THORNTON: As to whether the facts are correct,
Mr. Wright would have no way of knowing. He made a point
of saying, that, Well, she called prior to knowing anything
about this because the affidavit wasn't done until the 8th.
That's true, but we started calling jurors and Mr. Heaton
started calling and actually got Ms. Mosantos either Monday
or Tuesday morning ‘to fill the affidavit out. So he would
have said, you know, there's been an allegation of knhowing
Parnetia Jones, so if she'd even known she worked at the
same hosﬁita1 as her, she may have reaéhed dut at that
point trying to find out what was going on. I'm not sure,
but I did want to correct that.

So even though she didn't -- nobody filled out the
affidavit at the same time, they did a phone call. We
called them first, asked them if we could talk to them,

asked the same questions of everybody and said would you be

_'Wi]]ing to sign an affidavit to that effect and then Mr.

Heaton with our office went and got the affidavits- 1ater.
That's it.
THE COURT: Let me ask béth of y'all a quesfion. I
may have it, I'm not sure. The original motion -- was
there another motion? This is called an amended motion.

MR. WRIGHT: Judge, there was just a very
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generalized or initial motion for a new trial filed within
the time 1imits provided by Taw so that we could have a
hearing. I don't think at that time I articulated any
specific errors and that was one of the reasons -- our
normal procedure in my home jurisdiction is we generalize
motfon for new trial. ‘Once we get the transcript, we
particularize it with the 1ssués and the citations to the
record. And that's what I haven't been able to do because .
the family hasn't been able to get the transcript. .

THE COURT: A1 right. Well, let me ask this othér
QUestion: My understanding is that after the trial defense
counsel moved for additional time to file post-trial
motions. A1l right. Is this is the only post-trial
motion? Is this the only th}ng we're talking about?

FURTHER POST-TRIAL MOTIONS

MR. WRIGHT: Judge, there may be one or two things

that I'd 1ike to resubmit to the Court such as ‘the 404(b)

thing that we've sort of talked about. Other than thét,
this is really it. This is, I think the gravamen of --
THE COURT: I understand, but let's supposev--
well, either way, let's think about it. Suppose that the
Court denies this motion. Is the Court going to have to
hear another motion?
MR. THORNTON: Your Honor, my understanding from

the record -- I don't mean to interrupt -- is that Mr. --
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when he filed it Mr.'Wright specifically arficu]ated the
404(b), which they call a Lyle witness and what he -talked
about was the Court allowing -- which the Court has already
ruled on -- again, you know, this -- the way I took it,
Judge, 1is that what we would normally do right then at the

close of the hearing, which is he's renewing his motfon for

a directed verdict. He's making a motion for a new trial

based on the Court improperly allowing Kiamber (phonetic)
Bigelow to testify as to his intention or his claiming that
he was going to murder one of his codefendants,
spécifica]]y Travis Polite.

That -- that'é -- as far as I know that's what is

- in Writing before the Court, but I would look to go ahead

and do everything right now that the Court will let us do
so that depending on how the Court rules -- I don't want
thefe for PCR purposes‘or for appellate purposes for there
to be someﬁhing hanging out there that we didn't cover.

| You know, renew the motion for directed verdict,
motion for -a new fria] based on the 404(b), but I'd Tike to
go ahead and get it done now.

MR. WRIGHT: Your Honor, I expect arguing on the

404 (b) will not belabor if we could do it all together
because I would still like to get the parts where we
already argued. And quite honestly, Judge, I'm not going

to, one, waste the Court's time if I think that that issue
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has sort of been fully perfected and it's good to go. That
same reason is why I said, my client has agreed, we've
waived his presence, we're not trying to belabor things,
but I‘wou1d prefer to just do that one, what I anticipate
relatively short issue together with thfsxmost receht
fssue, which I think, Judge, it is truly the issue for a
motion for a new trial.

THE COURT: Well, but the Court has td make some
threshold ruling foday, right? About whéther or not what
you want -- which is another -- in essence what you want is
another hearing with the opportunity to bring in jurors?

MR. WRIGHT: Yes, Judge. |

THE COURT: A1l right. Beéause the Codrt's got to
make a decision about that. But Tet's suppose the Court
deniés’that request.

