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~ | i CQ: All right. So if you take a right from 378, you’d
b 2 be on Highway 41?2

3 A: Coming back from Johnsonville.
4 Q: All right. Now, what was the approximate distance
PN: on.0ld River Road from Highway 378 that the firearm
SHY l6 . - that we talked about in this case was recovered?
\ ;L{; A: I measured it at eleven point five miles. °
» ﬁé:- #VQ: Eleven point five miles from Highway 3787
° A: Yeé, ﬁa’am.
4%"’"" ) .- . ' 4 .
K&BJ Q: Now, it has been suggested or insinuated at this
11 g point that Mr. Briggs wrote a statement requesting
B y :ié,; : to talk to law enforcement back on March the 25th,
/;j. '%’ 1§ ' 2010, and that was the reason why you all came to .
. 411& , see h;m; is that true?
e 15 A: 'No, ma’ am,
16 a Q: You nevér received any type of letter requesting
17 that he speak with you? |
18 A: I don’t have any knowledge of any letters;
19. Q: And the-only reason why you all went to go see him
20 on the 29th of Mérch of 2010 was because of what was
2% told;to you by Ms. Smith? . ' X
22 A: Yes, ma’am, |
i 23 Q: And was there any type of.deay_betwéen the,%hgg;ﬁi;ii
24 wggggzggggﬁ gnd‘thégtgpherAﬁgigqg concerning him
{EE} ‘ providing.you with information?
A : N T
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Levern McCrea vs. State of South Carolina 403

s —
No, ma’am. f5;~ i

Was there any promises made to get him out of jail?

No.

o » Qo » O ¥

Y]

All right. And as a matter of fact, after you

recovered a firearm on 0ld River Road in Florence

County, where did y’all take Christopher Briggs?

__Back to the jail.

Right back to jail.)

Yes, ma’am.

Is that right?

Yes, ma’am,“-

And wouid the Williamsbﬁrg County Shefiff’s Office
even have any control or say-so or authority related
to Georgetown County Cases?

No, ma’am. He'’'s actually in custody for Georgetgyg
County. So we wouldn’t have any say-so on thosem
matters. |

Now, the items that were recovered from Old River
Road, you transported those items to SLED in
Columbia?

T did.

All right. And typically you all have items of
evidence that are taken to SLED in Columbia to be
analyzed. You all have Lieutenant Jeff Scott to do

that; is that right?
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2HAT SCME ONE mm'cs' mr'sxa s aa?é ;
GALT OB COUE BY,

Daay L I}i,z LWDMMW mns -\ mm m CE&IS BEIGGS.HHICB
xmwxn :aass o mm azcxm" cwzma-mas, wz mx.xzvs TED YOU: SAVE VIZAL INGORMATION a:aocr CCRA SRCAN DEAT!
FOINT. WE RO ROT HELIEVE THAT YOU RAE TER ACTUAL SECOTER AHD IF YO ; :
CEATL SURROUNDING CORX DEATR, AND PASY Tom POLESRABE.  OEATS WITL EX CHARGED WITA ASS, ASTER THZ ENCT, TEE LERTER- |
48 CHARGE 1

,,wwrcxxmwmamwsmmzﬁ"ﬂx TEEJUDG’WMSGLICII‘ORTQGE? HRT: BRIGGS_I&‘TIEN

BRCHN#****'**ﬁ*iti*itii##.R*’1***#*'##'***"#*'&#*'*tfﬁt*tit*tt*tib**titi#*tﬁ*i"ﬁ***tliii*’i

JULY 30,.2005 LT COLLINS MADE CCONTACT WITH YERPCEYI7N®, WEO STATED THAT HE WILL TATX WITE US BUT IT WILL RE
AFTER 4ONDAY, CHERIS BRIGGS WANTS TO TAIX WITH A LAWYER FIRST.
i:ﬁi*t*v*t***tir*tti**ii*tnﬁ***i*it*iiii*k**itiitikiWILsz
“RCWN#*&t#**t*kittiitﬁi*#i*iﬁt*ii*&ti*ﬁti*ﬁQi*’*ttﬁt*i##ff*it'ttt#wiit*tnit*f*tt*tii

