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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE ) FOR THE THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
: )
Anthony Maurice Lounds, ) C.A.No. 2015-CP-23-4911
S.C.D.C. No. 227456, ) i g
) o SRD
Applicant, ) B AL
) oz
v. ) FINAL ORDER P ST
) » a7
State of South Carolina, ) = =g»
)  ENTERED COMPUTER r~ 2. O
Respondent. ; & g O i%l

This matter comes before the Court pursuant to an application for post-conviction relief
(PCR) filed August 7, 2015, and amended October 13, 2015. The State made its Return and
Motion to Dismiss requesting that the Application be summarily dismissed on or about February
26, 2016. |

Pursuant to this request, and after reviewing the pleadings in this matter and all of the
records attached thereto, a Conditional Order of Dismissal was signed by the Honorable Robin
B. Stilwell on March 8, 2016, and filed on March 9, 2016, provisionally denying and dismissing
this action, while giving the Applicant twenty (20) days from the date of service of said Order in
which to show why the dismissal should not become final. Attached to this Final Order and
incorporated herein by reference is an Affidavit of Service dated March 24, 2016, serving the:
above-mentioned Conditional Order of Dismissal on the Applicant,

In a document captioned “Applicant’s Responds to Conditional Order of Dismissal,” filed

March 21, 2016, Applicant argues his failure to file within the time period mandated by the

~ statute of limitations should be excused pursuant to S.C. Code § 17-27-45(C) (hereinafter, “the

Discovery Rule™). Applicant has failed to present sufficient reasons why the Conditional Order

C.A. No. 2015-CP-23-4911: Page 1 of 2




of Dismissal should not become final. In ordgr for the Discovery Rule to apply, the new
evidence presented must be material. The court found in its Conditional Order that the “new
evidence” offered by Applicant was not material to the issue of guilt or innocence, and probably
would not change the result of a new trial if had.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, for the reasons set forth in the Court’s
Conditional Order of Dismissal, the Application for PCR is hereby DENIED AND
DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.

This Court hereby advises the Applicant that he must file and serve a Notice of Appeal within 30
days of the service of this Order to secure appellate review. See Rule 203, SCACR. Applicant’s attention
is directed to Rule 243, SCACR,, for the procedures following the filing and service of the notice of

appeal.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this Z by dayof AL;,,./" , 2016.

%@%—M

fPerry H./Gravely
Chief Administrative Judge
Thirteenth Judicial Circuit

0Ol%vd -/l/f\f , South Carolina.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

PR |
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE CASE NO: 2015CP2304911 £ ¥ 2 f
= &
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS @ TET
o O
0N =
. . . . ol B+
Anthony Maurice Lounds vs. South Carolina State Of S
D Mmoo
B
. S 5
CHECK ONE: ™ Zwpwo
r Mog

[J JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been ted and'a verdict

rendered,

[ DECISION BY THE COURT.,

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and
a decision rendered.

[0 ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): ] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; (] Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [ Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); O other:
[J ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): (J Rule 40(j) SCRCP; (] Bankruptcy:
[] Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award;
[ Other: '
[J DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
] Affirmed; [J Reversed;

[ Remanded;
] Other:

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [[] See attached order;

[C] Statement of Judgment by the Court:
Dated at Greenville, South Carolina, this .

Court Reporter:

PRESIDING JUDGE - Perry H Gravely

This judgment was entered on the , and a copy mailed first class this, to attorneys of record or to parties (when
appearing pro se) as follows:

Anthony Maurice Lounds Mccormick Correctional
Institute 430 Oaklawn Rd Pelzer, SC 29669

Patrick Schmeckpeper PO Box 11549 Columbia,
ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S)

SC 29211

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

Paul B. Wickensimer Greenville County Clerk Of Court
- Clerk of Court

CPFORM4M
SCCA SCRCP Form 4 Revised 0672008




FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMEN'’.
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE CASE NUMB :
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Anthony Maurice Lounds State of South Carolina

'8.C. SUPREME COURY

bl ~ I
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANE(S). =™
Attorney for: [_] Plaintiff [Befendatit -~
Submitted by: [ ] Self-Represented Litigant = &
DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) N

modify arbitration award;
DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
O Affirmed; O Reversed; d Remanded; [ -other:

< oM g

J JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a‘vé’rdxctrx:nﬁéréi}.

X DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a
decision rendered. [] See Page 2 for additional information. . . .

[] ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): - - D Rule 12(b), SCRCP; - [ Rule 41(a), SCRCP.(Vol. Nonsuit),
[J Ruie 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); ’ [ Other:

[] ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [(J Rule 40(j) SCRCP; [] Bankruptcy;
[] Binding arbitration, Subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or [] Other:

0

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE
CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL. .

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [ See attached order; (formal order to follow) [} Statement of Judgment by the Court: Court '
denies the Rule 60(b). motion made by Anthony Maurice Lounds.

: ' ORDER INFORMATION
This order [X] ends [ ] does not end the case. - R h '
* Additional Information for the Clerk: . - :

: INFORMATION.FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Complete this section below when the Judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount should be enrolled. If there
is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of ‘ Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be Enrolled

(List name(s) below) (List name(s) below) (List amount(s) below)

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

The judgment information above has been provided by the.submitting party. Disputes concerning-the amounts contained
in this form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed

such as interest or additional taxable costs riot available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may

be provided to the clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment
details. S

y — ' 2162 - 11/30/2016
Cirexit Court Judge Judge Code - Date
. For Clerk of Court Office Use Only




2,3(,(4. Z-#-1b
This judgment was entered on', and a copy mailed first class or placed in the appropriate attorney’s box onj, to attorneys of record or
to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

Karen Christine Ratigan PO Box 11549, Columbia, SC

R. Mills Ariail, Jr. 11 North Irvine Street, Suite 11, 29211

Greenville, SC 29601

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S),

. Paul B. Wickensimer Greenville County Clerk Of
Court Reporter : Court - Clerk of Court

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON PAGE 1.

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.
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S ILVAGGIO INVESTIGATIONS LLC
‘ When a Strong Defense is NOT Negotlable

November 28, 2014

Mr. R. Mills Ariail, ir, Attomey atlaw
11 N. irvine Street ’
Greenville, South Carolina 29601

Officeft (864) 232-4883

Re:  Your PCR Client — Anthony Maurice Lounds
Mills,

T have been recently contacted by your Post Conviction Relief client — Mr. Anthony Maurice
Lounds regarding my involvement and / or lack of involvement in the defense investigation in the matter
for whichhe is currently serving a hfe sentence.

Mr. Lounds has asked me to send you a copy of the two letters that | have authored and mailed
to him; those being dated April 29*, 2012 and November 17, 2014 for your review and retention for
which | have enclosed. Please note that my involvement with the Scott D. Robinson Law Firm was
severed at the end of April 2011 foliowing a Murder trial in Oconee County. I'will tell you that the reason
for my severing association with the noted firm was due to the repeated antl-famlly comments made to
me by Mr. Robinson; i.e. “next time | hire an investigator they aren’t going to have a fuck’n family”.
Another example was that my young daughter had a musical performance at school one evening and |
informed Mr. Robinson that | really needed to attend. Time went on during a trial in Oconee and |

ultimately missed the performance as he required my presence during this trial. The next day, following -

my daughter’s performance, he looked at me and said “well | won’t need you for this part so why don’t’
you leave and go to your daughter’s performance”. Now you can see why my relationship with the
noted Firm was severed to say the Ieast :

Your client did have a series of criminal charges pendmg and because | was working through the
~ Law Office of Scott D. Robinson, all of my related files were turned back in to his office. | did not retain
copies of any of those files, as again they were. dlrectly thrOLgh his Firm and not through my
investigative company

* After you review the enclosed Ietteré please feel free In calling upon me at (864) 569-8382.
Email at: ;LuI@snlvaggnomvestigatxon&com and / or via the United States Postal Service at the address
listed below. ~ - ‘

Respectfull

" Paul A. Siivaggio
Licensed Private Investigator [State of South Carolina]
GCSO ~ Homicide Supervisor [Retired]

Cc: File

Post Office Box 641, Mauldin, South Caroline 29662

Mobile: 864.569.8382 * Office: 864.907.3590 Wwwsﬂvagglomvesngatlons com
" Licensed and Bonded



SILVAGGIO INVESTIGATIONS, LLC
- When a Strong Defense is NOT Negotiable

March 17, 2015

Mr. Anthony Maurice Lounds [Inmate# 227456]
McCormick Correctional Institute F2 B-125

386 Redemption Way )

McCormick, South Carolina 29899

Re: Documents you sent and now being returned to you
Anthony, _ . = . .

