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Tricia Stoner - Direct by Ms. Zmroczek 578
A Yes, ma'am.
Q All right. What date was that?

A March 11th, 2014.

Q March 11th of 20147

A Yes, ma'am.

Q All right. And what contact did you have?

A .We spoke on the phone. B

0 And what did you tell Detective Ellisor -- or did he

call you or did you call him?

A He called me.

Q And that was March 11th? -

AI Yes, ma'am.
Alllright. And what did he tell you?
That he had spoken with Sarah and Sharon.
Did he say anything else?
And that he had --

Co

MS. PATTERSON: Objection, hearsay.

MS. ZMROCZEK: ‘Your Honor, this. is in direct response
tb a question that was asked earlier.

THE COURT: Overruled. That's for impeachment
purposes?

MS. ZMROCZEK: Correct.

THE COURT: Admitted.

Answer the quesfion, please.

BY MS. ZMROCZEK:
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Tricia Stoner - Direct by Ms. Zmroczek 579
Q I'm sorry.
A I'm sorry. He told me that he had told Sharon not to

have any more contact with Sarah and that he was going to
suggest to Sarah that she get a restraining order. And he
said he was going to keep me updated on the case and
e-mail me a copy of his report.
Q Did you ever receive a copy.of that report?
A - I'd have.to look. I don't think I did.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Please answer any questions the é£ate
may have.

THE‘WITNESS: Yes, ma'am.

CROSS-EXAMINATION

BY MS. PATTERSON:
Q - Detective Stoner, you don't have anything to do with
the investigation of the State of South.Carolina versus
Jamie Stroman, do you?
A No, ma'am.
MS. PATTERSON: Thank you. No further questions.
THE COURT: Have a nice day, ma'am.
THE WITNESS: Thank you, sir.
Call your next witness.
MS. ZMROCZEK: Beg the Court's indulgence.
THE COURT: Yes.
(Pause.)

MS. ZMROCZEK: Your Honor, may we approach?
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Tricia Stoner -~ Cross by Ms. Patterson 580

THE COURT: Sure.
Y'all stand up and stretch, stretéh your legs.
(WHEREUPON, a bench conference was held.)
THE COURT: All right. Ladies and gentlemen, let's
go ahead and take an afternoon break. Do not discuss the

case. .Keep an open mind. It's 3:30. We'll be.back with

you at 3:45. Thank you very much.

(WHEREUPON, the jury left the courtroom- at 3:30 .

MS;lZMRQCZEK: Yoﬁr Honor, I believe that I just need
to consult, but I don't believé that we Will be calling
any more witnesses. I'll let the Court>knéw as soon as we
gét'baék in. |

THE COURT: Okay. All right.

MS. ZMRCCZEK: Thank you.

(Pause.)

THE COURT: All right. What's the word?

MS. ZMROCZEK: Your Honor, it appears I may need to
call one more witness, a DSS worker to talk about the and’
the number of contacts that they had between March and-
May.

The problem is Mr. Shealey and I have been in
contact. The person who I thought I would need to call is
on maternity leave, and so he's trying to figuré out what

to do to get her here, or in the alternative, bring in
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1 another of the workers. That person's name wasn't --
2 actually, I don't know if I put all the DSS workers' names
3 'on the list. It might have just -- because we did get him
4 reserved. I'm sure you remember the issue with the
5 subpoena. But that would be the only witness. And I
6 - mean, Mr. -Shealey, if i can have time to talk to him, I
7 think we can have that resolved by the morning. SQ that
8 - would be the last witness. So if we would do the charge
9 conference --
10 THE COURT: "~ So what is. this witness going to say?
11 . MS. ZMROCZEK: Just the days’ that she weﬁt to go
'12 visit at || 2rartments and who was there.
13 ' THE COURT: Are there not records of that?
14 . MS. ZMROCZEK: There are. I mean, I can put the
15 | records in, buf I have to put them in through‘soﬁébo&y.
16 " THE COURT: ‘I mean, if they're official DSS
17 . records -- if there's DSS records to say, you know, DSS
18 agent showed up, the following set of pecople were here.
- 19 MS. ZMROCZEK: Yes.
20 ' THE COURT: Why can't we just stipulate to it?
21 MS. PATTERSON: Your Honor, we can. We beat this
22 dead horse. We went over who was there. And she
23 said‘thét she didn't always say who was there, but Jamie
24 lived there and Jamie even said he lived there during
25 these days.
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THE COURT: I mean, I assume these records show that
sometimes Jamie was there and sometimes Mr'. Stroman was --
MS. ZMROCZEK: It never shows that he was theréJ

THE COURT: I mean, if that's what the DSS records

show, then I dqn't know -- I mean,; the witness isn't going

“to add énything -

MS. ZMROCZEK: Right, except for what the records
show.

THE COURT: He was there and he was.the dad of the
year, or he was there and he was drunk and high. I mean,
the records are --

MS. ZMROCZEK: - That tbey showed up --

THE COURT: -~ tﬁat’they visited the house from —

'MS. ZMROCZEK: On this-date, this date. And I can
list the dates and if.they contest it, then --

MS. PATTERSON: I mean, I don't care about that.

- THE COURT: Right.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Then if I can just make that a
stipulation for tomorrow.

THE COURT: Do you have tﬁe records?

MS. ZMROCZEK: We do. We both do.

fHE COURT: Okay.

MS. ZMROCZEK:. i'll just type out the stipulation for
you.

THE COURT: Sure, that's fine.




506

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

583

MS. ZMROCZEK: And I'll send to it them, of course.

THE COURT: Are you going to.have any reply -
witnesses?

MS. PATTERSON: No, sir.

THE COURT: :Okay. So I'm going to bring the jury

back in here and release them and tell them to be back at

. 9:30 tomorrow morning.

MS. PATTERSON: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: = We can read that stipulation and then
argue and charge.

MS. PATTERSON: Yes, sir.

- THE COUR-T: Is that okay?

MS. PATTERS&N: Sounds good. Thank you.

THE COURT: Do you understand what I'm t;ying to do
with the DSS thing, Mr. Stroman?

- THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: So, apparently, DSS came to the house a
bunch of times and you weren't there.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: All right. So-the records are what the
records are. So instead of having to call a witness Jjust
to say that, I'm just going to tell the jury DSS came to
the house on these dates and on these dates, you weren't
there.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.
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THE COURT: 1Is that okay with you?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT:V It accomplishes the same ﬁhing.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Absolutely, Your Honor. .I appreciate
that.

(WHEREUPON, the jury entered the courtroom at 3:48

THE COURT: All right. So here's what we;re going to
do, so we're going to stop for‘the day. So we have ‘one
more stipulation that we're going to work on thié
afternoon that we're going to read to you first thing in
the morning. Then when.yqu come back first thing in the
mornidg, we're going to read you that stipulation. And
then the,lawyers are going to give you their élosing
argdments_and I'm going to tell you what the law is and
you can begin deliberating.

So we could do that tonight. I will tell you, I
don't like to start deliberating this late because, you
know, I don't know how long you're going to take and I
don't want you to feel pressured és in we have to finish
by a certain time or anything like that. So I like to do
it this way. We can come back in the morning.

Everybody's fresh, ready to go. You've had a good night's
sleep. That way, you can take as long as you need to to

deliberate without anybody feeling like I've got to get to
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1 soccer or this has got to happen or anything like that.
2 All right. I'm not a big fan of being at courthouses at
3 9:00 or 10:00 o'clock at night, although we've all done
4 it. But I'm not going to put-you in that situation
5 tonight.
6 So you're still not allowed to discuss the case in
7 any way, shape, or form with anybody. You're still not
8 allowed to do any research about the case. And you are
S © still to keep an opén mind about the case. Thére‘s one
10 mére stipulation that we're going to need to reéd to you
11 and then the attorneys are going to have the opportunity
127 to come before you and make their closing arguments from
13 their respéctive points of view. And then I still have to
14 - tell you what the law is that you are to apply to this
15 case.
16 So you're still to kéep an open mina. You're still
17 not allowed to discuss the case. You're still not allowed
18 to have any contact with anybody, and you're still not
19 allowed to discuss the case in any way, shapé, or form.
20 We'll see you tomorrow morning at 9:30 ready to go.
21 Now, what are my lunch choices for tomorrow,
22 Ms. Hope?
23 THE CLERK: We can have the Jimmy Johns brought in,
24 sandwich lunch boxes.
25 THE COURT: Yes.




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

586

509

. THE CLERK: We can have that. We can go to Cribbs
and order sandwiches or salads from Cribbs.
THE COURT: "Okay. Y'all want to do Cribbs tomorrow
for lunch and the clerk of court will get your lunch for

you? Is that. okay? Okay. So lunch tomorrow will be on

-us while you're deliberating and that way we don't have to

take a major break for everybody to go eat lunch.

Okay. So 9:30 tomorréw morning. Do not discuss the
case. -Keep an open mind._ Thank you very much.

(WHEREUPON, the jury left the courtroom at 3:51

p.m.) N

THE COURT: All right. Let's go‘thréugh this charge.
All right. So y;all are not used to my charges,
Ms. Patterson. So I start ‘off with this is what he's

charged with. This is not evidence or proof of anything.

You and I have certain duties to perform. It's my duty to

tell you the law. It's your duty to find the facts.,
Let's see. I say he's presumed innocent. I go through,
you know; the robe of righteocusness placed about his

shoulders, "which remains with him. My reasonable doubt

charge is Victor versus Nebraska. Firmly convinced. I
then go thfough what is not evidence. I remind them of’
that.

I then explain direct and circumstantial evidence and

I give a new circumstantial evidence charge. All of
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circumstances must be consistent with each other and when
taken together point conclusively to the guilt of the
accused. I then go through credibility of witnesses; You
can believe all, some or none. I'll do a charge on éxperf
witnesses, Jjust a standard charge for that.

. I'11l go through the statement of the Defendant. They
have to consider the statement. They have to determine |
whether it was freely, voluntarily given without pressure,
force, fear, threats, coercion or intimidation, that
normal standard language.‘ They can consider his age, his
laék-of education, his mental capacity, his IQ or
intelligence,. all that kind:of stuff. The State has the
burden of proving that the statement was voluntary.

I then go through criminal intent with the standard
intent charge, a mental state, a conscious wrongdoing, an
act or a failure to act. And then I go straigﬁtvinto
first degree criminal sexual conduct with a minor. We'll
add é paragraph at this point that says you have to
consider each of the indictments separately.

MS. ZMROCZEK: The multiple charges.

THE COURT: The multiple charges charge. That they
have to look at each one of them and consider them
separately. Then the CSC with a minor says the defendant
is charged with two counts of first degree criminal sexual

conduct with a minor. The State must prove beyond a
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reasonable doubt that he engaged in a sexual battery with
the minor . Then defines sexually battery as intercourse,
cunnilihgus,bfellatio,.anal intercourse-or any intrusion,
however slight, of any body part of a person's body or any
object into the gehital or anal openings of another
person's body except when the intrusion is accomplished
for medicéll?xrecognized treatment or diagnostic purposes.

The Statée must then prove beyond a reasonable doubt

that the minor was less than the age of 11 at the time of

the sexual battery. And it says consent, willingnessf

indifference or ignorance on the part of a minor, if any,

.was to what was taking place does not in any'way affect
- the charge because aﬁ_unmarried woman under the ége of . 14

‘cannot  legally consent to sexual intercourse.

And then I have.this kind of thing I do aﬁ,the end
where I say let me tell you about your deliberations;
Deliberation is defined as a careful consideration
weighing ﬁp wiﬁh a viewlto a decision. The genius of this
system is that it.allOWS 12 people of totally different
backgrounds to reach a verdict. You are to do it
carefully, consider it deliberately and discuss the case
calmly, thoroughly, in a courteous manner. Listen to each
other's views and points of view,‘discuss the cése and
reach an agreement. Your verdict must be.unanimous.“ You

should impartially consider all the evidence, discuss it
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fully with each other and listen to each other's views.
Do not be afraid to change your opinion if the discussion
persuades you that you should, but do not come to a
decision simply because everyone else thinks it's right.
I'll say thére are four possible verdicts in this

case. There's no significance in the order in which I

state these. Your verdict must be unanimous. Sign it and

then give it back to us. And then the verdict form says

we,'the(jury, by uﬁanimous consent find the Defendant -as
to the charge-of, and we put the charge and the indictment
nﬁmber and guilty or gqilty. And then put the second
indictment number, guilty or not guilty, and then a place
to sign.