CN 08/04/2008 IRV, BRCAN WENT 1O CERIE BX 668 HOUSZ TO MG CCNTACT WIRE _EIM, AND TIS SN WAY IN TEZ. YARD. Buh
MO CME: G¥ME TO TEE GCOR, :mzmmwmm% ROAD,; TC THE R " WHERE CHRES BRIGCGS WHENCWNSL. I
TOER {ALTEN AND T CWAS ABLT DO MAKE: ‘CONTACT WITE $8 BRIGGS, AND Immmwmm THE LAST TIME SHE SEEN CERIS, AND
SEZ STATED TEAT SHE DO NOT XNOW NOTZING.
I¥V. BROWN:AND LY commsmmaacxmocms BRIGGS 'EOUSE, mm“m GONE. WE THEN WEN? DOWN TO

TEE ROAD, AND WRITED FOR CHRIS ERIGGS TO COME BORE.; OFFICER WAS ABLE TO MAKE CONTACT WITH CEHRIS BRIGGS, AND HE STATED
TEAT HEZ WAS NOYT RUNNING PRCM US. CERIS STATED mmmzm WILL GO WITE US , BUT BE NEED TO DROP OFF HIS sm«mm“
CHRTS BRIGGS CAME TO W.C.S.D ALONG WITH LT COLLINS, AND MYSELF. cnrsa.ucss STATED TEAT: EE WANT'S TG TALK BUT BE
TEINK THAT WE ARE ‘GOING TO LOCK HIM U®, ) v pde Ty e e : » MLy

© - IRV, BROWN.AND CHIEF JOENSON GIVE cms PBRIGGS HIG MIRANDA: nnﬂmc, AND. cmus STATED THAT HE WIIL ‘TALE >
YITH US. CHERIS sa.am mmm WHEN szxm xcm FIRST cama mw TE mm'cz‘ mca,_?zwm STATED THAT ER .-

T LA A S

MALE . IXND HISSELE WEN? INTO THE GCUSE, WITH THE KIDS. CHRIS STATED THAT me":nmmm c
-.\mu "'HAT frm:sxm rnss HE SAW LEVERN, WAS TKENEXT‘:DWG, mwmmmmm mcmnozm CHRIS smg_'g_:n THAT

— WENT 19 mn mcxf*m, T0 .GET SCME MONEY. FRCH wgwggwgammm caazs STATED

anZ TOR ABOUT 15 MINS., CHRIS STATED THAT LEVERN CAME BACK AND TOLD EIS TBATEEERD TO GO AND TRKE C‘ARLYM!TOWOR!('AT
MA AND TEE! DID, CHRIS STATED 'I'EAT WEZN TFI"-Y GOT EACK THAT -'T")'I' TO ANDRZWS TO C.'}LRI‘R'DA EOUSE CS?RISlSTA"’E TINT

*ﬁ*&tt*Qt;iti;1it;)iﬁi**t!fﬁt‘t‘*iﬁ*ii*&’btiﬁ*&iﬁit*ii*ﬁ*b*titﬁiﬁt’ttbitﬂﬂtﬁb’tﬁ*iQﬁ*i*i#**ittﬁb*i**ﬁiﬁ#*t’i*it*fiiﬁ
- .