MR. WRIGHT: Judge, if the Court denies 1%, then I
would probably simply -- again I don't have the benefit of
transcript. .1'11 probably just restate my place, the
general components of the 404(b) to make sure I've
preserved for the record for it to go up because we're
here, there won;t be another hearing. But 1f—the Court
grants it, as I -- as we hope it will, that will at Teast
give us whatever amount of time to try to obtain the
trahscript, so I can at least cite to the"reCord any issues

that I think came up. Because we did a motibn in Timine.
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We then argued it and then Ms. Bigelow actua11y'test1fied.
So the only new component that may have happened where the
Court haén't a1ready\essent1a11y ruled is maybe post

Ms. Bigelow's testimony. I may have articulated it some 1in
directed verdict, but, Judge, my memory's just not good
enough to remember everything I raiséd on my feet during
the directed verdict.

THE COURT: But, that may be another year before
you'd be in a position to argue that. I say another year,
six months, four months, I don't know, because you want the
transcript. You don't have the transcript.

MR. WRIGHT: Well, Judge, I'm only asking for é ﬁew

date as to the jury issue and if it's a month, two months,

I have to live or die by -- if we can't get the transcript

before then, then that's it. I believe the trénscript has
already been prepared, we just haven't been able to get it.
And counsel might be able to shed some 1light on that. I
did recently reach out to the madam court reporter, what if
we can just get some parts and try to make it more
manageable that way. But I'm not trying to delay this any
substantial beribd of time. I'd actually ask for a month
to two months tops and we will be prepared‘one way or
another. Because I think we've had time to try to get the
transcript, it's just been a matter of f{nances.

If you remember, the first attorney got put off the

\
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case that had been paid to do this for whatever reason. I

- was the second attorney that was hired. So they've

essentially paid two full fees, just to get it to tf1a1.

THE COURT: You started to stand a mément ago. Did
you want something?

MR. THORNTON: I was just going to say —-4thaﬁk
you, Judge. I had no idea about the transcfipt until all
of this came up, I didn't know anything about it. And the
State's position is it's already been delayed 8 or 9
months, it's time -- we would ask the Court to rule in our
favor on this. Rule on the 404(b) and just put this case
to bed and let the appellate court's handle it at some
point. Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Let me ask one more question. I don't
have any question in my mind but that the Court could
clearly hear the motibné that we'ye been talking about that
we haven't heard. This is a motion for a new trial based

. _ .
on after discovered evidence, could actually be heard by

~anybody couldn't it? In other words, do both of y'all

agree that I'm the one that should be hearing this motion?
In other words, if we had heard .- I'm sorry, if we had
heard the typical, normal post-trial motions, ten days, two
weeks, three weeks later, you would discover this later.
You would have filed another motion -- this motion would

have been docketed before some other judge probably. I
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don't know. 'I'm asking now, both of you, do y'é11 agree
that I have jurisdiction and should be the one to hear this
motion?.

MR. THORNTON: I think you should, Judge, if for no
dther reason because you have tried this case twice.

You're familiar with who the people are, you're familiar
with the testimony, you're familiar with what you did and
did not ask, even if it was by a transcript. You were
there and you were the one who did it. I would ask that
you retain jurisdiction because you tried this case twice,
and because it was, albeit I agree with you, it could have
been done as a motion for a new trial based on
after-discovered evidence, it's wrapped up with these
post-tr1a1 motions that we still have out there. So I
would like to 31 I would ask thét Your Honor be -- retain
jurisdiction on the case.

MR. WRIGHT: Judge, I would ask that you also
retain jurisdiction for all the reasons submitted by the
State. I think it just makes sense. I know one of the
sectfons_of the transcript I specifically requested for was
the voir dire so that I can actually see the exact question
that was asked when we were qualifying the witnesses (sic).
I mean, I think we all generally would say was -- that they

were asked, but, I'd 1ike to at least have some of those

" sections so I can say, Judge, this was specifically what
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was asked and there was no response; and I've at least made
that record nbw via being ab]e to cite to thé transcript of
the voir dire.

But I would ask that -- for those reasons Your
Honor stéy on the case and then have us appear and one way
or the other, we are done with fhis case. Either because
you granted a new trial and we're back to where we were or
it's on its way. But we won't be 11ngef1ng in any form or
fashion. |

THE COURT: But once again, Mr. Wright, I'm trying
to pin you down on this. You'ye -- under your proposal, we
wbu]d have to have anothér hearing regérd1ess of how the
Court rules today.