All right. Anybody know of anything else théy want
added or taken out or discussed?

Ms. Patterson?

MS. PATTERSON: Sir, it sounds fine. Thank you.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. ZMROCZEK: And, Judge, i think -- was there --
and you might have said it or gone over it. Do you give a
charge about -- come on, Aimee.- His record, the prior
record of a —--

THE COURT: What do you think -- tell me what you --
I'm not saying no. I'm saying tell me what you think it_

is.
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MS. ZMROCZEK: I thought it said you're only to
consider the prior record as to --

'THE COURT: Pull it up and see if you can find that.

I'm not opposed to giving that and I'm not saying it
doesn't exist. Just before we go on to anything else, let
us both sit here and go through it.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Okay.

THE COURT: All right. You have heard evidence.that
the Defendant was convicted of a crime other than the one
for which he is now on trial. This evidence may be
considered by you if you conclude it is true only in

deciding whether the Defendant's testimony is believable

~and for no other purpose. You must not consider the

Defendant's prior as any evidence of the Defendant's guilt
of the charge we are trying today.
MS. ZMROCZEK: - That's the --

THE COURT:  All right. That's fine. So I will

~insert that in -- hold on. Let me go back to the charge

- and see where I want to put it. Let's put it -- I'm going

to put it right after statemeht of Defendant.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Okay.

THE COURT: All right. So I'll put it right after
statement of Defendant, right before intent. We'll send
y'all an e-mail of this and an e-mail éf the verdict form

so you can look at it overnight.
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Anything else.

MS. ZMROCZEK: I know that you had marked down -- I
thought you had marked down, I know I marked it down about
stipulations, that maybe you.were going do a charge on.
stipulations.

THE COURT: I think we have the stipulation.

MS. ZMROCZEK: And I'm sure that probably covers it
once -- I think those were the two notes that I had, Your
Honor. And I will not send a 2:00 a.m. e-mail, Your
Honor. 1I'll make sure I look.at it as soon-as I get back.

THE COURT: You want me to.write that down.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Yes, for the record.

THE COURT REPORTER: Got~it;

MS. ZMﬁOCZEK: Judge, may I have one more question?

THE CCURT: Yeah, I'm not finding your stipulation on
the --

MS. ZMROCZEK: I don't know that'£he£e iSvone.' I
just -- I know that I remember like you saying something
about a stipulation and I wrote down stipulation charge,
gquestion mark.

THE COURT: In the normal charge, it says you are to
consider only the testimony which has been presented from
the witness stand and any exhibits which have been made a
part of this case and the stipulations of the parties

which have been previously read to you.
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MS. ZMROCZEK: Okay. That's good.

THE COURT: Okay. |

MS. ZMROCZEK: And then, Your Honor, I believe --
well, I know I've tried, at least, twoc cases since the new
Beatty closing arguments thing.

THEACOURT: Right..

MS. ZMROCZEK: I just want to make suré that I have‘
it correct, that the State opens bn the law and the facts
and then I do my case and they're allowed to respond to
something that wasn't covered. ' Is that your
understanding?

: THE COURT: Yes. So, basically, so you're moving for
the’State to open in‘full.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Thank you.

THE.COURT: Is that right?

MS. ZMROCZEK: Yes.

THE COURT: So eVerybody understdnd how it;s going tb
work?

MS. PATTERSQN: Not exécﬁly, can you explain it to
me? |

THE COURT: Sb you have to open in full, okay. All

right. Then she's allowed to close. And then you are

"allowed to -- you are allowed to reply to what she séys,

essentially.

MR. POGUE: My understanding, Your Honor, is our
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reply is limited to what was in her closing.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Right.

THE COURT: Yes. You can't bring up something new.
Then in reply you may respond to thé»other party's
arguments, but you may not raise a new.matter.

MS. PATTERSON: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Does that make sense?

MS. PATTERSON: Yes, sir.

MR. POGUE: Yes, sir, Your Honor.

THE COURT: That's the way -- it's the way it is in
civil court in every case. That's State vs. Beatty with
two T's, if you want to read that tonight. Since the
Defense put up a defense, they can requife the State to
open in full. The Defense is allowéd to close and the
State is allowed to reply to something that the Defense
said, but can't go back and give your whole closing aéain. 

What else?

MS. ZMROCZEK: I believe that covered it, Your ﬁdnor.
I'll be using my dembnstratives, the. calendars I've been
using the whole time. I may or may not. have a power
point. "I know I'll be using the demonstratives. 1I'll
make sure I get here way early to make sure I have no
issues with that.

THE COURT: Anything else, Ms. Patterson?

MS. PATTERSON: Nothing from the State, Your Honor.
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" reconvened .on Thursday, March 30, 2017.)

THE COURT: All right. 9:30.

(WHEREUPON, Court was adjourned for the day to be

THURSDAY, MARCH 30, 2017

THE COURT: All right. Are we good to go?

MS. PATTERSON: The State is, Your Honor.

'MS. ZMROCZEK: The Defense is, Your Honor; 'I‘sﬁoke
with the'prosécutof this morning, and she advised me she
was fine with the stipulations. - ‘

"THE COURT: Okay. I'm going té change it up a little
bit.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Okay.

THE'COURTf I'11 say Ms. Sarah Stoudemayer'and I'11’
say Jamie Stroman, not just Stroman. |

MS. ZMROCZEK: Oh, okay;l Sorry.

“THE COURT:: All right. Let's bring them in.

(WHEREUPON, the jury entered the courtroom at 9:43
a.m.)

THE.COURT:--Ali right. Welcome back, ladieé and
gentlemen. Thank you very much for being on>time. As 1
told you at the end of the day yesterday, we would have
another éet of stipulations to read to you.A Remémber thét
stipulations are an agreement by the lawyers on facts and
you are to take these facts as they are and no further

proof for them is necessary. Okay.
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So stipulation number one.  Number one is a DSS plan
was implemented on or about -- on March the 6th of 2014.
On March the 19th of 2014 at 6:50 p.m., DSS did a home
visit Sarah Stoudemayer and the children were present
only. On April 21st of 2014, at 8:49 p.m., DSS did a home

visit with Sarah Stoudemayer and the children were present

only. On April 28th of 2014 at 10:00 p.m., there was a
" home visit where no one answered. Sarah Stoudemayer

. called and said the children were home with her brother.

On April 29th of 2014 at 4:00 p.m., DSS met with the

family. Jamie Stroman was not present and the mother said

the safety plan was being followed.

Okay. At this point in time, Ms. Zmroczek, does the
Defense have any further witnesses?

MS. ZMROCZEK: We do not, Your Honor. - The Defense
rests.

THE COURT: Okay. And Do yoﬁ renew your preyious
motions?

MS. ZMROCZEK: I do, Your Honor.

THE COURT: My ruling upon them is the same based on

" the reasons given earlier.

Does the State have any reply witnesses,
Ms. Patterson?
MS. PATTERSON: ©No, sir, the State does not.

THE COURT: All right. Ladies and gentlemen, at this
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-pbint in time, we're at the point of the trial known as

closing arguments, dkay.' So this is the attorney's
opportunity to give you the case from their respective
points of view. Some judges say they hold lawyers to time

limits. I don't. Sometimes I wish I did, but I don't, so

this.is their case. They lived with it now for a long

period of time and been involved in it, so this is their

~opportunity to come before you and give -you their closing

arguments.
So there's an order. I don't just make up these
things. The State goes first, and then the'befense’goes

and then the State is allowed to reply to what the Defense

‘has. Okay; " So it goes State, Defense, State.

Now, depending on ‘how long that takes, I may or may
nét take'a bféak, okay.(/l may jﬁst say staﬁd up and'
stretch where you are. Because once all thfee of those
arguments are done, I have a jury bhérge that I have»to:'
read to.you, okay. .50 it Qiil juét depend on how long

they are before I decide to take a break before giving you

~the charge. Once I've given you the charge, I'll give you

the instructions on what. you're- supposed to do at that
point. |

Now, all week, youball have done a great job.
Everybody has stayed awéke., You‘ve‘stayed with me.

You've paid attention. You've watched the witnesses. You
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watched the attorneys. And I ask now that you give the
attorneys your undivided attention as they come before you
to make your closing arguments.

All right. ‘Ms. Patterson, are you closing for the.
State? |

MS. PATTERSON: Yes, sir, four Honor.. Thank you.
May it please the Court.

THE COURT: - All right. 'Yes, ma'am.

CLOSING STATEMENT’BY MS{ PATTERSON

MS. PAfTERSON: - Good morning.

THE JURY: Good morning.

' MS. PATTERSON: A little girl's-childhood shouldrbe
all smiles and giggles. She should only have to
cohcentratevon being a little girl, playing dress up,
having tea parties, playing.With her friends. They're all
little princesses. Little girls shouldn't have to worry
about the pain of sexual assault, the torment of keeping
painful secrets and the'betrayal of the men in her life,
that is her father( or like the Defendant said in his own
words, a father figure.

Eleven-year—-old Minor , in her short il
years on this earth, has endured more pain, guilt and
shame than most people will have to endure in a lifetime.
And this week, Jamie Stroman is on trial for his part in

Minor 's stolen innocence.
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He's on trial for criminal sexual conduct with a
minor in the'first degree. The Judge will'instfuct you
later with respect to the law, but this is my bpportunity
to tell you about the law and how.its applied in this
case. . | |

Our state legislature has defined»criminal,sexuél
conduct with a minor iﬂ the first degree as the actor
engages in a sexual battery with a minor who is less than

11 years of age. The actor being the Defendant, Jamie

~Stroman, engaging in 'a sexual battery, which is further

defined askséxual intercoursé? cunnilingus, fellatio, anal
intercourse or any intrusion, however slight, éf-any part
of a person's body or of aﬁy objeCt into.the genital or
anal openings of another>person's body. -

Let's go back for a second. Minor ' told
you her age. She was six, seven an& eight during these
assaults. Her birthday, her age was well éstablished with

her, with the Defendant himself when he talked about how

-hold she was.

Sexual battery, Minor told you what he did to her
body. She described it in details a child of her age and
mental capacity should not know. She told you how it
hurt. That is proof that it, however slight, entered her
body.

The Defendant, even if you believe his account only,
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he.told you he fingered her. And I asked him what does
tﬁat mean. And he said put his finger inside of a
female's body, however slight.

We submit to you that we have proof that a sexual
battery occurred and that the Defendant engaged in a

sexual battery with six, seven and eight-year-old Minor

Now, the Judge will also instruct you. about

reasonablé doubt and that it is the State's burden of

- proof to prove this case beyond a reasohable doubt. ‘This

is a burden that we welcome and this is a burden.that we
submit to you that we have met. . And reasonable doubt is
not,beyona all doubt, because nothing, very little things
are beyond all doubt. But if this evidence and the
teétimony leaves you firmly quince that he's guilty, theﬁ
you must find him guilty.

Now, on behalf of the solicitbr's office, Mr. Pogue
and I, and the Solicitor, Rick Hubbard, I do thank you for
your attention this week. It's not that I don't think you
weren't paying attention, but I would be remiss if I
didn't go over the testimony and the points that I think
are key to you finding the Defendant guilty. So just bear
with me and be patient.

First of all, let's just get the Defense's witnesses

out of the way, and let's talk about Alan Hirsch. Y'all
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. remember Mr. Alan Hirsch, that well-paid expert they put

up here from Massachusetts that flew in, that charges

$3,000 for his testimony to appear in‘coprt,.$300 an houf

,for.hisrconsultation fee, flew here on an airplane, had to

get a'limousine to the airport. I guess they don't have
Uber in Massachusetts. But y'all remember him:
No law enforcement experience, nolinterviewing

technique background, no qertifiéation, hasn't taken a

- class in law enforcement interviewing techniques. He's

‘only read books, yet he sat up there and had the audacity

to-critique Detective'Ellisor's~intervieWing-techniques.

‘Admitted that his testimony has’ been "excluded. It's been,

included in sdme courts, but it's aISO'been‘excluded(iH,

at least, three‘édurts and one of them being federal

‘cdurtu  And I ask you to do like the coﬁrts in United

States vs. Michael Jacques and don't give his testimony

_any considerétion. . He was.a verybwell‘paid hired gun. He

has no credibility.

| I asked him about his;oﬁinions énd'he.édmitted they-‘
wére_due to a lot of books andrthings that he reéd, no
scientific studies. The only-study he could talk about

was something about college students pushing-.an Alt

" button. That doesn't even compare to what we are here for

this week. Someone was interviewed about something that

carries serious consequences, not anything that was about
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-a computer key. And that was the best example he could

give me. Don't pay his testimony~ény weight.