I respect your bosition in this matter and yes | will and always have told the truth. There is nathing in this
world more important than ones name and integrity. . :

As to your sister —Janet Lounds, | never refrained from taking your calls nor her calls but I will not tolerate
your sister’s disrespect with her loud and boisterous tone toward me. Your sister’s actions are not a reflection of
you and | certalnly do not hold you accountable for her actions.

The documents that you sent me and are enclosed with this letter are as follows:

Two page Letter from Anthony Maurice Lounds [Dated: February 25, 2015]

One page Report from the GCSO - MD Gladson [Dated: September 05, 2009]; 09-142228

One page Supplemental Report from the GCSO — DEP Leppard [Dated: October 01, 2009]; 09-142228

One page Warrant [1-343242] [Dated: September 29, 2009]; Armed Robbery

One page Information Sheet [Dated: September 17, 2009]; Forgery

Two page Letter to Attorney Nihar Patel from Assist Sol Campbell [Dated: November 30, 2010] ‘

One page Warrant [I-343243] [Dated: September 29, 2009]; Weapons Possession '

Two page Report from the GCSO - MD Gladson [Dated: September 05, 2009]; Armed Robbery

One page Signed Statement of Brian Workman [Dated: September 29, 2009]; 09-142228

One page Wanted Flyer of Anthony Maurice Lounds

One page depicting check # 1172 [Check Dated: September 06, 2009]; acct of Bryan Workman

Two page Supplemental Report of Investigator King [Dated: October 05, 2009]; 09-142228

One page Supplemental Report of Investigator King [Dated: September 24, 2009]; 09-142228 )
One page Incident Report of Investigator Martin [Dated: October 01, 2009};. 09:148908 - .. ... cosee
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After reviewing each of the documents noted above, | do not recall the incidents named. There is a very
good likelihood that | did not perform a Defense Investigation as the ‘Staff Investigator’ and not as a contracted
Private Investigator. This being a result of the fact that | did not retire from the Greenville County Sheriff’s Office
untii November of 2009 while the documents authored above are, in majority, dated prior to my retirement. |
would have conflicted the above matters with your Attorney Scott Robinson, therefore | would not have worked
the Defense Investigation. )

Respectfull

Paul A, Silvaggio
Licensed Private Investigator [State of South Carolina]
. GCSO ~ Homicide Supervisor [Retired]

Post Office Box 641, Mauldin, South Carolina 29662

Mobile: 864.569.8382 '* Office: 864.907.3590 * wwwsilvaggioinvestigations.com
' Licensed and Bonded
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Zeldric Vance - Cross-Examination by Ms. Ratigan : : : 53

Q Okay. Okay. And if Mr. Robinson had
contacted ydu; you would have testified at Mr.

Lounds’ trial that this was a drug deal?

10
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A I would have testified to what I just

testified to.

o  Okay. That it‘was a driy deal and not”an™

armed robbery?

A I would testify that he didn’t rob him.
Q Okay.

a I guess you say drug deal.

Q

Yes, sir. Okay.

MR. ARIAIL: Nothing furthér,.Your Honof.

'THE COURT: Sir, you can step down.

MR. ARIATIL: ‘That is all we have, Your
Honor.

THE COURT: All right.

MS. 3AIIGAN: The State would call Mr.

Robinson, Your Honor.

“- -~ omE COURET: - ALl right.— - - -

| THE CLERK: Mr. Robinson, place your left
hand on ;he Bible and raise your right hand.

| SCOTT ROBINSON . DA
having fiist been duly éﬁorn, testifies as follows:

THE CLERK: Thank you. Please étafe'your

full namé for the record.
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BY MS. RATIGAN:

: Mr, Lounds on these charges?

\Y-E. - BT S 7 T

THE WITNESS: Scott David Robinson.
THE CLERK: - Thank you.