L O O S S NS

09-0B~-2009 INV, LAMBERT MADE CONTACT WITH mm_. TERENCE TO THZ POLY GRAPH THAT WAS SET UP ¥OR 09-09-C9.
7. LAMBERT AOVISZD JENSSS TAT WE WOUND PICK MER AND THKE ESH. WSS STATED THAT SHE WOUID GET SHECNE 70
§3 HER 7O THE. OFFICE. T ADVISED ~EWENEBR. THAT. THZ POLY CRAPE wom.a RNOT 22 DONE AT THR OFFICE. «EMIABRGE THEX-
TED THAT SAE WOULD CALL ME BACK IN 20 m‘"‘ES TO 12T HS KNGA IF SHE HAD A RIDE TO THE CFFICE FOR THE NEXT MORNING.
AWENR DID NOT CALL BACK SO I CALLED HER BACK AND SHE WOULD yor ANSWER THE PHONE, I LEFT AZR A MESSAGE TO CALL ME.
MORNING OF 09-09-09 T TRIED 70 MAKE CONTACT WITH MQNMMMEE® SSVERAL TDMZ AND NO CONTACT WAS MADE. PEZR LT, GOLLINS T
T YADE CONTACT WITH CPT. PIERCE FRCM GEQRGRTCWN AN CANCELLED TEZ ECLLY GRASH.

foia

1o ot 19



[ .l
toa0=8%
v, Y.

a I

10
11
12,

13

15
16
17
%18
19

20

v'" B g »& . 0"’ ke Yy
Qrolyes | J.Aéli’«“a I iy ad THoessls RS

“

14 <

t

L vernJMcCrea vs. Staterf South ‘Carolina

Levern McCrea VS. oLath == S —==——

to do. Now, the part about that is because it relates to ~

the roles those two fellas had that night.  The night

- #
that Cora was killed. Let me go ahead and tell you

folks, I know scme of you all are thinking in the back of

your mind, maybe you all are thlnklng in the back of your

' mipd, um Ms. Barr, I m not too sure about Chrlstopher

Briggs. He might know more than what he’s saying. Tell

me you all are thlnklng that. I know you all are

because it ran through my mind as well. He might have

seen a llttle more than he letting on but, well not but.

Let me tell you this. I’m not going to get up here with

- a stralght face and say that Christopher Briggs is all

innocent, he’s a choral boy. I’m not going to say that

Not. with a straight face anyway. But Chrlstopher Briggs,

I would submit te you is the lesser of two evils. But
the evil one, let there be no doubt, the evil one 1s
rlght there.. He is the one who is clearly, clearly in
control; Christopher Briggs sort of strikes me as a
follower. He sort of sttifee me as the type of person

that, he-just, for lack of a better word, he’s lacking.

And quite frankly, he very possibly could have been the
_*

look out. Let me tell you why you should be satlsfled

/

within your spirits and your soul that Christopher Briggs
is not the one who killed Cora Brown. A couple of

reasons. One, when the police officers went and talk to

o
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. told that to. 'Because .he’

- big city, running his mouty

‘arocound a month before thls murder was commltted to

anybody who would listen to hlm People I want to get.

' I got people I want to get Telllng Chr’stlne . Telling

Christopher. Christine sald, : t‘theionly,person you

& I he*%#émart he’s

“s telllng all theee

i

people here, Cora Brown on"or them and Carmen Presley
another one. He put his mama and hlS 51ster on the llSL.

‘Now, that was 1nterest1ng to me because I remember 1n one

' of these investigator's flle thab'the defendant had

actually filed a police report on Carmen Presley about a
year and a half before Cora-was’mdrdered' ‘so‘thérefs‘
some evidence of some anks between Carmen and the

defendant whloh sort of, 1n my mlnd remember I was

talklng -about Credlbllltj of wrtnesses and corroboratlon,

that .sort of boost the credlblllty of what Chrletrne and

Chrlstopher were both saylng He s the klnd of . fellow I
think it's pretty clear now, that has to be in control
He's like the person that has ali of these_varlous chess

pieces and they’re the cnes “~--he's the type of fella

that's making all the moves. I mean you canAkind of see

how he was asking witness queotlons, you can'kind of see
in those letters. He's the one in control. - He's the one

doing the planning. He's the one doing the manipulation.