. I submit to you that the Defendant's confession was
ﬁot a false confession. He told you false .confessions can
happen. Yeah(,tﬁey<can and we knbw.that.; That's common

sensé. But he also.admitted there were more times where

there were true confessions than false confession. Again, -

I submit to you tﬁat tbe.Defendant‘s ﬁonfession was a true
confession. |

She'put Sarah Stoudemayer'op the stand.A And I'll‘
kind of talk about her a litfie'later,as weﬂgo tﬁrough,‘

but Sarah didn't know this was going'on. And when she

found out, she did what she was supposed to do.- She’got

her baby help. :She made sure her baby went to those

counseling Sessions, Shevtook her baby for those sexual.
assault.exams; Aﬁd she's brought her baby up here to
testify this-wéék.

And you saw her emotion oﬁ thaf sfand. That was
sincere. And you heard Lacy Musgrave télk about her .
sincerity that office.. Those were.natural responses that
a mother has when they discover that something so hogrific
has happened to their baby.

And then she put up a detective that has'something to
do with the other case. And I can guarantee you that

other case is pending and I can certainly guarantee you
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that will be coming to trial. But this week, it's about
Jamie Stroman.

Now, let's talk about Minor . She's 11 years old

now, but you got the benefit of seeing her video when she

was eight years old when she gave her forensic interview,

still a little thing. But you saw her talk about it then, -

and you heard and saw her talk about it now. She tells
what. happens. And she does not get it mixed up what
happened with her daddy. And at no point did-she say it

was daddy only or Jamie only. She has always said it was

"both of them.

Let's talk about how this disclosure came. out. She

.was at her counseling session due to what her daddy did to

her. Ms. Lacy brought up the Defendant's name. Nobody
brought that up, but her. Ms. Laéy was just wondering how
she felt about him coming home. And yoﬁ:heard what she.
said,. Minor looked surprised. She didn't even know
that that Was happeﬁing. You also heard her‘say Sarah was
excited because Jamie helped her with the kids, which he
admits to doing on the video. Minor ~ looked surprised,
then she starts crying uncontrollably. She didn't want
that monster back home. And she had had, at least, six
sessions with Lacy at this point, so she felt safe enough
to tell.

Just as our expert, Heather Smith, talked about,
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sometimes things come up later in counseling because

children feel like that's a safe environment and they
start feeling comfortable with their counselor. And

that's just what happened here.

Then when Sarah came in the room and she heard what
happened, again, panic attack. Brooke Wymer had to come
in and help caim things down. And then Lacy made the
report to law enforcement because she's a mandatory
reporter. So she followed procedure, reported it énd
that'é what gét forensics interviews scheduled, got
Detective Ellisor assigned. That's what happenea.

And what did Minor do, she told Lacy it was both
of them. She told Ms. Brooke it was both of them. She
told Kate Chappell it was both of them. She told us this
week it was both of them. She's always maintained it was
both of them. She's never wavered-on that. Sé don't let
the Defense throwlthat confusion and distraction at you
when they talk about nana told her to dnly say that Knot
did it. Nana may have told her that, but that's certainly
not what she did. She's always maintained it was both of
them.

She also told you why she didn't tell her mama.
Sarah‘admitted what her reaction was when she found out
about Eric. Yes, she went over there to confront him, as

a lot of people would have. And Minor was there when
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she did it. She saw how upset her mother was. She saw
her mother about to get into a confrontation. And she

didn't want that to happen, so she wasn't going to tell

. about the Defendant, Jamie Stroman, at that point because

she saw her mom's reaction. She didn't wént that to
happen. And she still knew he was at home.

Heather Smith told you, children, they freeze. They

. don't have flight or fight responses. like adults because -

" they're helpless. They're literally, utterly helpless

because they live with these people and these people are

' responsible for then. They discipline them. So she

froze. She wasn'£ going to tell. And she probably wasn't
éoing fo tell about her daddy either if she had not
contracted gonorrhea. These are crimes df secrecy.- Kidé
don't tell. She also said that he threatened her ﬁot to
tell.

And again, Lacy, she had been seeing Minor for six

sessions. I think she ultimately said she ended up seeing

‘her 12,'14‘times.‘ And again, just think about how she

described what happened when she brought his name up.
And Brooke Wymer, she came in here. She did the
forensic interviews. She did both of them with Minor

But go back, you can go back and you can watch these

videos. Go back and watch her interview with Brooke:

Brooke asked her all these nonleading questions, may I
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add, and she admitted to, again, both of them doing it.
She didn't say one or the other. When Broocke would get
things wrong, Minor would correct her. She described
again in great detail, way beyond information that a child
her age should have known. She told you what it‘felt
like. It was nasty, it was wet. What it looked like. It
was yellow, it was.sticky. What she did with it. She
wiped herself off, cleaned it up. She described how he
was sitting on the bed, how she was laying downp She
described these things to a T. |

And let's talk about Dr. Pqtter, because y'all saw
the Defendant's interview. One of his ‘excuses was well, I
would have had the. same thing she had. Well} y'all
remember Dr. Potter, the nonpaid expert from DHEC that we
brought in, who is getting nothing but a handshake to be
here this week. But he éxplained away —-- he could explain
away thé Defendant's flimsy excuse as to why he would have
had. gonorrhea.

First of all, let's talk about Dr. Potter. He.is the
Midlands Regional Director for DHEC, went to medical
school, practiced medicine and not just read books about
it. He's on the team that develcps standing orders on how
to treat gonorrhea for the preventive health nurses so
that it is in compliance with the Centers for Disease

Control. But he alsoc consults on the difficult cases that




10

11

12

13

14
15
16
17
18

19

20

él
22
23
24

25

529

606
are hard to treat.
He testified that gonorrhea is almost always
‘transmitted through sexual intercourse. He also stated

that the incubation period is two to sevén days if someone

were to be.symptomatic{ And even if a male came in
contact with a female( there's only a 20 percent chaﬁce’of
the male contracting it.

So even if the Defendant would have came in contact
Qith.thdr »during that short period, because you
remember she got treatment, it would only have been
20 percent chance he would have gotten it anyway. 'After.'
she got her treatment, Dr. Potter said onbe a person ..
réceivesftreatment,.uéually, within hours, they're nQ
longer infectious. They may have symptoms, but they're no
longer infectiéus] Sg the likeiihood'of him gettingvit'in
that. time period would be Very, very litt;e.

But I Submit to you that the timeframe he even talkgd
about, which'would have been a year prio;, she didn;t'even
have gonorrhea. And we have these calenders‘just so'ybu
can kind of follow along timeframes. So even if the”
Defendant talked about his July -- that it happened two to
three times July to August 2013. That's the dates he
gives. Minor - did not begin experiencing vaginal
discomfort until March 4th, 2014, after she had a weekénd

visit with her  daddy.
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The Defendant got tested. Sarah said she went and

took him. This was Minor 's'birthday. So all this,

‘again, a little girl shouldn't even have to be thinking.

about this around her birthday. She should be thinking
about her'parties, thinking about her friends. And then
Minor had the interview March 18th.

So after she got her treatment this week, she has
Mar¥ch, April, May before the Défendant is out of her
house, before he is arrested and he's out of her house.
Sé even if she's treated back in March, he had:
opportunity, Jjust like she said, because she remembered
her being eight. The last time it happened, she
remembered her being eight. So I submit to you even if --
even when he had sexual contact with hgr, she was noﬁ
infectious.

Now,:Heather Smith, she was our delayed disclosure
expert. She testified about 60 times in court. And she
outlined some of these factors which would make‘a child

delay disclosure. She said it was more common than not

-for children to delay and she talked about that. Again,

they don'f react and they don't things like we do. If
gomething happens to us, we're going to tell it, but.
little kids don't do that. She talked about the personal
factors, just fear. She talk about the guilt. The family

factors. She wants to protect her mama.
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And that child talked about her mama all the time.
She cares about her mama and her mama cares about her.
They can say what they want to about Sarah, but y'al; see
the connection. They love each other. They try to
protect each other. Sarah said how they were both trying
to assign blame to each other, but Minor was one

comforting her. And those are reasons that she wouldn't

tell.

And then there are perpetrator reasons. She's scared
of that big grown man over there. He lives with them. He
disciplines her. He's an adult. He threatened her. And

again, Ms. Smith talked about how kids may not react in
fight of flight, but instead they freeze,.which is exactly
what happened. That cﬂild didn{t feel safe enough to
disclose until about a month after he was out of the house

and she learned he may be coming back. Look at'this

‘timeline.
Now, Kate Chappell, she did Minor 's sexual abuse

examination on June 26th. ~And again, two perpetrators
were identified. And she talked about the process of the
exam and how it's a head-to-toe exam. And how 95 percent
of the sexual abuse exams on children are normal because
children heal quickly. Thank God for that. They heal
even if it's a penetrating injury like Minor described,

like the Defendant himself described. They heal quickly.
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Now, the Defense tried to get her to talk about like
all the things wasn't disciosed, but later we were able to
say that yes, what Minor disclosed was what she
disclosed in her report, just in another section. vAnd she
also talked about some behavioral concerns that Minor 's
mom had, which are common among children who are sexually
abused.

Now, the Defense went on and on with Detective
Ellisor. When a cop gets a confession that matches the
allegations that the victim has said and a lot of time has
passed, there's not-a lot left to do. Point blank. Cops
rarely get that. He even told you if anything was
collected and he sent it to SLED, it probably wouldn't
have been tested because too much time has passed.

The Defendant said July, August of 2013. Minor
said when she was six or seven, and then she said when she
was eight. But however, Minor ~also said she wiped the
yellow stuff off her leg with a towel, put it in her dirty
clothes and her mom washed the clothes. So that was gone.
That evidence was gone. There was no need. Don't let
them distract you with these things.

And they will also try to say Detective Ellisor
employed some kind of trickery to get a false confession.
Again, y'all saw that video. ©No offense Detective

Ellisor, but, y'all, he ain't that intimidating. As a
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matter of fact, he was polite. He asked any questions.
He made sure the Defendant uﬁderstood his Miranda rights.
He made sure, read it to him. Told him'tq réad the waiver
out loud, initial it. The‘Défendaht-himself said he
understogd'it; He know$ how to read, write. He don't any
méntal deficiencies. Y'ail could even hear on the video
he's reading it. Never did he have any questions about
this. Never did he ask Detective Ellisor to explain his
rights, never. |

Detective Ellisor was falking to him. As a matter of

fact, he gave Detective Ellisor information thatlwmor

hadn't even told him. He told him why he would go in that

child's room at night, because Sarah didn't want to have
éex with him, 'so he would just go wake the child and have
sex with her and get off and masturbate and go in the |
bathroom, he said. thmr ‘described.that. She
described.it with her mouth. She described it with her:
hand gestures. Because Sarah didn;t-want to have sex Qith
him, he felt like he could go in and bother that child.A
-And he alsc said what time he would do iﬁ,'10:30,
11:00 o'clock at night, when he had thought everybody was
asleep. Because remembef; he put the kids.to bed. He got
their clothes off, even though he wanted to say he laid
them out. Again, we're going to play some sections of the

video again. Y'all can hear what he said. He got their
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clothes off. I guess bath time, bedtime was probably his
favorite time because he knew it was about time for him to
go in there and mess with Minor
Let's just listen to a coﬁple of things he admitted
to. |
(WHEREUPON, the video was played for the jury;)
MS. PATTERSON: Stop it.

. I get their clpthes.off for them. That's what he
did. Then he later géve:moré information. I.mean,
because he denied it first. After all, he knew the
deﬁective was coming to see him because Sarah told.him,
right. At first, he was going fo ride out that’lie."l
didn't touch her. I didn't touch her. I.swear on my
grandfather's grave, I ain't touched that girl. But then
later on, 31:24, let's listen to what he said.

(WHEREUPON, video was confinued for the jury.)