DIRECT EXAMINATION

Q Mr;.Robinson, do you recall representing
T i g
_3 I do.
Q- Mr.‘Louﬁds,testified you were appginted_iﬁ
December of 2010. Does that sound accurate? ’
A Yeaﬁ._Ihe_latternpart of December. of 2010.,
9 Were you the firstratto;néy‘on thelcasez

 A_ I just-heard‘that Mr. Patel was the

attorney before me.

Q. Did you receive materials, discovery

materials from Mr. Patel or did you file your own

discovery motions?

A inwoulg_have normally.filed my own

discovery motions.

Q@  Did you receive those materials from the
state? A |

A  Yes, anything that they had they gave it to
me. _

Q - And #id you have an investigator duripg' ’
this,peripd of #img?l | | R

A .1 did.
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2 Andjwho was that?
. A Paul Silvaggio.

(o] Was he‘involvéd in your invegtigation of
this case?

A Yes. ;

Q Would you‘;Ffletﬁme-stiike that. “Did ygu*
send a copy of disCovery materials to Mr. Lounds?

A Yes. He would have probably had Mr.
Silvaggio go over them with him.or bring them to him.
He may have had the discovery too that Mr. Patel had
given him as ‘'well.

Q So four testimony is your practice would
have been for.the investigator to gé'over it?

a Yes.

.'Q Oka:;ﬁ N

A Or ﬁyself.

Q Can‘you recall in this case whether you
'went over it with Mr. Lounds or was it Mr . Silvaggio?

A ",I‘dén’f recall ‘that. Paul—-is a very good-
investigator. ﬁe would have wanted to go over it with

him possibly. But I’m not sure.

0 Was Mr. Lounds over at the detention
center?
!A Yes.

Q Did you go visit him at the detention
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Scott Robinson - Direct Examination by Ms, Ratigan ~~ . 56
center?

A I believe I did. I don’t know when I
visité;l him. I would have visited him, I think. I
ddn'f»récall exa@tly When.AMy practice would be to
viéit him. »

- v -ﬂ-Do‘youﬁrecall whetherryou:had‘aﬁy meetings
with him in the.courthoqse?.
_.A | I would have probably had a meeting with

him at the>courthouse at trial, during breaks or
whate#er.«ﬂ -

o) So what did you do in preparation for Mr.
Lounds case?

A Well, here’s what we have. The situation,
was that he Was accused of going to a Motel 6 ana:,
robbing a'guy named Brian Workman and then going ;g
an Ingles with another gentleman and cashing checks.

Mr. Workman’s testimony was inconsistent as far as.

statements go. He gave different statements in this

.case. I was going to.draw out of . him.the
: e L N S o

inconsistencies of the statement because I believe he

- said Mr. Lounds, he could identify him and also about

a gun.when there was no gunshot heard by anyone. The
strategy was to take apart the State’s case and go

after that part of it. That’s what I thought I would
do.




N A W, A W

O ©o

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

19

20

21

22
23
24
25

Scott Robinson - Direct Examination by Ms. Ratigan ‘ 37

307

I couldn’t put Mr. Lounds on the stand
because he had a pretty significant prior record for
burglaries, larcenies. He had actually been -- he
actually started serving time in differeﬁt jail
things from 1995. He had'about approximateiy 15*‘;
outstanding charges at the Sameztime as this triail.’

o} Mr. Lounds testified that you met with him
two or three‘days before the trial. Does that sound
accurate?

a Yeah, it does.'

@ Do you recall whether or not you had
meetings with him prior to that? _

A I can’t recall independently when I would
have met with him. Either myself or Mr. SiIvaggio
would have.

o} Does your file reflect that, uh, the nameA
of Brigham Yaung was ever given to either>you-or Mr.
Silvaggio prior to trial?