MR. WRIGHT: Yes, sir. We11{ I think so and I --

THE COURT: On the motion for a new trié], if the
/

. Court denies it or denies you continuing that hearihg and

having testimony as part of that motion. Let's suppose the
Court denies all of that -- |

MR. WRIGHT: I understand‘What you're sayﬁng, Your
Honor, yes.

THE.COURT:. We're still going to have to have
another hearing.

MR. WRIGHT: Yes, I think we would.

THE COURT: And that's what Mr. Thornton doesn't

want to do.
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MR. THORNTO&: No, sir, I object to.itﬂ Again, I'm,
not -- this isn't -- | |

THE COURT: And I haven't really even talked to
y'all about the motion. I'm really talking about
everythihg but that. |

MR. THORNTON: Yes, sir, and we've had -- they've
had nine months. This is something outside of this new
issue fhat we're asking you to rule on today,vwhicth
realize that's different and I realize that usually comes

up afterwards. My reference to that in earlier argumentA

“was that the discussion they had was after, but the point

is, Judge, these are all -- everything except this issue is

-things that should have been handled in April. You granted

Mr. Wright additional time, and I didn't bbject, frankly.

Had I known that we were sfi]] going to be here unresolved

‘1n_0ctober or- November, you know, I would have objected at

the time and just aékéd us to do it then.

So if the Court 1s‘1nc11ned"to'deny that motion, I
would 1like to go ahead and deal with thé four -- it's a
very simple issue. You ruled on it. If you remember the

testimony of Ki'amber Bigelow, I think Mr. Wright would

have to agree to me -- agree with me, I think both of us

were very tight and controlled on what we asked. I think
it was, you know, if she didn't -- it may not have been the

perfect .answer that either one of us wanted, but whatever
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it was, we stuck with it and moved on out of fear that she
might say something that would, you know, have the case
flipped.

It was a véry tightly controlled questioning both
by the State and the defense. 'He got out what he wanted,
which was the issue of her stealing the necklace and
selling it. i got out what I wanted, which was two things,
6ne that he admitted to being a party to a crime. He said
he had doﬁe the armed fobbery. He wasn't sure about the
murder, he just remembers running and shooting and his
adrena11he was up I think is what éhe testified.

And two, that he had come down to ostensibly do
away with -- and brought the Savage -- the guy also known
as Savage and a couple of other people down to kill Travis
Eo11te. Those are the two things she said. Everything
else was, we didn't talk about all the Savannah issues. We
didn't talk about -- none of that will was brought out. I
thought it actually went as well, as far a non-appealable
issues as it possibly could have. It was very clean, I
think from both sides.

But thét's the only -- other than renewing the
motioh for a directed verdict as you would normally do at’
the end, that's the only issue I'm aware of. And I just
think that, you know, the family -- I understand that, you

know, he's'got somebody to represent. I've got fami]y;
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Judge, who's present here in the courtroom and they've been
waiting on this matter to be resolved at least as to this
defendant now since April. And I would just ask that we
not have any further hearings, that the Court rule and say
favor or denial, I respectfully deny the motion and deny
the motion for.a new trial baséd'on the normal post-trial
motions and just move forward. Thank you.

MR. WRIGHT: And, Your Honor, if I can revise My --
I thought the Court was sort of querying that regardless of
what the Court may do with the motion for a new trial
today, would I be sayﬁng that we'd still need another
hearfng, thinking about the new stuff. But as I was
listening to Counse1, if you deny the mbtion for a new
trial, I guess the initial finding, would that not then
send it where we're now going up the éppea1 channels. If
you.deny the amendment and don't set a hearing -- I mean, I
guess both have to be denied and they go up, but if you
deny part of it, I'11 need to file the notice of appeaT.

I'm just thinking procedurally. But we're asking
you to retain jurisdiction to héar the amendment of the
motion for a new trial. It just seems -- I was just going
to say problematic or confuéing that half is -- am I now
under time constraints to get it up? Because you still are
going to hear the amended, or do I need the re-file it

under the newly discovered evidence posture?
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It just seems easier to just keep them together,
rule on both and, you know, retain jurisdiction for that
purpose and then we get your rulings.