MS. PATTERSON: But I have touched her. 31:24, I

have touched her. And again, that wasn't long into the
interview because.he was alone sitting in there by himself
for about five minutes, and then Detective Ellisor had to
get some background information from him. So probably 20
some minutes, he came off of it just a little bit. But,
you know, he was saying some stuff and when y'all go back
——- like I said, you can go back, you can watch this video,

you can stop it, you can pause it. But don't just listen
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pointed - -out, look at his hand gestures, He's saying a lot

. more. And again, at 34:30, he tells you why he did this.

his finger inside of her, point biank} just like she

do after he did this to this child.

to what's coming out of his mouth. -As Detective Ellisor

(WHEREUPON,- video was continued for fhe'jury.)
AtMS. PATTERSON: ~f'd‘go in theré.and rub on her. Mama
didn't want to haVe‘Séx,'I'd go in‘there and rub on her.
How disgusting. Sorfy excgsé for a man. |
MS. ZMROCZEK:“ Objeéﬁiéﬁ,'Your Honqr.
THE COURT:  Sﬁstaiﬁed. Move~6n.
MS. PATTERSON: 39:44, hé tells you a little more he
did. © .
(WHEREUPON, video was continued fOr,the‘jury.):
MS. PATTERSON: 'I'm going'£o be hoﬁest.with you,‘I'

fingered her. Again, I asked him what ‘that means. He put
des¢ribed. And then at 41:33, - he tells you what he would

(WHEREUPON,.the video was continuéd fqr‘ﬁhé jury.)
MS. PATTERSON: He tells you.what he did.- That |
confession was‘not false. That cbnfession was not false.
What maﬁ'would Admit to that unless he did it; His excuse’
is bull, that he wénted to get out of-jail. Wéll,,he was
about tb get -out of Jjail-'in 20 days. Don't let him insult
youfliﬁtelligence, your common sense. »

And again, he gave more -- a lot more information
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than Minor gave. She just told what happened to her.
He gave time and why. The Defendant, Jamie Stroman, is
the only person who‘has motivé'to come in here and lie
this week. Minor ~doesn't have a motive. Safah doesn't
have a motive. None of our other witnesses have a motive
to lie. He's the only one with a motive.-

Now,.the Defense will ha&e you believe this ;S'én
either/or situation and that it couldn't havé been both.
It was both. There wéré tWo.> The;e;wére two people
prayihg on her, onﬁhef as a vulnerabilities and.on her
innocenée. And again, fest assured, Eric'Stroman's [éiC]
time is coming, but this week is Jamie Stroﬁan's. And we’
have put up proofg We have put up witnesses. Wé have put
up explanations and'We have. put up his.own words as to
what he did tqlWMor ‘ . And we feel like wé have
met our burden of proof. No, we know we have met-ouf‘
burden of proof.  And we ask you found ﬁim guilty pf bothli
counts of criminal sexual conduct with a mihoring in the
first degree.

Now,.-I will be back to respond Ms. Zmroczek's
closing, but I ask you again, don't get distracted. Thank
you. | |

"THE COURT: All right. Thank you very much
Ms. Patterson.

All right. Ms. Zmroczek.
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MS. ZMROCZEK: Thank you, Your Honor. May it please
the Court?
THE COURT: Yes, ma'amn.

CLOSING STATEMENT BY MS. ZMROCZEK

MS. ZMROCZEK: Again, good morning.
THE JURY: Good morning.
MS. ZMROCZEK: When I say good morning to you and you

say- good -morning back, just as you did to Ms. Patterson,

~ that's the only time that y'all have gotten to talk so far

in this courtroom. And‘I know that must be frustrating.
There must be questions that you haven't beehAable to ask
thaﬁ are floating around in your mind. And that's our
job. That's our jobbto ask those questions.

| Closing arguments, like the Judge told you, arezkind
of our way to say what we thihk the evidence provéd.' The
State talk a little bit about -- well, they talked a lot
about Qhat they think I'm going to say and how everything
I say should be ignored and our witnesses should be
ignored, but remember what the Judge charged you at the
beginning is that presumption of innocence. He'll tell
you it's like a robe of righteousness wrapped around the
Defendant. But I submit, ladies and gentlemen, in a
criminal sexual conduct with a minor where the people in
charge of seéking justice are just referring to:defendants

as disgusting human beings, sick individuals, they don't
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have that presumption in these cases. They don't. They
never do. But regardless of that, it's not our job to
prove him innocent because he is innocent until proven
guilty.

We put up witnesses. And the Judge will tell you,
even though we put up witnesses, that doesn't shift the

burden back to us. That doesn't mean that we have to have

some burden of proof. It always remains with them. And
the things -- there is one thing that the State and I
agree on and that is that Minor is a minor

And Qhat her father did to her is unspeakable and
disgusting, but that doesn't make it any better to blame
Jamie- Stroman.

~ Now, i want to talk about this timeline. And I wrote
ddwnisome noteS'and I'm going to try not to jump all over
the place. But one thing that Ms. Patterson said two or
threevtimes that's incorrect and that needs to be |
corrected -- and the Judge read you the stipulations. She
said never ever did she only say it was one person. And
that is incorrect. The stipulation that both partiés
agreed on and that the Judge read was that on March 18th,
when Minor . sat with Brooke Wymer, we didn't get
to see that hour-long Diékerson interview, but they went
through the same truth/lie. They went through the same

protocols. They went through the same questions. And
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Minor said that one persoﬁ‘did that. And that
one person was Eric English. So to say that she's always
said it's two peopie is an incorrect statement of the
facts. Not a fact that you have to find, but a fact that
we've already agreed upon. And the Judge will remind you
about those stipulations.

‘Start with March: "March of 2014, when this nightmare
finally éomes to.light because the weekénd before,
Minor is'at her father's. Two days later,
she's at school with gonorrhea. Tﬁeir own expert told
you, two—to—éeven—day incﬁbation periodﬁ Jamie goes to
the hospital, gets tested. Minor has her birthday.
March 11th, -we put thé detective up to talk about a
conversation with Detective Eilisor, ana we'll come back
to that. March 18th, her interview, one suspect, the
person who did this to her.

They talked about Heather Smith and how she's
testified- 60 times.l And: I submit éhe is an expert. Her
opinion is on social éciences based on no scientific data.
That doesn't mean she's not an expert. Just because you
don't have scientific data in a social sciences case, that
doesn't mean you're not an expert. And just like Heather
Smith sat up there and told you, ﬁhere are reasons and
ways that people are -- especially people Minor 's age,

youngvchildren, she falls into that category, are
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susceptible. Who do I blame for this new disclosure?
Nana. Minor told you herself from the stand,
nana said say Knot did it. Nané, who Sarah Stoudemayer
had to Fake out a restraining order. She's beating down
the door of their apartment.- - You don't think that child
is beingAinfluenced? Absolutely. She went through those
factors about famiiy and protection. Absolutely,'she was
being influenced. She talked about Sarah Stoudemayer and
her credibility.r_And I do believe she was doing the best
that she could. She admitted that she lied about her
section eight housing. She has no. problem lying to ﬁhe
government.

But remember this timeline, ladies and gentlemen,
March 18tﬁ'and then‘6O some odd days - -later on June 3rd,
after seven treatments, on her seventh treatmept éfter
conversations with nana, conversations with dad, all of a
sudden, Jamie Stroman, too. And you get to watch the
interview, the one interview that happened on June 1l6th.
The one interview where Ms. Wymer says, I'm confused. Can
you éxpiain that to me? 2And then Minor sayg, Wait, I'm
confused. And then they pull out the doils. She said,
Show me what happened. ©Oh, I can't remember what I said.
Because she's confused because she's trying to save her
family.

She was up there on the stand and they asked her --
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the State asked her, And what did Jamie say to you?

~ Nothing. But what they were looking for was what she had

said_in‘the &ideo, which is you'll get in trouble or
something like that.

_Is she lying? No, absolutely not. Does she know the
truth at this point? There's been so many things fed in'
that poor child's little head, but doesn't mean that's
enough to find Jamie Stroman guilty.

And they talked about Detective Ellisor and how our
expert Was some hired gun. But remember this hired gun
has been hired in over 100 cases and testified in 26. And
he talked about this method and these methods.. And
Detective Ellisor with over 200 Hours a year of training
in investidation and interrogations says I don't know
anything about the Reid Metﬁod; Finally, or begrudgingly
admiﬁs that he attended an. 18-and-a-half hour seminar with

someone who was trained iﬁ the Reid Method of

interrogation. 1It's not a secret. They need a
confession. They want a confession. From the time
Detective Ellisor picked -- or had Mr. Stroman picked up

and sat down, he knew he was guilty. That's why he called
him a liar; And Jamie Stromén’saw him as an authority
figure who-had and controlled the keys to his freedom.

You heard about the petty crimes he had been charged

with. Is he a perfect human? No. 1Is anybody a perfect
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human? No. Did he do this to Minor ?  No.

What we have is a video and the testimony of a then
eight, now ll-year-old girl. We have the video and the
testimony'of a then 35, now 38-year-old man. Detective
Ellisor has 200 hours‘a year of training. That includes
coliecting evidence. Well, I didn't any more evidence.
At least, photographs? At least, photographs because in
the video in the inter&iew, Minor says well, I have a
Hello Kitty bed. Mom‘got me a Hello Kitty bed now. Well, |
when did that happen?

Remember when he asked Jamie, What color was the
bedspread? Pink. Hello Kitty. He's feeding him facts.

How did he know all these disgusting facts?. Well, the

“-parts of the interrogation video that they chose not to

show you, those facts are all fed from Detective.Ellisor;

Ahd.you'll get to take that back with you. And I implore

that you watch it. And I know that you will. The Judge
tells you that you have to consider All of the evidencep
And I know that you're going to watchvthat and I know that
you're going té know what to look for.

Remember Brooke Wymer on the stand and talking about
-- and we watched the:hour interview. But remember that
same process occurred in March, the truth/lie, did anybody -
else do this to you, whobdo you tell? Was she lying in

March? 1Is she lying in June? Lying is such a harsh word
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with children. 1Is she confused? "Absolutely. Was she

vconfused on March 18th? No. And just to play on your

emotions, the family keeps wanting to say Sarah

‘Stoudemayer took her baby, her baby and her baby.

Remember whaf Sarah Stoudemayer'téstified to, the first
place she took her baby when she found out about this was
to Eric English's house, not to the hospital. She took
her baby to Eric English}s house, the person she said did
this, who Minor .was then confronted by all of his
family members on ' March 4th -- or -- yeah, March 4th, fhe
first place she takes her is to Eric English’slhouse.

They talk about don't believe Professor Hirsch. And

- the Judge will instruct you on -the law of credibility and

what things you can look for, how people answer questions,

how they chose not to answer some questions. These are

things that you get to decide. Their expert talked about

suggestiveneés. Their expert talked about scripted
disclosures. She said most young children could remember
the last incident. And you remember Minor , tell me
about the lést time it happened with Jamie or Kﬁot. I
can't remember that time. Because it didn't happen.

She's trying to fill in those blanks with the facts of the
awful things her father did to her.'

Nana. The State -- talk about trying to throw red

herrings or play games, well, she has three nanas. Ladies
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and gentlemen, the one nana passed away when she was five
months old. That's not the nana we're talking about.
We're talking about the nana who is the mama of Eric
English, the father with gonorrhea, the father who was the
first person identified, and the mother of the person who
says say Knot did it. Those were Minor 's words.

You'll get to take the video. . There's no point. in
bringing the video back and letting you watch that. But
today, you heard another stipulation and that stipulation
is very important. Because remember, on May 7th, Jamie
Stroman is out of that apartmen£. But he testified fhat
he wasn't staying there all the time because why? There's
a DSS plan in place. But we don't just have to take his
worth for it. The State agrees with these facts, that on
March 6th, there was a safety plan in p;ace.
| On March 19th, they do a home visit. Jamie is not
there. On April 21st, they do a home visit. Jamie is not
there. On April 26th or April 29th, they do another --
April 29th, they do a home visit. And Sarah calls. She's
not there, nobody answered, and éhe says, My_brother; Joel
Stoudemayer, my brother is with the children. They go
back the next day, do a home visit. He is not there.

They talked about and focused on the any intrusion.

. It's because they want you to just believe bits and pieces

of things that will help you get a conviction, not seek
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justice and not seek the truth. They talked about .this

burden of reasonable doubt. And the Judge will describe

it for you. |
It's always been a.hard concept for anybody to grasp.

It's been a harder concept for a defense lawyer to explain

‘because soon, I'm going to sit down and be quiet, and I

assure-you, this is the hardest time for a defen;e
attorney because when the State comes up and they get to
respond to what I say, I have no other opportunity to jump
up and say wait, what about this and‘what about that. But
I knowvyou will because what's you;rg charged to do.