You know that. He's constantly telling someone else what
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CRCSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. BOOZER - KIMBERLY BARR 171
Q And it says -- and this is from it looks like Brenda
Lambert. It says (as read): "On July 30, Investigatcr

Brown. along with Lieutenant Cowans and Chief Johnson,
made a letter for Chris Briggs which stated: ‘'Based cn
our recent conversations, we believe that you have vital
information about Cora Brown's death. At this point we do
not believe that you're the actual shootex, and if you
freely and voluntarily provide all of the truthful details
surrounding Ccra's death and pass the polygraph, Chris
will be cherged with accessory after the fact.'™

The letter went on to say that (és read): "We will
talk with the judge and the Solicitor to get Chris B;iggs
leniency on his charge. Investigator Brown, along with
Lieutenant Cowans, went to ..." -- and it locks like it's
blacked out -- "and made contact with ..." -- it's blacked
out -- "... who was able to make contact with Chris
Briggs. Stated that Chris had told him he.waé not willing
to talk with us without a lawyer. Stated he will explain
the letter to Chris as soon as he can get in touch with

T 4 1]
nl

)

So after reading that, would you agree with me that
somewhere in existence there is a letter that is outlining
some sort of agreement for Mr. Briggs?

-\ It appears to.

0 Okay. Why was that not turned ocver?

2. o~ 19
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CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. BOOZER -~ KIMBERLY BARR 172
A I'm not sure why that wasn't turned over. The

Solicitor's Office never had-a -- that letter. I -- 1

© would assume that, based upon what's contained in-that

paragraph, that that letter would've been given to someone
to give to Mr. Briggs. And the only thing that I couild —--
I could guess is that a copy was not made of that letter.
Q Would that not be subject to disclosure pursuant to
Rule 57

A I think it would've been.

0 Okay. It definitely would've been, wouldn't it?

A Yeah. I ---

Q —~ Okay. : ' ST : B

A  =-- think it would've been.

Q ' And as a matter of fact, at the trial, did Mr. Briggs
not —- did he deny, during your examination and all also
Mr, McCrea's examination, that there was any scrt of deal
that had been promised to him?

B I believe he did.

o Okay. So Mr. McCrea =--'it would've been important for
him to have had a letter where there was actually a deal
laid éut 'cause that's pretty rare, is it not, to have?

A Is what prétty rare? I'm sorry.

Q Is it pretty rare for law enforcement or the State to

take a written letter or agreement and send it to a

witness before they even testify saying that, "If you
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CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. BOOZER - KIMBERLY BARR 173
testify, we'll give you this." Is that pretty rare?
A It is.

Q Okay. So that. would've been important for Mr. McCrea

to have during his examination of Mr. Briggs; would it
not?
A In theory, ves. Here -- let me explain why I qualify
my answer. It appears that this letter indicates that law
enforcement did not believe fhat Christopher Bfiggs was
the person who killed Ms. Brown, but they believed that he
had knowledge about the involvements of _—.Pf the person
or persons who did; and that if the —- Mr. Briggs were
willing to give truthful information that could be -~ the
truth, the authentic -- the authenticity of which couid be
corroborated by the polygraph, that they would agree to
talk to the Solicitor and to the judge and advise the
Solicitor and the judge of his cooperation and request
leniency on his charxge.

As far as this case is concerned, as I sit here today
and even with the trial of the case and in preparation for
the trial of the case, there was no evidence that ever

came to mind that Mr. Briggs was a participant in the

murder or acted to assist Mr. McCrea once the —— the

murder was committed.

I vaguely have a recollection of talking with the

officers about potential charges that defendants could
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CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. BOOZER - KIMBERLY BARR 17
face. I —-- and -- and that's -- and that's normal.
Before arrest warrants are issued, law enforcement
officers may talk to prosecutors who -- to find out what -
- what charges, i1f any, are appropriate.