THE COURT: Give me one second. Well, I'm Tooking
at the actual motion that I have. It's not dated, but it
is signed. And it asks for a new trial based on juror
misconduct and in the alternative compel the attendance of
jufors, inquire about misconduct, blah, blah, blah.

Number three asks the Court the continue the matter
until you can gét a transcript to do all these things.

A1l right. As to this motion for the new trial,
based on juror misconductAand the motion for continuance
and the motion to set a hearing, I'm going to deny all of
that. And the reason is as follows: That my recollection
of the 1inquiry during voir dire -- it's my reco]]eqtion,
but I believe, based on what Mr. Thornton'haé said, 1
believe that his ré§o11ection'1s the same as mine, is the
questfon was‘never posed to the jury, Do you know any of
these'people. The quesfion was posed, does any juror --V
has any juror ever had a close pérsona1 or social
fe1ationsh1p. That's my recollection and based on my
recollection, I find that the juror -- based on what I've
seen -- what's been submitted to the Court, that that juror
would not have misrepresented a response.

And, of course, as you've a1réady pointed out, the
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relationship is with someone who was not a witness. My
recollection is -- and I'11 be honest with you, I am a
little fuzzy on this, I'm not quite 100 percent sure, but
my recollection is there was no inquiry of the jurors
concerning Antonio Brewer. I may be wrong on that.

MR. WRIGHT: I think the State would agree they
were qualified as to Antonio Brewer-a1so.

THE COURT: I don't know,

MR. THORNTON: I think they were, Judge. 1I'm not
100 percent, but I think since his name was going to come
up, I think we did that out of an abundance of céution. Oof
course, he didn't testify.

THE COURT: But the same thing applies is that
there's no evidence that that juror ever‘had a close
personal or social relationship With Antonio Brewer. So I
can't find that there's been any intentional misconduct on
the juror's part by failing to respond to the voir dire.
Which really brings us -- well -- 1f the transcript shows
something different‘-- the transcript that you may get,
maybe or may not -- concerning the voir dire questions. I
think you believe, Mr. Wright, that I may have had mbre of
the general questioning of the juror as opposed to a
specific question of the jury about their relationship or

knowledge of witnesses. If I'm wrong about that, I guess

the Court will consider a motion to reconsider.
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MR. WRIGHT: Yes, Judge.
THE COURT: Now, it brihgs us back to the other
portions of the post-trial motions. And I agree,

Mr. Thornton, I think they all need to be resolved.

Basically he's already made his argument, Mr. Thornton has.

._MR. THORNTON: . I don't need to be heard anymore,
Judge, baSicai]y thefargUments'wé made at trial. |
©THE COURT: So, Mr. Wright? | |
MR. WRIGHT: Your Honor, I would 1ncofporaté by
reference thé arguments I made during the trial, at the’
motion in Tihine,'l particujarized it in a motion for ’
reconsideration pr{or‘to that witness's testimony.

THE COURT: Right.

- MR. WRIGHT: f think‘after'-- before and after I

“think I also made a -- this objection on the record to make
"sure that I preserVed everything; Being that I did

_enumerate that as one of the issues in the motion for a new

triaj; I cbhfinué-to be11eVe that any evidence -of -alleged
evidenée my c11ent purporting to want to‘k111°Trév15
Po11te, one, 1t»sh0u1d -- it wésn't équare]ylihtrinsic by
any means; it was extrinsic to this particuTér_case, I
wqu]d argue. Itvwas prejudicial from a.403 éna1ysis as it

immediately cast him in a terrible light that he's trying

~to kill a codefendant.

Oné;;the statements of Ms. Bigelow to
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investigators, versus what she testified at trial. She
couldn't even, on her own indepéendently say Travis Polite.
She was given that name by investigators during her
interview. :

U1tfmate1y, I do understand half of what the State

- wanted in terms of an allegation that he made some

" admissions. I think that would be intrinsic and I don't

think that would necessarily be kept out from a 404(b)

analysis. But as to the allegations that he was

‘prostituting two girls to get money to get a.gun to kill

the codefendantb-f

THE COURT: Right. |

MR. WRIGHT: -- especially whén Ms. Bigelow
couldn't say that the gun found in the car down 1in. Savannah
was even the gun supposedly they used. SHe said no, Savage

never would be the one to kill anybody. Savage wasn't like

- that.