The best way that I can explain reasonable doubt is

; this. . I told you when we started this case about my
sisters and me always getting in trouble. And I'll never

forget this Sunday. I was 11 or 12. No;, I was 11. Tt

was still warm. It was a Sunday. We're all downstairs.

I had gotten home from swim practice, helping my mom cook

~dinner. I'm from Louisiana, it's hot. We have all the

Qindows open. Windows open, crawfish cooking. It's a
great Sunday afternoon. And it.gets‘evén better for me
because my sister ﬁouths offAto'my father and he gives her
that look, a look that I had seen many times before. And
I was just.-- I knew because it couldn't héve been blamed
on me this time. He saw it happen. It happened to him.

And she goes running up the stairs. And I know what's
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coming because I've been on the receiving end of that one
before.

And my dad follows her up the stairs, he's stomping.
And my mom comes out of the kitchen and she's like, Jéhn,
no, do not do that. And I'm running behind my mom going,
Do it, do it, do it. My dad geté upstairs and that door
slams shut. And now he is super_ma&, because not only has
she mouthed off, but she just slammed the door. He said,
that's it. I was coming to yell, now, you're getting a
whooping. Ana I'm jumping behind, Whoop, whoop. My dad
swings that doof open to her room and I'm there and I'm»
cheering him oﬁ and my mom is pulling ﬁe off.

And he raises that hand’and just as he's able to give
her that first whooping, the door slams shut. The window_
was open. Slammed the door shut. And my dad drops his
hand because he had a reason to doubt that she slammed the
door. 1It's the best way that I can explain reasonable
doubt. A hesitation to act. It's true. We know nothing
for certain. But is it reasonable that he would succumb
to these methods?‘

Sure, we think about coercion and we think about
traditional ways that officers used to ge£ confessions,
the phone book and beating them over the head. That's not
what we're talking about. It's worse now. Itfs mental.

Watch the parts where Jamie says no, no, no, no 26 times.
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Aﬁd he says, Look, I can help you, but only if you tell
me.

One thing that Detective Ellisor and I agree on is
the one thing he says to Jamie before any of this is
confess to. TIt's a lie that's going to put you awéy for
life. |

Ladies and gentlemen, the Judge is going to instruct
you on the law and he's going to instruct you that We‘re
not here to reward anyone and you have to set your
emotions-aside for the awful things that happened to - B
thQr' because Eric's day will come. And you were
selected because I know you will do your duty and look at

the facts without emotions and apply the appropriate law.

You will find not only has the State not met their burden,

but that Mrl Stroman is innocent of these charges. Thank
you.
THE COURT: Thank you, Ms. Zmroczek.b
All right. Ms. Paftersdn, would you like to repiy?
Mé.-PATTERSON; Of course. Thank yoﬁ, Your Honor.

CLOSING ARGUMENT BY MS. PATTERSON

MS. PATTERSON: Thank you, Your Honor.
Ladies and gentlemen, this did happeh.  Jamie Stroman
did violate Minor _ . This was not anything that

was conjured up Sarah or nana. Minor told you herself

that she didn't tell nana until after she told Lacy, after
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she told her mama, and then she told nana. She loves her
nana. Nana didn't say go tell this. Nané didn't take that
child to the police department to report this. Sarah didn't
take her to the police department to report this. No, this
was not conjured up by nana, who now, by the way, lives in
Florida. This was not conjured by Eric English. And vyes, I
may have misspoke earlier, but what I mean was ever since
she disclosed that the Defendant, Jamie Stroman did this,

she has never said it has only been him. She's never said

~that ever since she disclosed to Lacy in June of 2014.

.And she talked about Detective Ellisor saying that he
didn't do something. - He said he didn't remember it. . He's
working about 30 cases at one time. He don't remember
somebody calling about harassing calls. She talked about a
method that Detective Ellisor, he must know about. He ain't
certified in the Reid Method. He may have went to a
training given by a Reid instructof, bﬁt that don't mean
that was the only thing taught and he certainly didn't geﬁ
certified in that. Don't let her distract you.

And y'all can go baék and watch the video. Jamie
Stroman talks about Minor having a Tinkerbell bedroom
even before Detective Eilisor talked about it. And that's
the same thing that the child described her bedroom. She
said she had Tinkerbell first and then she started talking

about some princesses, referring to Tinkerbell as a
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And Sarah talked about -- that ain't the first place
she went. She took her child to the doctor. But by the
time Minor told her who did it, she went to Eric to
confront him andlthen she went to the doctor. But sHe was
taking her child to the doctor. |

This happened just the way Minor described, just the
Way ——bwell, Jamie didn't describe'everything; but hand
gestures and what he said with his mouth, put two and two
together. Nobody would put their child‘up to this. No °
nana, no.ﬁama. This hasn't been a walk in the park for her.
Trials are no fun. Kids can't keep their storiesrstfaight.

Ms. Zmroczek wants to talk about her past. Let me tell

‘you about my family. I've got an eight-year-old little

girl. She can't keep her story straight. She can't lie.

You catch her in it just like that. And something so

serious and something so detailed three years later, she

certainly couldn't keep a lie straight. She's never waived

ever siﬁce that June disclosure.4 I submit to you she's
nevef changed her story. She said both of theﬁ did it. And
Eric will have his week and this week is Jamie's and I ask
that you find him guilty on both counts. Thank you.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you, Ms. Patterson.

CHARGE ON THE LAW

THE COURT: All right. Ladies and gentlemen, we have
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now reached the point in the trial where it's my
responsibility to explain the law to you in this case. So
now this isn't --

Yeah, you caﬁ take that down. Thank you.

This isn't always the.most exciting time, okay, but I
need to go over all this with you. I'll do my best to
keep you engaged, but please stay with me. It's an
18-page charge and I'll go through it the best that I can
to keep you engaged, okay. |

All.right. Now, the indictm@nts have: charged the
Defendant with two counts of criminal sexual conduct with
a minor under the age of 11 in the first degree.

I remind you that the fact that the Defendant was
arrested, charged and indicted in this case is not
evidence and it cannot be considered by you as evidence of
guilt in this case. Nor does it create any presumption or
inference of guilt. The indictments are simply the formal
written instruments that contain the charges made against
the Defendant. They are the formal documents by which
thié case is brought into this courf.

Now, you and I have certain duties to perform, and I
told you this in the beginning. As the trial Judge, it 1is
my responsibility to reside over the trial and also have
the duty to rule on the admissibility of the evidence

offered during the trial. You are to consider only the
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competent evidence before you.

If there was any testimony that I ordered stricken
from the record in this case, you must disregard that
testimony. You are to consider only the testimony which
has been presented from the witness stand, any éxhibits
which have been made a part of fhe record in the case ahdA
the stipulaﬁions of counsel which had been previoﬁsly read
te you by the Court:

I have the additional duty to charge you on the law-
applicable to this case. As ;he presiding Judge, I am the
sole judge of the law in this case. And it i1s your dﬁty
as jurors to'agcept it and to apply it:as I now give it to
you. If you have an idea.as to what you think the law is
or what you think the law ought to be and it dées not
agree with what I now tell you the law is, you must
abandon 'your owﬁ idea because you are sworn to accept the
law and apply it exactly as I give it to you.

In every case tried in this case before a jury, the
jury becomes the sole and exclusive judge of the facts. A
trial judge cannot state, comment on or make any statement
to a trial jury about the facts in a case. You are the
sole judge of the facts in this. case. You are not to
infer from anything that I have said during this trial in
ruling upon the admissibility of evidence or otherwise or

anything that I say now that I have any opinion about the
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facts. The law does not allow me to have an opinion .about
the facts. This is a matter for you to determine. As

jurors, it is your duty to determine the effect and the
value and the weight of the evidence presented during this
trial.

Now, the Defendant has pled not guilty to these

indictments and that plea puts the burden of'proof upon

-the State to prove the Defendant guilty. A person charged

with committing a criminal offense in South Carolina is
never required to prove himself innocent.

I charge you that it is an important»ruie of law that

- the defendant in a criminal trial, no matter what the

seriousness of the charge may be will always be presumed
to be innoéent for the crime for which the indictment was
issued unless guilt has been proven by evidence that
satisfies you of that guiltvbeyondia reasonable doubt.
This presumption of innocence does not end when you.

begin your deliberations. It accompanies the Defendant
throughbut the trial until you reach a verdict of guilt
based upon evidence that satisfies you of that guilt
beyond a reasonable doubt.

" The presumption of innocence is like a robe of
righteousness placed about the shoulders of the Defendant,
which remains with him until it has been stripped from the

Defendant by evidence that satisfies you of the
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Defendant's guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.
~The presumption of innocence is not a mere legal

theory. It's not just some legal phrase. This is

-substantial right to which every single defendant 1is

entitled unless you, the jury, are satisfied from the

evidence of the Defendant's guilt beyond a reasonable

~doubt.

So what is beyond a reasonable doubt? The State has

the burden of proving the Defendant guilty beyond a

.reasonable doubt. Some of you may have served.as jurors

~in civil cases where you were told that it is only

necessary to prove that a fact is more.likely true than
not - true, such as by the greater weight or the"
pfepbndérénée of the evidence.

"In criminal cases} the Sﬁate'é proof must be more

powerful than that. It must be beyond a reasonable doubt.

. Proof beyond a reasonable doubt is proof that leaves YOu

firmly convinced of the Defendant's guilt.

There are very few things in this world that we know
with absolute certainty. And in criminal cases, the law
does not require proof that overcomes every possible
doubt. If, based upon your consideration of the evidence,
you are firmly convinced that the Deféndant is guilty of
the crime charged, you must find the Defendant guilty.

If, on the other hand, you think there is a real
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possibility that the Defendant is not guilty,.you must
give the Defendant the benefit .of the doubt and find him
not guilty.

Now, some things that you have heérd this week are
not evidence and you musf not consider them as evideﬁce in
decidiﬁg the -facts of this case.

Number éne, the staﬁements and the arguments of the
attorneys are not evidencei, Number £wo, the questions and
the objections of the attorﬁeys are not evidence.. Number
three, anything that I told you to disregard. While the
argumenfs of counsel are beneficialL they are a beneficial
part of every trial, you should remember that the
statements made by the attornéys are not evidence.

In presénting arguments, counsel dften refer to
evidence. However, you should base your verdict on the
evidence as you remeﬁber it. Therefore, if there are any
conflicts between the recollection of counsel about the
evidence and your own recollection, you should rely upon,
your own understanding of the evidence.

Now, there are two types of evidence which are
generally presented during a trial, direct evidence and
circumstantial evidence. Direct evidence directly proves
the existence.of a fact and does not require deduction.
Circumstantial evidence is proof of a chain of facts and

circumstances that indicate the existence of a fact.
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Crimes may be proven by circumstantial evidence. The.

law makes no distinction between the-weight or value to be
given to either direct or circumstantial evidence.
However, to'the extent that the Staté relies upon
circumstantial evidence, all of the circuﬁstances must be
consistent with each other and when taken togefher point
conclusively to the guilt of the accused beyond a
reasonable doubt. If these circumstances_merely portray
the Defendant's behavior aS>Suspicidus, the proof has
failed.

The. State has the burden of'proofing thé pefendant

gullty beyond a reasonable doubt. This burden rests with

the State regardless of whether the State relies upon

direct evidence, circumstantial evidence or some

combination of the two.
Now,as I told you in the beginning, you must
determine the credibility of the witnesses who have

testified in this case. Credibility simply means

believability. It becomes your duty as jurors to analyze

and to evaluate the evidence and determine which evidence -
convinces you of its truth.

In determining the believability of the witnesses who
have testified in this case, you may believe one witness
over several or several over one. You‘may believe a part

of the testimony of a witness and reject the remaining
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part of the testimony of that same witness. You may
believe the testimony of a witness entirely or reject it
entirely. You may consider whether any witness has
exhibited to you any interest, bias, prejudice or other
motive in the case. You may also.consider the appearance
and the demeanor of . the witness while on the witness
stand.

Now, you have heard from expert witnesses in this
caSe and I need to explain that to you. So the Rules of
Evidence ordinarily do not permit witnesses to testify to
opinions br conclusions. An excepﬁion to this fule exist
for witnesses that we call experﬁs. A witness, who by
education'and‘experience has become an expert in some art,
science, profession or calling, may state an opinion as to
relevant and material matters in which the witnesses
claim -- the witness claims to be an expert and may'also
stéy their reasons for that opinion.