AL‘:‘I’mlnéf'suré‘aﬁodé thatf“fl aon’twknow.é'l
am no£ sure that —- I know the déy of trial there was
a guy named 3ri§ham. Mr. Lounds -—-

THE bOURT: Again, I'm going to ask &ou.ﬁo

leave if you are not —- if you can’t ﬁust sit

here quiétly and listeﬁ, all right? f don’t

need anybody to point anybbdy out to me. Thank
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Scott Robinson - Direct Examination by Ms. Ratigan .. . .. = . 58
1 . you. . -
2. Go ahead, Ms. Ratigan.~
3 | BY Ms. maTIGAN: | | |
4 Q So 1 believe you stated‘that,there_yas_a
5 gentleman named Brigham at the4t:ial?n‘M.
6 a At the t;ial;nyes. ' .
7 Q Had that name been given to you p:icr:to
8 | trial? Do yeu remember?
9 A I don’t. have any recollection of fhat. I

10 | never met with Mr. Brigham Young. Ivdon't even know

11 if Mr Lounds knew his last name . I think when he

12 talked with the detectlves and he p01nted out that he
13 | was in that'v1deo from Ingles, he'lnglcated this
14 guy'’s name was Allen, not Brigham.

15 Q If he had given you the name of Brlgham

‘16 | Young, would yquApaveAasked,yourulnveetlgatpr to-

17 | follow up?
18 1 A Of course; yes.

&

19 ,...Qﬁﬁ, Do _you recall anyepeﬂln Mr Lounds famlly
20 élVlMg you any klnd of 1nformatlon on w1tnesses7

21 A I don’t have any recollectlon. I do know
22 | we subpcenaed wifnessesvthat Mr. lpundé asked'us to.
23 | I thlnk the ﬁames>of potehtial Qléﬁesees would haveM

24 | been on page 8. We would have subpoenaed them 1n

25 | this matter. ‘Bpt on the questlon of Mr Brlgham

2
2
b
i®
48
it

e ————— e
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Young, I mean, trying to portray this as a drug deal
versus a'robbetyrin this kind of case, I don’t know
if that wouid heve been the best trial strategy.

Q Did Mr. Lounds tell you his version of what
happened that n.lght'> Do you recall° |

a1 don’t recall exactIy what He told mé at
that time. ' -

o] Did Mr. Lounds ever mention to you the
names of Anthony Watkins or Zeldric Vance that you
recall? ‘ _

A Vance, no. Watkins was actually one of the
witnéssee on our witness list that Judge Pyle read to
the jury and he was sﬁbpoenaed. A

‘Q Ail.right. And was Mr. Lounds served with

the LWOP notice?

i\ Yeah, that would have been some time in
early 2011. . |
Q So pretty soon after you came on the case,

he was- served w1th the ‘notice of - 1ntent “to" seek llfe
without parole?
A Yes.

o] Do you recall ever having received a plea
. y _

-offer from the State while you represented Mr.

Lounds?

A I don’t recall independently. I actually
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Scott Robinson - Direct Examination by Ms. Ratigan | 60
1 | took the precaution of calling Sloan Ellis._Sloan
2 Ellis did not recall any plea offer beihg,made in
3 | this matter. ' |
4 (o} Just for the reoord, Sloan Ellis is who?
5 A He was the assistant solicitorﬂwho .
6. prosecuted the Case with Mr Campbell in thlS matter
7 | I don’t believe — I think Mr. Lounds --— whatever the
8 | plea offer would have been, it would have been 15 or
9| so, approx1mately 15 charges that were outstandlng at
10 | that point. I can’t imagine that plea offer would .
11 | have been something he would’ve taken.
12 Q But -you don’t have any 1ndependent
13 | recollectlon that there was a plea offer°‘ ‘
14 | A I don’t. I don’t belleve there was.
15 - Q As part of your general practlce, what do
16 | you do when you get a plea offer from the state?
17 A~ Take ;t to the cllent. That s why I thlnk
18 | that either myself or Mr. Sllvagglo would have done
}9‘ Atgéti: But I belleve that —— lf an offer actually did
20 | take place, it would have been a very hlgh, very h
21 | significant offer in this matter. I don't believe
22 | Mr. Lounds would ever take it. . .
23 MS. RAIIGAN That s all I have, Your
24 Honor. |
25

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Ariail?

I et
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Mh.:ARIAIL: Thank you, Your Honor. May it
please the Court. _ ;
CROSS-EXAMINATION

BY MR. ARIAIL: |

Q0  Now, Mr' Robinson, just go back real qulck
You heard Mr Young and Mr‘ Vance testlfy that no'm
armed robbery occurred, correct’ -

A That’s what they said.

o} Okay. I don’t understand. Did you receive
any.calls from any family members about these -
w1tnesses° - | _

A. That would have been ——’I have a’ pretty
good memory as far as what I did last week But as
'far as somethlng that happened two or three years,zI

have no independent, I don’t know. I would have
followed up on it typlcally Either myself or Mr.
Silvaggio would have followed up on it.