So, how the State sort of anticipated going versus
what actually came in through Ms. Bigelow, I would suggest,
did not lay a foundation to get it in under 404(b). Even
if it did, it's'a 403 problem as to thé amount qf prejudice

that came in, because it didn't really lead anything other

. than a propensity argument saying that my client's a bad

guy.

So for that reason, I just want to articulate
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’ énough on the record tdday that I preserVefthét Tssue.

Quite honestly, I wanted to also talk about the fact that
he was found guilty of attempted armed robbery and I can't

recall from our memory what we all discussed when we were
_ : ) e

doing some df'the éharge conversation or some of the things,

‘as to putting in a lesser included to the armed robbery. 1

can't artjcd]ate it because I.don't recall everything we

. were goﬁng into at that point, unfdrtunateTy. My memory is

jﬁst'not that good. That's one of the reasons Why I

: reaTIy, earnestly wanted the_transcript,éo I could at least
- read it, review it, and see and preserve an issue for

-appeal as to that.

/But if I can just genera11y stéte any and all
things, my request for direqted‘Vérdiét; again, I just
afticu]ate that. Ijjusf want to make sure as I anticipate
the ruling of thé_Court,'I just want to make sure we can
carry it all up.

THE COURT: I understand.

You waﬁt to say énything? /

MR. THORNTON: The only tﬁing I would say, Judge,
during -- as far as the charge conversation goes, when we
were back discussing it, I believe it was -- I don't
remember if it was Your Honor or I that brought up the fact

that you know, they can choose to believe everything,

~including their witnéss they called who said she got there
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and she was scared, but she had a bunch of money. That was
the witness that they called who was Jessica Powers,
eyewitness in the cage, former boyfriend. And I thought
there was -- I agreed with -- whether it was the Court that
brought it up or myself, I think all of us, including

Mr. Wright, acknowledged that it was possible from the
evidence ahd from the testiMony that that was a potential
charge and fegard]essg I do not believe Mr. Wright -- in
fact, I'm sure he didn't object to the charge 6nce the
charge was given, so I think my memory on as far as our
charge- conversation was accurate. It was not Mr. Wright
that brought.up, granted, but I don't think hé'had an
argument as to why attempted armed robbery shouldn't be
included since they produced a witness who claimed she
still had money; arguably, all the money that would have
been in a drug.transaction.>

THE COURT: ATl right. Anything further,

Mr. Wright?

MR. WRIGHT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: A1l right. I considered the motions
and am going to deny those motions a]so; Court agrees with
the arguments -- position set forth by the State concerning
those motions.

Mr. Thornton do you agree -- do you believe that we

need a written order as it relates to the juror misconduct
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motion?

MR. THORNTON: Frankly, Your Honor, I'm not sure.
This is the first time I've ever had this issue. I
certa1n1y‘don't think it would hurt to have a written
order; and if you would like for me to prepare one and send
it to Mr. Wright and make sure I héveh't gotten any of the
facts wrong or a ruling by the Court so that it's
preserved. I think normally post-trial motions are handled
orally, but this 1is a little bit different. It's kind of a
hybrid of a motion for a newltria1 and a normal post-trial

motion since it was phrased that way, so I'm happy to

prepare an order which I will get done in the next day or

so and send it to Mr. Wright and get it to you before you

leave Jasper; or if not, Judge, I'11 get it to you

. electronically.

MR. WRIGHT:V-Judge, I would ask that 1t‘be'wr1tten
for the purposes of --

THE COURT: I think so.

- MR. WRIGHT: -- taking it up.

THE COURT: I think it needs to be so he doesn't
file an éppea1 and then the Court send it back and say wait
a minute, Judge has got to sign an order on that motion.

MR. THORNTON: Yes, sir.

MR. WRIGHT: Yes, sir. v

MR. THORNTON: Thank you, Your Honor.
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*

*

THE COURT: A1l right.
* * * * * * * END OF TRANSCRIPT * * * * * *'* * *
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DOCKETNO. '2012GS0702247

WITNESSES
inv. J Gobel BCSO '

) Thie State of deth(CarOlina

+ County of Beaufort

_COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS °

December Term 2012

. Deferidant

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER. —
_2012A0710400128 E
THE STATE
VS.
ACTION OF GRAND JURY _~ oA
o : - Walter Tucker
= lndlctment for
}".

sSC Code 16-11- 0330(A)

CDR Code: 0139
Foreperson of Pem Jury ) ‘ ) . : L
Date: . AR . L S : C
,INDI(:I . . S o :

Corted .eglAT'rueC.bw.