You should consider any expert opinion received in

evidence in this case, and like any other evidence, give

it the weight that you believe it deserves. If you decide

that the opinion of an expert witness is not based upon

sufficient education and experience, or if you conclude

that the reasons given in support of the opinion are not

sound or that the opinion is outweighed by the other

evidence you believe, you may disregard the'opinion
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entirely.
An expert witness's testimony is to be given no
grater weight than that of other witnesses simply because

the witness is an expert. You are not required to accept

an expert's opinion even though it is not contradicted.

Now, there is a statement that is alleged to have
been made by the Defendant that has been admitted into
evidence in this case. While I have -- or the Court has
determined that the statement is admissible, you make the
ultimate decision of whether or not the Defendant made the
statement.

If the Defendant did make the statement, you must

"determine whether the statement was made by the Defendant

voluntarily and of his own frée will. This means that the
statement was not caused by pressure, force, fear,
threats, coercion, intimidation or by hope or a promise of
ieniency or a reward of any kind.

In determining whether or not the statement was
voluﬁtarily, you should consider both the characteristics
of the Defendant and the details of the questioning. Some

of the factors that you must consider are the age of the

Defendant, the Defendant's education or lack thereof, the
Defendant's mental ability or capacity, the Defendant's IQ'

~or intelligence, the Defendant's background or

environment, the place and the length of the detention,
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the nature of the questioning and the advice or lack
thereof to the Defendant of his Constitutional rights,
including, but not limited to the right to remain silent,
that any statement could be used against him in a court of
law, the right to have a lawyer, that if he could not
afford a lawyer, a lawyer would be appointed to represent
him without any cost, and that he could stop making the

statement at any time. You must carefully consider all of

‘the surfounding circumstances before you give any weight

to an alleged statement.

The State has the burden of proving beyond a
reasonable doubt that the alleged statement was voluntary.
If you determine it was, you may give the statement any
further}consideratiéﬁ that you deem proper. You must
decide what weight, if any,‘should-be givén to the alleged
statement. If you determine that the alleged statement
was not the free and voluntary statement of the Defendant,
you should not consider it at all.

Now, you have heard evidence that the Defendant was
convicted of crimes other than the one for which he is now
on trial. This evidence may be considered by you if you
conclude it is true only in deciding whether or not the
Defendant's testimony is believable and for no other
purpose. You must not.consider tﬁe Defendant's prior

record as any evidence of the Defendant's guilt of the
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charge that we are trying here today.

Now -— so I'm almost doﬁe, okay. All right. The
next thing I need to explain té you is there are multiple
charges in this case. So the indictments in this caée
allege several different offenses against Defendant.

The charges are two counts of criminal sexual conduct

with a minor under the age of 11 first degree. Each

indictment charges a separate and distinct offense. You

must decide each indictment separately on the evidence and
the law applicable to it uninfluenced by your decision on
the other indictment. The Defendant may be convicted or
acquitted-on any or all of the bffenses charged. You will
be asked to write a.separate verdiét of guilt»——'guiity or
not guilty for each indictment.

All right. ©Now, I'm going to explain thebchargé to

you and the elements that the State must prove. So in

order to establish criminal liability,. the State must

prove criminal intent. For example, these are examples,

the mental state required to be proven by the State for a

particular crime could be or might be purpose, intent,
knowledge, recklessness or criminal indifference to duty
or conseguences -- or consequences that is considered by
the law to be the equivalent of criminal intent.

Hold on one second.’

(Pause.)
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THE COURT: Pull up the criminal.intent charge.

MS. PATTERSON: Your Honor, I have my copy.

THE COURT: Yes. Okay. All right. I knew there was
something missing.

Okay. So in order to establish criminal liability,
criminal intent is reqﬁired. For example, the mentai
state required to be proven by the State for a particular
crime»might be purpose, intenf, knowledge, recklessness or
criminal negligence. .-Criminal intent must be proven by
the.State beyond a reasonable doubt.

Criminal intent is always a matter that must be
determined by the jury from the circumstances that
surround the siﬁuation. There is no way to prove intent
to a mathematical certainty. There is no way that medical
science can dissect a person's brain and determine what
the person hadrin mind. So the law says that criminal
intent may be inferred from the circumstances shown to
have existed.

This is how you make a determination of whether or
not the element that requires intent was present. It is
not necessary to establish intent by direct and positive
evidence, but intent may be established by inference in
the same way as any other fact by taking into
consideration the acts of the parties and all the facts

and circumstances of the case.
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Criminal intent is a mental state. Itlis a conscious
wrongdoing.” It is up to you to détermine what the
Defendanf intended to do based upon the circumstances
shown to have existed. Criminal intent can arise for an
action or a failure tolact. It may arise from negligence,
recklessness or an indifference to.duty or to consequences

that are considered by law to be the equivélent-of

-criminal intent.

ALl right. Now, so what is first degree criminal

sexual:conduct with a minor turned age of 11? So the

Defendant is charged with two counts of criminal sexual
conduct with é minor under the age of 11 first degree.

"So what does the Sfate havebto‘prove? ‘So the.State
mUst;prove'beyond'a reasonable doubt that thé Defendant
engaged in a sexual'baﬁtery with the victim. So what is a
sexual battery? A sexuél battery is sexual intercourse,
cunnilingus,;fellatio, anal intercourse or any intrusion,
however sliéht, of any part of‘a person's body -or of any
object into the genital or anal opepings of another
person's body except when the intrusion is accomplished
for medically recognized treatment or diagnostic purposes.

The State must then prove beyond a reasonable doubt
that the victim was less thaﬁ 11 years dld at the time of
the sexual battery. Consent, willingness, indifference or

ignorance on the part of the minor, if any, as to what was

i
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taking place does not in any way affect the charge of
criminal sexual conduct with a minor because an unmarried
woman under the age of 14 cannot legally consent to sexual
intercourse.

Now, let me say somefhing to you about yoﬁr
deliberations. Delibération is define as a careful
consideration weighing up with a view to a decision. The
genius to this system is that it allows 12 good men and
woman from 12 totally different backgrounds, life
experiences and perspectives to consider the evidence,
talk about it and reach a verdict.

We call them deliberations for a reason. You are to
consider the evidence in this case carefullyland
deliberately, and you are to discuss itvin a calm,
thorough and courteous manner. Listen to the views of
your fellow jurors. Consider other people's points and
their points of view, talk through and discuss the

evidence. Remember, if you're doing something

-deliberately, you are not in a big hurry. And you should

not be in a big hurry here. This case is very important
to both sides. This is their only day in court.

When. you retire to your jury room, you should discuss
the case with each other to reach agreement if you can do
so. Your verdict must be unanimous. Each of you must

decide thé case for yourself, but you should do so only
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after you have impartially considered the evidence,
discussed it fully with each other and listened to each
other's views. Do notlbé afraid to change your opinion if
the discussion persuades you thé£<you should, but do not
cbme to a decision simply because everyone else thinks
it's right.

It ié important that you attémpt-to reach a unanimous
verdict, but, of course, only if each of you can do so

after having made your own decision. Do not change an

honest belief about the weight and the effect of the

evidence simply to reach a verdict. 1In other words, do

not change your opinion simply for the sake of reaching a

unanimous ‘verdict.

Okay. Now, so here's how this is going to work. All
right. So in just a moment, I'm going to send you back to
your jufy,room. Okay. You are still not allowed to talk
about’ the case, okay. I have one more legal issue that I
have to discuss with the attorneys; So the sign that you
can start»talking about the case is when the alternates
come out and the evidence comes in, okay. So when the
bailiffs start handing. you the exhibits in this case, that
is your sign that you can begin deliberating, okay. All
12 of you must be ih.the room to deliberate. So if
someone needs to smoke or somebody needs to make a phone

call or somebody needs to go to the restroom, you must
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stop deliberating, okay.

We bavé your lunch already ordered. When it comes,
you can stop deliberating and eat lunch or you can eat and
deliberate through lunch. That's your decision to make,
okay.

Now, my three alternates will come out, the evidence
will come back in. That's your sign that you can start.

Now, there are videos in this case.

Do y'all have a computer?

MS. PATTERSON: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: We'll have what we call a clean computer
thét you'll have back there with you so you can play the
videos. And my law clerk will make sure somebody in the
room knows how to operate the videos if you want to fast
forward or rewind or whatever you want to do. Okay. Does
that make sense?

Now, this 1is your verdict form, okay. So it says,
the case caption, of course, and it says we, the jury, by
unanimous consent find the Defendant, and then as to the
first indibtment,,guilty or not guilty. As to the second
indictment, guilty or not guilty, okay. Remember, you
must consider both separately from each other. And then

there's no -- there's no reasbning to why I put not guilty

‘first and not guilty second. I have to put one first and

one second. So I usually just switch it up ever single




10
11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

642

565

trial I do.
| Once you've ;hecked the‘appropriéte bog, Mr.
Foreperson, you sign and date and thenAknéck onvthe door
and let the bailiffs know. |

Ali right. So your Verdict.must be unanimous.
Everyone must be.in ‘the room to deliberate. You still
cén’t begin deliberating until I check with the lawyers
and make sure I told'yqu everything_that I'm supposed to-
tell you. All fiéht. -Retire -to your jury - room. Dojnot
discuss the éése. We'll be back with’you infjust'few
moments. Okay. |

(WHEREUPON, the jury left the courtroom at 11:06

a.m.) |

THE COURT: All fight. Any exception to the charge
from the'State?

MS. PATTERSON: Nothing from the State, Your Hopor.

"THE COURT: From}the Defense? |

'MS. ZMROCZEK: No, Your Hondr,.fhere's no exception
to the charge, howevef, I do féel like at this point
before the jury begins deiiberation,.l need to put on the
record that I move for a mistrial regarding the improper
statemenf with the solicitor injecting_her personai
opinion about the Defendant in this:case.

This particular circuit -- this particular courthouse

and county has been numerous times told to stop doing
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that. Most recently, the fourth circuit struck down
Johnny Bennett for the client being call a gorilla or
referred to as some less than human thing. And in here,

the personal interjection comments were disgusting human

" being or something like that.

And I believe that the Court. sustained my objection,

.however, maybe we should tell the Jjury -- add a curative
Ainstruction regarding that that -- I know it's not

“evidence, but that portion of her closing argument shduld

be struck or some sort of cautionary don't take'the

solicitor's personal comments about the Defendant into

. consideration. That's,all that we would put on the record

this time, Your Honor.
THE COURT: = Okay.

MS. PATTERSON: Your Honor, you told me to move on.

I quickly moved on. I don't think it's prejudicial. It

was just a moment -- it was.just moment that I said
something. I don}t think it‘s prejudicial to this case,
Your Honor. I think it;s harmless error.

Ms. Zmroézek has inferjected her belief as she £alked
about sentencing and. that was improper, as well, in front
of theAjury, Your Honor. She said that's what she agreed
with with Detective Ellisor, so she said something
improper in her closing, as well, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Your motion for a mistrial is
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granted -- I mean, is denied, excuse me..

MS. PATTERSON: O©Oh, gosh.

THE COURT: I was thinking about the next thing I was
going to say. Your motion for a mistrial is denied. The

prejudicial effect of that statement does not rise to the

level of a manifest necessity. The issue is do you want

me to bring it up again and tell them to ignore it or not?

MS. ZMROCZEK: I do, Your Honor. I would as- for a

-curative instruction on that issue.

THE COURT: All right. Bring them back in.

THE CLERK: Youfsaid.bring them back?

THE COURT: Yes. All of them. |

| (WHEREUPON} the jury entered the cOurtfoom-ét

11:09 a.m.) '

THEVCOURT:_ Okay. All right. Ladies'and gentlemen(
during the closing arguments, the solicitor made kind of
a —-- what I would call a personal interjection. That was
a comment on Mr. Stroman about being some type of
individual. I'm not’sure -— I don't remember exactly whaﬁ
she said, but you are -- the Defense attorney objected and
I sustained tﬂat(objection. You are to disregard that
part of the solicitor's closing drgument. Personal
interjections like that are not for closing argﬁments.

Now, the closing arguments and opening statements of

the attorneys are not evidence, so that should not be
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something that you are considering as evidence anyway.
But you are to disregard that statement and it should be
struck from the record.