Q Would you keep any notes 1n your flle on
‘that? o o | -
a I normally would not. ’ Ae l said, I hadaan
investigator at the time. He would’ve talked to .
anyone that he was contacted about .

Q What do you have in your flle, what do>you
recall as far as any alibi or.any type of defenee'in

this case?

S
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Scott Robinson - Cross-Examination by Mr. Ariaill = L 62
A There was no person or there was no alibi
in this case.a' | |
Q 'Okay. _
" A He was there in the room. All of the
“rw1tnesses - he admlts he was there'ln the room. He
jadmlts - he admltted to the ofrlcer he ‘was on the
tape at Ingles cashlng these checks He may not have
been the one to cash the checks but he was with a guy
that he said was Allen in the Ingles The same

checks that were taken from Mr. Workman in thlS '
matter Mr. Workman also on the stand sald that Mr
Lounds was the person who robbed hlm that nlght and
he was about three feet away

‘Q Okay Now, when you rev1ewed all of thlS
with Mr. Workman, were there any other w1tnesses that
you had -- from my understandlng of Mr Young, there
were at least seven people in thlS room includlng the
victim. So did you see any of those or talk to any’

of those 1nd1v1duals or have any —-

S IS
PR SR

A Mr. Lounds, anyone that he asked'ﬁsfto“talk
to, he did not know the actual names of these folks.
They had street names One of the persons‘that>they
talked to was Al Capone. B SE e 2

Q Okay. :

A I don't know 1f he knew - he dldn t know
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Scott Robinson - Cros%s-Examination by Mr. Ariail o 63
1 | who that was as far as like the real name of that
2 | person, where they live, their telephone number or
3 | anything of .that nature.
4 @  When you talked to Mr. Young at trial, do
5 | you remember what your discussion with him waS'and’
6 | what he was'goiﬁg to testify‘abéﬁt? e
7 | A He woﬁid‘héve -~ he would have ——‘Wha% I
8 | told the jque. He would have testified thét he was
9 | there and tﬁey were not ~-= they were actually doing a
10. | drug deal at that time with ;hié individual. The guy
11 | didn’t give them any money so he got the chéckbook
12"inSEead‘andgwenp:fp'Ihgles. -
13 o  Okay. |
14 A . That’s what I believe he would have said.
15 0 Anéhony Watkins, did he show up toit:ial?'
16 A I don’t know that. I know we sent
17 subpoénas. I don’t know if he ever showed ﬁp at
{ 18 trial. |
19 0 ‘ﬁbﬁydu‘kndw'th'you subpoenaed fdr'trigl?f
20 A I dpn’t know independehtly.  Whé£'I ao ’
21 | know, I can tell you by looking at the -— I am
- 22 sbeculatingé I can look at the potentiai witnesseg.
23 Thére would have been Randy Bryant, Ahthén§ Watkihé,
24 | Alford Chandler. Those are the names he ﬁbuld'haQe'
25 given me.
i
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0 Okay. The key ;—_what I am trying to get
and'figure out is that apparently we have a case

where I haye got two individuals now alleging‘that it

didn’t happen, there was no robbery,xthere‘was aAdrugl

deal. _They:are coming in here acknowledgrog there

was a drugvdeal,j_Whatjdiq yqu"doﬂtoago through to.
figure out if this rs truly an armed robbery or if
thlS was a drug deal like they were saylng°

A On the one hand, we had the victim who said
"that he was w1th1n three feet of Anthony Lounds and
he 1dent1fled him in a, s1x—person llneup as a person
who robbed hlm That 1s what he sald in. thlS case.
He'said that he had a gun. He also sald that they
took, he and whoever, took the,checkbook,yelther
robbed him of the checkbook, took the checkbook or
whatever and took it to Ingles where he cashed the

checks. He was on a v1deotape cashlng the checks

They have a gun, a black gun. I made a motlon to

exclude that because it wasn’t the same but it was a

an, e

black gun.
(o) Okay.
A On the other hand, whether 1t 1s an armed

robbery or a drug deal where they are steallng the
checks, I am not really sure what the dlfference is

as far as in terms of how the jury percelves Mr
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gun:

Lounds. The:victim says robbed him with a gun, hit
him in the head, took his checkbook and whatever |
stuff he had and went to Ingles. That is what the
victim said. |

Q I QUess the question —f;the reason I'm;
aékgng thegé_quéétioﬁé is if it is an armed rcbﬁefy
which he is charged with rather than a drug deal,
that is a two separate wholly different issues,-
correct? '
» A What yoﬁ'haﬁé'isrif'it is a drug deal, if
during the drug deal -- I think Mr. Young just
ﬁesfifiéd\to:this. ﬁe}ééid that the.guy didn’t have

cash. He said I want cash. He got a checkbook. ' He

-gbt his ID. The jﬁry cbuld ~- I don’t think the jhry

—— this is my own perception, but I think that é jury
could look'af that as a robbery or someéne taking
money from sbmébody.v Whether I had a gun or not is
;nother issue. According to the victim, he had a
’ N P

Q RiéhtL These individuals, you’héard thém
testify. Nobody said there was any guns that were
invoived inltﬁis. :

A The victim says fhere was-é gun;“

Q Hefe is what I'm askiﬁg. If the alleged

victim has made this whole thing up, then wouldn’t it
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be sensible to try to run down some of these
witnesses who not only testify to'whet they testified
now but probably would throw in some more potential

impeachment information that you'could.pse against

‘Mr. Workman°

A . He hasmgot to know the name of these
people. If he doesn't know the name of the people
and he can’t tell me who these people are other than
Al Capone or BOOChle or something llke that, I have

no —- I nor my lnvestlgator know who these people

are.

‘ Q So no one in his.fahily or_ﬁr}uhouhds gave
you that 1nformatlon, I guess° o ”h A ‘
A If someone had glven us. thls 1nformat10n;
Mr. Sllvagglo e5pec1ally, he would have run that
person down. If they knew the names, the addresses
and the telephone numbers of these people
(+] Did you dlscuss —— when you meet w1th hlm,
how many times did you meet with hlm personally or
talk about this case? . '
A I have no recoilection.v I'm not sure.
Q Dld he have any questlons or request you to
do anything from your recollectlon as to what -
A We went over the problems w1th the

statement that the v1ct1m gave in thls case. The
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victim gave several statements. We went oﬁér the
problem that ~~ anything he wanted to tell me, we
talked about és far as research, as far as what he
was wanting - anytime you get life without'parole
notlce given to you, I'm sure it 1s extremely nerve-
racklng Anythlng he wanted to alk about, we talked
about or Mr. Sllvagglo talked about. |

MR, ARIAIL: - ‘Okay. I have no further

qﬁestions, Your Honor. Thank you. h
THE COURT: Ms."Ra;igan?
MS. RATIGAN: I have nothing further. The

' state would rest, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  All right.' Sir, you ‘can step
down. '

THE QITNESS: © Thank you, Judge.

MS. RATIGAN: We would also waive any

c1051ngs, Your Honor.

THE COURT: all right.

MR, $RIAIL: ' Your Honor, I just have one
reply Witnessvif I could put up reaL quick. :Ms.
Lounds, qaﬁet Lounds.

THE COURT:  All right.

. JANET LOUNDS

hav1ng flrst been duly sworin, testifies as follows

THE CLERK: Thank you. Please state your
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proceedings had and evidence introduced in the tr;al.of the

.Pleas for Greenville, South‘Caroline,‘oh_this 15th day of

April, 2015}

nor interest to ~any party hereto.

STATE OF SOUTH CARCLINA )

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE ° )

I, the undersigned, Teresa B. Johnson, Official Court
Reporter for the Thlrteenth Judlcral ClICUlt of the State of]
South Carollna, do hereby certlfy that the foreg01ng 1s a

i H ' R

true, accurate and complete Transcrlpt of Record of all the

captioned case,-  relative to appeal, in:the Court of Common

I do further certlfy that I am nelther of kln, counsel
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Off1c1al Court Reporter'
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