N
. Jerd Ann Roseneau -Clark-of Court
’ ‘Beautont County. SC Kamn Boona

Robbery | Arred Robbery, robbery wh||e ‘armed- : Witvn’eis &

C.G.C PLS. and G.S.

After being fully advised as to my legal

rights, I.hereby waive presentmem to-the
. Grand Jury:

' Defendant -

Hereby appear m my own proper person

~ and plead guulty t0-the within‘indictmerit or
- to. :

¢L0 0

il

‘y

A




g,x

e @
"
a

s o

0 073t

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) INDICTMENT

2012GS0702246
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

At a Court of General: Sessrons convened on December 13, 2()12 the Grand Jurors of
Beaufort Coumv present upon their oath: '

Murder / Murder

B

Th‘lt m Beaufort Coum\' on or aboul September 6 7()12, with . mdhac aforelhouﬂhl Walu,r\,..

lucker drd krl] and murder Qudmrzc (Jrccr bv mcans of. shooting wrth a gun and that ‘Quantize

Greer did_ diq_-in Beaufort _Co@mty_ as a 'proximate' result thercof ‘on September 6, 2012; in”

i

v_'iblati.on‘_;of‘ Section 16;3-11‘0‘o:f}rh¢$oum Carolina:Code of Laws (1976), as'amended.

Against lhc peacc and drgmry of rhe Srale, and contrary to thc statue in such case madc and provided:. .

%&}/C;?‘%w

Solicitor.

'




' mumrdatron and whilg arme' ith-a deadly weapon O W lnle allegmg, enher by actron or word% )

take-and ca”r

. in vrolauonéoﬁ }S;ctrogk‘l‘@.‘

0 0737 -

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) ~© . INDICTMENT
h : ’ ) 2012GS0702247¢ "
COUNTY,LOF. B‘EAUFORTY )

At a Court of. General, Sessions, - wnvened o Decembcr 13, 2012 thc Grand "Jurors of‘

Bedufort Countv present upon their oath:

Robberv/ Armed Robbery, robberv whlle armed

,t,

That on or about September 6, 2(]12 in Beaufort County, South Carolma the Dcfendam Walter

Tucker at" 482 P'U'HS lsland Gatewa) Lot #60 Beaufort .8C,. by ‘use of force threats or

Greer and Jessrca Power wnh the intent 10 pei :'ancntly depnve the vrctrm of possessrou thcreof

i

I

s S“o'li‘c‘i’tor KA

*he was armed whlle usmg a rcpresematron of-a: deadly weapon or; other object whrch i person ’

i'-awav goods dnd/ur momes from the person-of. 1mmedrate presence of Quamrze .

o




WITNESSESV
Inv J. Gobel-BCSO

DOCKET NO., 2012GS0702248

' Grand Jury.
The State of South Carohna : _

.

After being fully advised as to my legal -
rights, I'hereby waive presentment to-the:

County ‘of Beaufort

._bef;en‘dant-,‘ T T

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER

'2012A0710400129

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS -
SRR Hereby appear in'my own proper person

and plead guxlty to-the within indictment or

“ Deceémber Term 2012 1o,

ACTION OF. GRAND JURY. _

(/)// ,M.Qdéga/w

VERDICT ,

Date: -
. INDICP

Foreperson o/ Pet/t Jury

'THE STATE
vSs.
j_Wélér .Tuc;kér J
" -Deféndant’
Indictment for -
Kidnapping / Kidn‘appihg © Witass:

: SC Code 16 03 0910
CDH Code: 0095.

C.PLS and G.S.

3510 0

Certified ;--AT'me;co;_:y‘

- ‘of Court
Jeri Ann Roseneau - Clerk:
Beaufort County, 8C - Karen Boone

Bl
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) INDICTKAENT
2012GS0702248
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on December 1 3, 2012, the Grand Jurors of
Beaufort County present upon their oath:

Kidnapping { Kidnapping
That in BeaufortCounty, South Carolina, on or about Scptember 6, 2012, the Defendant, Walter
Tucker, unlawfully did seize, confine, inveigle, deco&, kidnap, abduct or carry away the victim,
Jessica Power, without authority of faw: all in violation of Section 16-3-910 of the Code of Laws

of South Carolina, (1976, as amended)

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and ‘contrary to the statue in such case made and

provided.