All right. Thank you. You're still not allowed to
deliberate. The food is set to be here at noon. As soon
as we make sure all the evidence is gatheréd, we'll bring
it in to you, but don't deliberate until it comes in.
Thank you very much.

(WHEREUPON, the jury left the courtroom at 11:12
a.m.) - | |

THE COURT: Okay. So make sure the right exhibits go
back with the court reporter. ~Make sure -- show Alexa how
to use.the computer.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Your Honor.

THE COURT: I'm sorry.

MS. ZMROCZEK: I think just for preservation, just
because I've been schooled on this. before, I think that I
accept curative instruction. I.think I have to renew my
motion for a.mistrial and I still think you have to rule
on it even after the curativelinstruction.

THE. COURT: Your motion forba mistrial is denied.

You asked for a curative instruction. If you have issues
with the mistrial at that point, that's your issue on
appeal if it exists.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Thank you.
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"have the calendars, the answer is no, .they are not in

‘evidence, period.

. THE COURT: Now, make sure the exhibits are back in
the back, the correct cones. Make sure Alexa knows how to
show them how to use the DVDs on the thing and make sure
the clerk's office has your phone number.

~(WHEREUPON, the jury began deliberations at 11:15 a.m.)
THE COURT: All fight. Question number one, Why are there
two counts? Question number two, Can we.have the calenders
from both sides? Question number thrée, Can we have
transcripts of the testimony of the witnesses?

All right. So the answer to question number -- can we

Question number one, Why are there twd counts?

MS. ZMROCZEK: Your Honbr, It's the Defense position
that, obviously, any answer on that would be a commeﬁt on
the facts.

THE COURT: Right.

MS. .PATTERSON: Yeah.

THE COURT: I'll put I cannot aﬁswer that question.
Is that okay?

MS. ZMROCZEK: That's perfect.

THE COURT: I'm not allowed or something.

Number three, Can_we have transéripts of the
testimony of witnesses?

MS. PATTERSON: They could rehear it, I guess.
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THE COURT.REPORTER: Ttanscripts are not
instantaneous. They have to be prepared.

THE COURT: We have recordings, is that right, Karen?

THE COQURT REPORTER: I mean, I would have to have --
you know, we have 60 days to prepare a transcript, so I
don't think they want to wait that long.

THE COURT: 1I'll put we can play recordings of

'people's testimony if you desire.

MS.. ZMROCZEK: Yes.
MS. PATTERSON: Yes.

THE COURT: Okay. Any objection to these answers?

‘Answer number one, I put I cannot answer that gquestion.

Question number two, no, they are not in-evidenée. Number
three, we can play recordings of the witnesses, if you

desire that.

MS. PATTERSON: Sir, with number one, can you —-- I
don't think I like I can't answer that question. It makes
it look like -- can you just say I'm not permitted or
something? |

THE COURT: Okay.

' MS. PATTERSON: I'm sorry. We're just sitting here
thinking out loud as if,‘you'know, I can't answer that.
She's crazy.

THE COURT: All right. So this is marked as Court's

Exhibit No. 6. I already wrote the answer on there, so
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I'm going to create a new exhibit that we'll mark .as
Court's Exhibit No. 7 so I can rewrite the answer to
number one appropriately.

(WHEREUPON, Court's Exhibit No. 6 was marked for
identification  only.)

THE COURT: 1I'll put number one, I am not permitted
t§ answer that question.. Is that what you want?

MS. PATTERSON: Yes, sir. Thank you.

THE COURT: How about I'm not allowed?

'MS. PATTERSON: Yes, sir, that's fine.

THE COURT: Any objection to that, Ms. Zmroczek?

MS. ZMROCZEK: No, Your anor. |

Number two, no, they are not in evidence.

Numbér three, we canvplay recordings.

For the record, Court's Exhibit No. 6 1is pot being
sent back into the jury room. The ohevthat says I cannot
answer that question, I am creating a new exhibit, Court
Exhibit No. 7, which says -- number one, I am not ailowed
to answer that quéstion. Number fwo, no, they are nét in
evidence. Number three, we can play recordings of the
witnesses'if you so desire.

Okay. Any objection?

MS. PATTERSON: None from the State, Your Honor.

MS. ZMROCZEK: None from the Defense.

Okay. Mr. Jones, we need to make sure we get this
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back from them because it is a Court Exhibit. At the end,
whenever things are over, that's one thing we need to make
sure we get back.
Okay. Thank you very much.-
(WHEREUPON, Court's Exhibit No. 7 was markéa for
identification only.) |
THE COURT: Back on the record. So we got a note

from the jury that said they wanted to hear Mr. Stroman's

‘testimony and Ms. Stoudemayer's testimony. So we're going

to play that for them.
Any objeétion from the State.
MS. PATTERSON: NQ, sir, Your Honor.
.THE COURT: From the Defense?
MS. ZMROCZEK: None.
THE COURT: Okay. Are you ready to go, Karen?
THE COURT REPORTER: Yes, I'm ready.
(WHEREUPON, Court's Exhibit-No. 8 was marked for
identification only.)
THE COURT: ‘Okayf Let's bring them.
(WHEREUPON, the jury entered the courtroom at
12:10 p.m.)
THE COURT: All right. Ladies and gentlemen, you
requested the testimony of Mr. Stroman and of
Ms. Stoudemayer, so we're going to play both of those for

you. Now, I know she's typing. Her converting that into
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something you can read is not as simple as it just
automatically, poof, appears today. We have audio
recordinés of them, so we're going to play both of those
for you now.

All right. 1If you can't hear it, just wave at me and
let ‘me know. ’It}s pretty loud, ‘but if you can't hear it,
just let me know.

(WHEREUPON, the testimony of Jamie Stroman'and
Sarah Stpudemayer was played for jury.) |

THE COﬁRT: ‘All right. Thank you very much. Ygu may
retife to your jury room and continue your deliberations.
Thank you. |

(WHEREUPON,:the jury left the courtroom at 12:55

THE COURT: All right. Thank you very much.

MS. PATTERSON: Thank you.

MR. POGUE: Thank you, Your Honor.

(WHEREUPON, a short breAk was taken.)

THE COURT: There's a verdict.

MS. PATTERSON: My victim's advocate is bringing them
in.

THE COURT: No problem. You got everybody you need?

MS. PATTERSON: Yes, sir, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Let's bring them in.

(WHEREUPON, the jury returned to open court with

a
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verdict at 1:12 p.m.)

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Foreman, it's my
underétanding you have verdict; is that correct?

THE FOREMAN: Yes, we have.

THE COURT: Okay. Would you please pass it to the
bailiff? Thank you.

Thank you, ma'am.

All right. The verdict is in its proper form, and
the clerk may publish. |

THE CLERK: Indictment 2014-GS-32-02423, the State

" vs. Jamie L. Stroman. We, the jury, by unanimous find the

Defendant, Jamie L. Stroman, as to the charge of criﬁinal
sexual conduct with a minor'first'degree, on indictment
2014-G5-32-02423, guilty. As to indictment
2016-GS-32-02501, the State vs. Jamie L. Stroman,.we, the
jury, by unanimous consent find the Defehdant, Jamie L.
Stroman as to the charge of criminal.sexual conduct with a
minor first degree, on indictment 2016-GS-32-02501,
guilty. So Signed by the Foreperson March 30th, 20i7.

Mr. Foreman, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, if
this is your verdict, please indicate, each of you, by
raising your right hand.

(A1l responded affirmatively.)

THE COURT: Thank you very much.

Any one request polling?
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MS. ZMROCZEK: We do, Your Honor.

THE COURT: You're going to 5e asked two questions.
The first question is, is this your verdict? The second
question is, is this still your verdict? And you will be
call out by number, by your juror number. Okay.

THE CLERK: ©No. 56, if you'll hole your hand up for
me. I aﬁologize.

When I call your number, if you'll hold your hand
where I can recbgnize you. I will then ask you the
two-prong quesﬁionias to the verdicts, were those your
verdict, are they still your verdicts, then give me your
response, please.

THE' CLERK: Juror No. 56, as to the verdicts, were
these your verdicts and are they still your'vepdicts?

JUROR: Yés.

THE CLERK: Thank you.

No. 147; as to the verdicts, were these your verdicts
and are they stili your verdicts?

JUROR:. Yes.

THE CLERK: ﬁo. 131, as to the verdicts, were these
your verdicts and are they still your verdicts?

JUROR: Yes, ma'am.

THE CLERK: No. 196, as to the verdicts, were these
your verdicts and are they still your verdict?

JUROR: Yes, ma'am.
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THE CLERK: No. 154, as to the verdicts, were these
verdicts and are they still your verdict?

JUROR: Yes, ma'am.

THE CLERK: No. 2, as to the verdicts, were these
verdicts and are they still your verdicts?

JUROR: Yes.

THE CLERK: No. 72, as to the Verdicts, weré these’

verdicts and are they still your verdicts?

- JUROR: Yes, ma'am.

THE CLERK: No. 35, as to the verdicts,.were theseJ
verdicts and are they still your verdicts? -

JUROR:‘ Yes.

THE CLERK: No. 183, as to the verdicts, were these
verdicts and are they still your verdicts?

JUROR: Yes.

THE CLERK: No. 213, as to the verdicts, were these
verdicts and are they still your verdicts?

JUROR: Yes, ma'am.

THE CLERK: No. 1138, as to the verdicts, were these
verdicts.and are they still your verdicts?

JUROR: Yes, ma'am.

THE CLERK: No. 184, as to the verdicts, were these
verdicts and are they still your verdicts?

JUROR: Yes, ma'am.

THE CLERK: All jurors are polled, Judge.
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THE COURT: All right. Thank you very much.

All right, ladies and gentlemen, this concludes your

'service. I want to say on behalf -of all the judges in the

building and the parties in this case,Vthank you very much
for your service.‘ You'vé done a great job ghis week;’ You
all stayed éwake. You were all on time. You ali showed
up. If you knew all the issues that i déal with with

jurors, some of which don't even show up or show back up

or fall asleep or can't follow along, you would be simply

amazed. So-thank you all very much. You've been a great

group. You've been on time.  You've been prompt. You

have been courteous to al the lawyers and the parties and

- you have paid attention throughout this' trial. And I

thank you very much for your service.
. You are now free to discuss this case with anyone.you

see fit. Sometimes lawyers like to call jurors and say

‘hey, what did we do right, what did we do wrong?. What

made sense, what didn't make sense? If they call you and.
you want to talk to them, you feel free to\talk_tb theﬁf‘
If you do not want to talk to them, just say I don't want
to talk tq you and the conversation should end.  If the

conversation doesn't end, just call the.clerk of court's

office and one of your circuit court judges here in

Lexington will deal with the issue quickly.

But I want to say thank you very much for your
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service. You are now excused. You may retire to your
jury room. We'll get anybody work excuses that needs
them. There is no further court this week for a_jury
trial, so you do not need to call in tonight. And you
have an exemption for the rest of this year, all of 2018

and 2019. So if you get called for circuit court jury

duty again, just let them know you served with me in 2017

and they will excuse you. All right. Thank you very

much,.- You may retire to your jury. room.

(WHEREUPON, the jury left the>courtroom at 1:17

p.m.)

THE COURT: All right. TI'll be back in just a few
minutes. .Don't go,far.

(Pause.)

THE COURT: All right. 1Is everybody réady to
proéeed? |

MS. PATTERSON: The State's ready.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Your,Hoﬁor, we would move set aside
the verdict based on the previous objections that we made.
Also, the length of the time that the jury deliberated,
which includéd listening to two different testimonies,
Your Honor. There was no way they could have even watched
the two videos they were sent back. .Each of them —-- one
was a little over an hour, one was a little under an hour.

And so for those reasons,  we would move to set aside the
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verdict.

THE COURT: All right. Ms. Patterson?

MS. PATTERSON: Yes, sir, Your Honor. = The State will
ask that motion to be denied, Your Honor. They saw thé
videds‘during the trial.. They didn;t find it -significant
to look at any more viewing of the videos. They agked to

rehear the testimony that they had concerns or they wanted

to rehear, so this was very competent jury. We think they -

did their deliberations as required under the law. And we
ask that motion be denied. |

THE COURT: Ail right. That motion is denied. This
jury was one of the most attentive juries I'vé'evér seen.
We had ébsolutely no issues with any juror staying awake

or staying with us or beiﬁg late or appearing to not.pay

“attention. They were very attentive. They followed along

very well. Both sides did a good job of showing them the

'things thét needed to be shown. They clearly understood

they could rehear'testimony if they wanted to rehear

- testimony. They had a computer available to them and the

disc available to them to be able to play in the jury room
if they wanted to watch any portions of the videos. And
thatkmotion is héreby denied. The motions on the previous
rulingé that the Defense has made, the motion is hereby
denied based upon the same reasons. I stated earlier.