—And I remembered that -- you know, obviously, I wanted

.Ito_charge Mr. Briggs with something more than simply the

charge of misprision of a felony, but there was no
evidence -- no information in the file or in the

__investigation that -- that I'm aware o?}phat Mrf_Brigg§
actually assisted the principal once the felon had been
committed.k S0 an accessory after the fact -- although law
enforcement might've believed that that was an appropriate
charge, it was not my belief, baéed upon what we could
prove, that that was an appropriate charge.

- And in talking with Mr. Briggs prior to the trial of

the case, he wanted guaranﬁees from me that he could get

probation. And I was very candid with him, in the
presence of several witnesses, that that was not being

- offered. And -- and my recollection was that he actualiy
was sentenced to prison rather than given a probaticnary
sentence.

So yes, I believe, in principle, that that's something
that -- that should've been discovered. I -- T suspect

that, based upon how this read, that it was a letter that

was turned over or given to somebody to give to Mr.
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Briggs. Never dawned on me, quite frankly, to ask Mr.
Briggs if he has that letter. But it is ~---

Q You might want to ask\law enforcement if they've got
the letter.

A They -- law enforcement does not have a letter to this
effect. |

Q Have you checked with law enforcement?

A I did.
0 You —- before the trial or after the trial?
A My recollection is it was during the trial when that

issue came up.

Q When did that issue came up?

A 1 believe it was during thé point where Mr. McCrea was
asking Mr. Briggs about the State offering him leniency or
-- or something along lines of a sentence recommendation

to —--

. Q Well, you're saying ---

A ~—-- induce him to testify.

Q That wasn't addressed to the judge where you said,
"Judge, I think there was a letter cut there that we may
have written to Mr. Briggs." It didn't come up like that,
did itz

A It did not.

) Okay.

A No.

14 of 19
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CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. BOOZER - KIMBERLY BARR 176
0 So there's nothing on the record about the exlstence
of this letter.

A No, I'm sorry. I thought you were asking me when did -

el

ask law enforcgment about it.

0 Yeah. So —--

A About the letter.

Q --- you -- you aéked law enforcement during the trial
is your testimony =--

A Correct.

0 —-— about this letter.

A . Correct.

Q So there's..nothing in the, record. about ff,abouﬁ that -
or you bringing it to the Court's.atténﬁion. |

A No,vsir.

Q Okay.

A No, sir.

0 OkayL Let me ask you, going back to the June 22, 2011
moti§;{£6 relieve Mr. Anderson, do you ;ecall the Court —--
Judge King stating that if Mr. Andersoﬁ were reli;ved,
that he would remain -- he would'stand by to advise with
the procedure in the courtroom. Do you recall thét? And
I'm happy to hand up the transcript if you don't have oné.,
A That'd be great.

“(Mr. Booze; hands document %o the witness.)

0 And specifically I'm looking at page 41, and just
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Levern McCrea vs. State of South Carolina 29

The Court: All right ladies and gentlemen, you have
been selected as our jurors for this case. Now this case
is not going to start until tomorrow. I’m going to
release you for the afternoon. Please do not discuss
this case with anyone. Ladies and gentlemen, all that
information will be given to you during the course of the
trial as you sit and hear it. Now, ladies and gentlemen,
I’m going to release you for the evening. Have a nice
day. We will see you back here tomorrow morning at 10:00
a.m. Thank you.

(Jury excused for today)

The Court: All right, I unde;stand there's a number
of matters of law that need to be taken care of, why
don’t we héve lunch and we will start right at two
o;ciock with pré*tfial matters. |

. Ms. Barrf Yes sir. Thank you.
(Court Lunch Break was taken/Back on the Record)

The Court: All right, you ready to proceed?

Ms.. Barr: Your Honor, if it please the court? We
are back on the record for indictment 2010-GS-45-135. and
there are several matters that I would like to address
before the court.