Solicitor
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) i} 074{

) Affidavit

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

I, SEISeA /)7JJ;°”,7baeing first duly sworn according to law, do hereby depose

and state the following statements are true and correct:

1.

My name i~SESSTN ”74.)74/7'4 and I am over the age of 18

years old, suffer from no physical or mental infirmities that would affect my
capacity to testify and am otherwise competent to make and give this Affidavit.

I was a juror in the State vs. Walter Tucker trial.
I am neither friends with Quornisha Jones nor Antonio Brewer.

I did not receive any information about this case from Quornisha Jones or
Antonio Brewer.

I did not have any discussions about this case with Quornisha Jones or
Antonio Brewer.

I have not had any discussions where | blamed Walter Tucker for the death of
Antonio Brewer.

[ say nothing further.

Sworn to_and subscribed before me

ary Public,
My commissio

Signature of Affiant

\

Print Name

)
R ——

%&ﬁﬁéu@lic@ggggaﬁ%rouno '
expiMsCommission Explres
Sepfember 07, 202)

.,

J
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

) Affidavit

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

I, 647- asHA ﬁ" 7L , being first duly sworn according to law, do hereby depose

and state the following statements are true and correct:

1.

My name is 407-05//” 674’276)2 and I am over the age of 18

years old, suffer from no physical or mental infirmities that would affect my
capacity to testify and am otherwise competent to make and give this Affidavit.

I was a juror in the State vs. Walter Tucker trial.

I am neither friends with Quornisha Jones nor Antonio Brewer.

%

i
I did not receive any information about this case from Quornisha Jones or
Antonio Brewer.

I did not have any discussions about this case with Quornisha Jones or
Antonio Brewer. '

I have not had any discussions where I blamed Walter Tucker for the death of

I say nothing further.

Sworn to apd subscribed before me

_~TJ  ay of October, 20

this

Notary P
My commission €

Antonio Brewer.

Signature of Affiant

Loty o Carer

Print Name

1 ublic, South Caroling
(D1Ireddy Commission Expires
Seplember 07, 2021

e e e e e e e
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) Affidavit
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

I, )6 £2A ”7/’ ‘/’ Y ~ , being first duly sworn according to law, do hereby depose

and state the following statements are true and correct:

1. My name is )552'4 /Vh‘/y”/ and I am over the age of 18"

years old, suffer from no physical or mental infirmities that would affect my
capacity to testify and am otherwise competent to make and give this Affidavit.

2. Iwasajuror in the State vs. Walter Tucker trial.
3. Iam neither friends with Quornisha Jones nor Antonio Brewer.

4. 1 did not receive any information about this case from Quornisha Jones or
Antonio Brewer.

5. I did not have any discussions about this case with Quornisha Jones or
Antonio Brewer. '

6. Ihave not had any discussions where | blamed Walter Tucker for the death of
Antonio Brewer. ‘

[ say nothing further.

Signature of Affiant "
Delbra Manyin
Print Name

Notary Public, ffTate 0 1roBER 3 RERTON
Taqd Public, South Carolina

My commissio éiﬂi’a‘g!% \

feptember 07, 2021




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

) Affidavit
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

1,0/6? |74 Fler ”/54, being first duly sworn according to law, do hereby depose
[4
and state the following statements are true and correct:

1. My name is C%P‘;l Sleremen and I am over the age of 18

years old, suffer frdm no physical or mental infirmities that would affect my
capacity to testify and am otherwise competent to make and give this Affidavit.

2. lwasajuror in the State vs. Walter Tucker trial.
3. Tam neither friends with Quornisha Jones nor Antonio Brewer.

4. 1 did not receive any information about this case from Quornisha Jones or
Antonio Brewer.

5. I did not have any discussions about this case with Quornisha Jones or
Antonio Brewer.

6. lhave not had any discussions where | blamed Walter Tucker for the death of
Antonio Brewer.

[ say nothing further.

Sworn to and subscribed before me
~this 7 day of October, 2015.

Notary Public, St4jenufi Swhinliarodita Carolina’ |
My commission ef{pi les'" Eplres

T I S S S e
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

) Affidavit

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

I, 1)4 ViEs \S; A &Leron being first duly sworn according to law, do hereby depose

and state the following statements are true and correct:

1.