MS. ZMROCZEK: Thank you.
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THE COURT: Okay. All right. Victim impact?

MS. PATTERSON: Your Honor, the minors are here, but
they're just too emotional to speak.

THE COURT: Okay. All right. That's perfectly fine.
You know, I'm actually glad that Ms. Stoudeméyer was
called as a witness so I could hear from her and kind 6f
hear things that were going on in her life and her
reactions and emotions during that time. And so I
appreciate that. And I understand that they don't want to
speak and they're very emotional.

I thank you all for being here. This has been a very
long time for this case to come. Okay. Frankly, if I was
the minor or if I was a parent of a minor in this case,
I would think it's way too long for this case to have any

type of resolution. I don't control that,

‘Ms. Stoudemayer, but I do thank you.for staying with the

case and staying involved in the case and continuing to be
a part of the case after all these years. -So thank you
very much. I know that's difficuit to do. And I kndw
this isn't a full and final closure for either one of you
on this matter, but I --

MS. PATTERSON: Your Honor, I do think —-

THE COURT: -- hoée it helps with your processing.

Minor , you want to speak?

MINOR : (Nods in the affirmative.)
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THE COURT: Okay. You can say anything you want to,
okay. You don't have to say anything at all, but if you
want to speak,-yéu may.

MINOR :  Thank you.

THE COURT: You'revwelcﬁme. You did a good job. And
thank you for being here, I know it's tough. And I
appreciate you continuing to be involved in the case.

Okay; Ms. Zmroczek, anything on behalf of
Mr. Stroman?

'~ MS. PATTERSON: Your Honor, I did want to give you

-his entire criminal record.

THE COURT: . Oh; that would be great. I'm sorry. I

don't even know what it is other than the couple of things

we mentioned.

MS; PATTERSON: 1In 1991, he had a posseséion with
intent to distribute crack cocaine, threé counts. He was
violated on that probétion in 2001. 2002, simple

possession of marijuana; 2008, simple possession of

. marijuané second; 2009, obtaining property under false

pretenses and receiving stolen goods; 2013, criminal

conspiracy, which was pled from a burglary second. |
THE COURT: Okay. Thank you, Ms. Patterson.

Anything furfher from the State as to sentencing?
MS. PATTERSON: No, sir, Your. Honor.

THE COURT: Ms. Zmroczek, anything?




582

10

11

12

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21

22

23

24

25

659

MS. ZMROCZEK: Yes, thank you, Your Honor.
Obviously, we respect the process of the jury listening to
our arguments. We know that these are difficult cases.
Certainly, I don't enjoy crossing children on the stand,
but I think the Constitution requires me to do the best. of
my job and to. kind of point out the areas that we think,
you know, warrant attention. |

Mr. Stroman's record, as you have in:front of you or
have heard, is drug .charges and petty crimes.

THE COURT: Right- A

MS. ZMROCZEK: - It -- obviously, one of the concerns,

‘and I believe I raised this throughout the trial, was his

word against herlword; And my other concern, Your Honor,
was the fact that, you know, he had this Lndictment that
covered the time period. And I know we discussed that.!
Now, he's facing two 25 mandatory minimums to life versus
the one, which he was driginally charged wiﬁh.

With all that being said, Your Honor, my client is 38
years 0ld. You have his psychological réport up there
where he has an IQ of 78. By no means are we saying that,
you know, he's unable to function. In fact, he has the
very basics -- and it's always been my position that he
has the very basics of functioning. And we did offer to
plead this case three times. But every time -- you know,

we tried to do it under Alford, which the Court -- the
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State wouldn't allow us to do because the offer was CSC
third. And, you know, every time, I said we can do it if
we can do it under.Alford, but every time the Judge came
to that point, after hearing the facts, you know, are you
pleading guilty because these are the facts that you're
pleéding guilty to, that'é where we would always get hung
up and it would be no. So -- which is how we ended up
here. It certainly wasn't our intention to try to drag
this out or have to put the family through anymore;

At one point; we had even tried to try these two
cases together so they didn't'haQe to go th:ough this
twice. And, obviously; I was told I can't —- I have no
control over which caSe.the State calls. That's not my
prerogative and thétlwas an improper motion.

So, Your‘Honbr, those —-- all that being said, it
wasn't our intention to eVér have’ to put anybody through
any extra difficulties. I aéree with you that this case
has gone oh way longer than it should ﬁave. Of course,
it's no fault of the court.

Mr. Stroman, again, is 38 years old. ‘His family --
his mom, who I'm in contact with frequently, has the same
kind of level of functioning that he does. Shé was way
too emotional to be in the courtroom. His sister is
really the only person who kind of functions above a

normal limit, Your Honor, but she is also the only one who
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has a job and she can't miss or she would lose her job.

He does have family support. It's just it was either
inappropriate or they couldn't be here. So just because
they haven't been here this week -- I can show you two

years worth of text messages and phone.call logs to show
you that they do care about Mr. Stroman.

That being said, we know that 25 years at 85 percent
is an extremely ldng time for someone who is 38-years old,
for anybody, and that he wouid have to serve 85 percent of
that and beion the Tier 1 registry when he -- 1if he
survives prison and is released. And then also faces the
possibility of being a Sexuélly violent predator after
that, Your Honor) based on the convictions. So he could
have involuntary civil commitment for the rest of his life
after even receiving the minimum.

All that being said, - Your Honor, we ask that you do
sentence him to the mandatory minimum, for both cases to
run currently, especially giQen the facts of this case. I
mean, 25 years is a long time. He obviously will never
have any contact with the minor or their family again.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you very much.

| Anything you'd like to say, Mr. Stroman? You don't
have to,. but you're welcome to if you'd like to.

THE DEFENDANT: No, sir.

MS. ZMROCZEK: And I advised him not to.
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'THE COURT: That's fine. I just.wanted to give him
the opportunity to speak if he would like to.

Anybody else want to say anything else?

(There was no response.)

THE COURT: All right.. Number one, this is a
mandatory GPS case. ,Nﬁmber two, he's not allowed té.haVe
any contact with the minor . Number three, he is to bev
placéd on the South .Carolina sex offender registry. These
sentences are going to be run concurrent.

I understand why the State did two indictments and I

understand the timeframe issues in the indictment history

and then the indictment case law history, but I do not see .

that it warrants consecutive éentences. And I understand
why the State did what they did. I don't fault you for
that. I prébably would have done the saﬁe thing based
upon the recenf éase._ But I don't think it's a situation
where it warraﬁts consecutive sentences. He is to be
given credit for time served.

Do you know howAmuch time that is?

MS. ZMROCZEK: Your Honor, he went in May -- well, he
was arrested on this charge on June 17th, that warrant was
served, 2014. And he got out in October of 2014. I don't
know the date exactly, but he got picked up Fébruary.25th

of 2015, so he's been in since then.

THE COURT: Okay. 1If you get the exact number by the
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time I leave tomorrow, I'll fill it in on this sheet,
otherwise, he'll get credit for time served.

All right. The sentence of the Court is that he be
committed to the State Department of Corrections for a
period of 35 years concurrent. Thank you very much.

(WHEREUPON, the proceedings were concluded.)
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» "STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF Lexington ; ,
STATE o VS. ) INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2016GS3202423
. Jamie L Stroman )  A/W# __16-STR-00069
A.KA: - ) Date of Offense: _6/1/2013 i
Race: Sex: M ~ Age: 38 ) S.C.Code § :_16-03-0655(A)(1) A
2?3 -'_1____91\743 . ISIS*;_ )  CDRCode#: _ 0385 .
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: ) APR 05 2017

City,State,Zip:  West Columbia, SC 29169-6838
DL#: SIDE % SENTENCE SHEESC C ou t of Appea]s
*CDL Yes[] No[] CMV Yes{] No[] HazmatYes[] No[]
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was X CONVICTED OF ‘or (JPLEADS
TO: Sex/ Criminal sexual conduct with minor or Attempt - victim under 11 yrs of age - First degree a0
in violation of § 16-03-0655(A)(1) of the 8.C. Code of Laws, bearmg CDR Code # 0385
[J NON-VIOLENT - [X]' VIOLENT. [JSERIOUS  N]MOST SERIOUS ‘m Mandatory GRS~ {]6817-25-45

' ] ) . {(CSC w/minor 1st or Lewd Act)

~ The charge is: [X)} As Indicted, [ JLesser Included Offense, {)Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. - o (defcndant’s mmals)
’ Xl.}gr;gg’ar is: (] Without Negotiations or Recommendation, - [] Negotiated Sentence, . [] Re¢ommendation by the State.
Solicitor SC Bar¥ Defendant’ : Attorney for Defendant _ SC Bar#

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commited to the W state Department of Corrections, D County Detention Center,
for a determinate term of" 3 5 dPweneniwy'ycars or [ | under the Youthful Offender Act notto exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of$ .; provided that upon the service of ____-days/months/years and/or payment
of § ; plus.costs and assessments as apphcab]e* the balance is suspended w1th probatlon fbn

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department: of Probation, Parole and Pardon Serv1ces standard: conditions of
probation, which are incorporated by reference.
CONCURRENT or {T] CONSECUTIVE 1o sentence on:
The Defendant is to.be given credit for time secved pursuant to S.C. Code §24-13-40 to be calculated and applled by the State “n
Department of Corrections, ’
[] The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C, Code: §17-25-135.
Pursuant to 18 U.S.C Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Sectlon 16- 25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic .
Violence ) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition, B

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: .
[ JRESTITUTION: [ ] Deferred [ | Def. Waives Hearing (JOrdered : PTUP + S e ¥
Total: $ . plus20%fee: . 0§ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: - 5 . Obtain GED 0 - ’
[] Setby SCDPPPS . A : Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp --
— May serve W/E begining s
~ Recipient: . . Substance Abuse Counseling - [
*Fine: - , . 5 Random Drug/Alcohol testing . ]
§ 14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5 %) : $ ‘Fine may be pd. in equal, consecuive weekly/monthly
§ 14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 - 5 /ppr — . pmts. of § . beg[nmng ‘
g '5'2'_'5'_22;‘9(;‘2&ﬁl::ef::;a‘;ge’ o s “paid to Public Defender Furid
§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Tést) : $25 S , Other: _MZ 60'1 Mz}' Wit Vienm
Proviso 61.6 (Public Def/Probation) $500 3 N
§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 S5 Ry d
§ 14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 $ . SR
* §50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ [] Appointed PD or appointed-other counsel,
§ 56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea _§ ' 8Proviso 61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3%to County (if paid in installments) - $ & during probation and shal ollected before
. - ) any other fees.
~ TOTAL . SRS " Presiding Judge \
Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clerk . / - Judge Code: = '?:fz.l é ‘.ﬁ i

Sentence Date:

Court Reporter: AL .
I
SCCA/217 (07/2016) /

‘



593

. .I'.;‘ .
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA -
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and/or to pay a fine of § ~: ; provided that upon the service of - .. days/months/years and/or payment -
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3% to County Gf paxd in installments) ., kA during probation and shallqe collected before’
. ' any other fees. )
TOTAL Presiding Judge
Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clerk Judge Code: . ‘r‘
Court Reporter: Sentence Date: _Ms_‘zm

SCCA/217 (07/2016)



594

CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL FOR APPELLANT

Counsel for appellant certifies that this Record on Appeal contains all material proposed
to be included by any of the parties and not any other material and that this Record on Appeal
complies to the best of my ability with the April 15, 2014 order from the South Carolina
Supreme Court entitled “Revised Order Concerning Personal Identifying Information and Other
Sensitive Information in Appellate Court Filings.”

Respectfully Submitted,

%WMMA%

Kathnne H. Hqums
Appellate Defender

South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense
Division of Appellate Defense -

PO Box 11589

Columbia, S.C. 29211- 1589

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT

This 14th day of February, 2018.



594

CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL FOR APPELLANT
Counsel for appellant certifies that this Record on Appeal contains all material proposed
to be included by any of the parties and not any other material and that this Record on Appeal
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