My name is aﬂ”’pf‘f"f“" tad and I am over the age of 18

years old, suffer from no physical or mental infirmities that would affect my
capacity to testify and am otherwise competent to make and give this Affidavit.

I was a juror in the State vs. Walter Tucker trial.
I am neither friends with Quornisha Jones nor Antonio Brewer.

I did not receive any information about this case from Quornisha Jones or
Antonio Brewer.

I did not have any discussions about this case with Quornisha Jones or
Antonio Brewer.

I have not had any discussions where I blamed Walter Tucker for the death of
Antonio Brewer.

[ say nothing further.

y . ‘ \ N—

Signature of Affiant

\

Print Name

Sworn to and subscribed before me

 this

Notary ublic, State ¢
My commission expifE

day of Octo

uthl %{ﬂ HMEATON

égmvyagj lic, South Carolina
. _My Commission Expires
September 07, 2021

7]
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

) Affidavit

I gf {ndp g’ ¢S5 , being first duly sworn according to law, do hereby depose

and state the following statements are true and correct:

1.

My name is &(/}W)ﬂ Z?/J(é.f and I am over the age of 18

years old, suffer from no physical or mental infirmities that would affect my
capacity to testify and am otherwise competent to make and give this Affidavit.

I was a juror in the State vs. Walter Tucker trial.
[ am neither friends with Quornisha Jones nor Antonio Brewer.

I did not receive any information about this case from Quornisha Jones or
Antonio Brewer.

I did not have any discussions about this case with Quornisha Jones or

~Antonio Brewer.

I have not had any discussions where | blamed Walter Tucker for the death of
Antonio Brewer.

[ say nothing further.

this

SlgnatuAfﬁant
Deewda J. Bs/fs

Print Name

Sworn t(ggd subscribed before me
day of October, 20

FEATON
es“.otory Publlc south Carolina
"My Commission Explres
Sopumbeum 2021
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In the Superior Court of Chatham County / State of Georgia

¥

7 *
State of Georgia v. \ * Case No. CRI4-2786J1
‘Walter T Tucker * _ ~

*
*

MOTION TO NOLLE PROSEQUI

| o lork YTy
Comes now the State of Georgia, by and through David Keeton Assistant

. District Attorney of the Eastern Judicial Circuit, and moves the Court to nolle pr’o'sequ’i
the-above case. Both alleged victims have left the state; one'has given tesnmony in "

another court. proceedmg which would diminish her credlblhty in this case and has lost
contact with the Slate; the other victim has exprcssed her wish not to appear.

Furthermore, the dccused is already serving a lengthy prison sentence for Murder in

another ,jur‘isdicﬁ'on. , .THEREF ORE, the State moves that the above case be,nofle

prosequi and closed without further prosecution,

 This the | 5th day of December, 2015 SR

Doy 0 Ka

David Keeton, Assistant District Attorney.
" . Eastern Judicial Circuit / State Bar Number 006960

T T Ty R T T T T P T T T PP T P T LTS L T AN N NP s

ORDER

T,he foregoing ‘motion having been read and considered, it is hereby ordered
that the above styled case be nolle prosequi.

SO ORDERED thisthe ____ day of December 2015.

)\ D

~ JUDGE, CHATHAM COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT
EASTERN JUDICIAL CIRCUIT




- Ale

. pertaining to his/her criminal case,

shall retain custody of the above named Defendant and SHALL NOT release him into the

. ‘ F[LED IN &

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF CHATHAM CO

STATE OF GEORGIA B
"Co. g

INDICTMENT _0 R -2 784-TJ| ~
CHARGES:

V.

]
|
STATE OF GEORGIA ' ]
. ]
]
]
]

WQ 1rer_ Tusxer

Defendant.

ORDER DIRECTING SHERIFF TO MAINTAIN
CUSTODY OF DETAINEE

Detention Center and awaiting transfer into the State prison system; and
Whereas the Defendant's presence is needed in Chatham County for matters

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Sheriff of Chatham County and/or his deputies
State prison system until:

\__/_,_ further order of this Court, or

SO ORDERED this 10 day of __N\OGe, e 201y . ( /.

| . e

Penny H. Freesemann, Judge \
Superior Court of Chatham County, E.J.C.

FOEE IS SRR
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