The Court: All right.

. Ms. Barr: The first concerns supplemental discovery

that was served on Mr. McCrea. He should have received

I5 of 149
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Levern McCrea vs. State of South Carolina 30

this morning a copy of the SLED crime scene report and
that’s actually dated November 16 of 2009 there were
probably about ten Sled reports in the case and I think
T & -~

through an oversight that was not given to him but Judge,
I wouldn’t think that it would change the defense or come
as a surprise to him because there is nothing in there
that is exculpatory. So I wanted the record to reflect
that he has received that. He’s also received

The Cdurt: You said nothing in it is exculpatory?

Ms. Barr: That is correct. Judge, he’s also
received a latent print Sled report dated October 17,
2011 it was faxed to me as some point this afternocon and
I’ve given that to him as well. We had alpretriél
conference on last Wednesday and during that time that
Sled report had not been done because.we just received
it.‘ It was about a month or so ago. That’s been done
and I’'ve given that to him as well.

The Court: As soon as you got it, you gave it to
him?

Ms. Barr: Yes sir.

The Court: All right.

Ms. Barr: Your Honor we were initially served with
a Rule 5 request from the defendant’s first attorney, Mr.
Cezar McKnight, and that was done in, I believe, October

of 2010 and I’ll make that response as Court’s Exhibit
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Levern McCrea vs. State of South Carolina - 41

Ms. Barr: No sir.

The Court: Mr. McCrea do you have any motions at
this time?

Mr. McCrea: Yes sir, Your Honor. I requested
copies of Investigator Brown, Wayne McFadden and
Investigator Lambert document infractions or complaints
against them and or acts of misconduct towards them, Your
Honor.

The Court: Do they relate to this case?

Mr. McCrea: Yes they are testifying to what they
discovered in reference to this case.

The Court: These were what now?

Mr. McCrea: Infractions and misconduct reports.

The Court: You're asking for that now?

Mr. McCrea: Yes sir.

Mé. Barr: Your Honor, I don’t know that there’s
been an infractions or reports. Well, first of all, I
don’t know if these things even exist but they certainly
don’t relate to the investigatién of this case. So, Your
Honor, we would submit to the court that infbrmation,
should it ex;st is irrelevant.

The Court: Why would it be relevant in this matter
and why are you asking for it the day of the trial?

Mr. McCrea: Well, Your Honor, I haven't had an

opportunity to prevail due the fact that I’'m still

16 of 19
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Levern McCrea vs. State of South Carolina 42

getting late undisclosed evidence and then all of a
sudden I ‘am representing myself pro se.

The Court: I understand that but that’s because you
have relieved three attorneys.

Mr. McCrea: Yes and I’'ve entered those exhibits in
for a reason to show cause as well.

The Court: Does the statevknow of any records such
as that?

Ms. Barr: Your Honor, not as it relates to this
case. I don’'t know the witnesses that the defendant
talks about but certainly. There was some sort of
complaint or something about an officer some time ago,
but completely unrelated to this case. To my knowledge
there’s never been any complaint to this case.

The Court: She has nothing concerning the officers
of this case. That's where we stand.

Mr. McCrea: Yes sir, that's not what I was asking.
Your Honor I object to Mr. Brigg's entire testimony and
requeét, Your Honor, that he was coerced.

The Court: Who is Mr. Briggs?

Mr. McCrea: He is the alleged witness, Your Honor.
The Court: You're welcome to cross exémine. That's why
we have cross examination.

Mr. McCrea: Due to the fact that Mr. Briggs at one

point was alsleep.
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Mr. Mcgee: I see him, you know, because I, you
know, because I live in Andrews, I'm in and out.

The Court: Small town. Would the fact that you might
know him make it so that you can’t be fair and impartial
to the State or the defense in this case?

Mr. Mcgee: 1T don’t know nothing about the case now.

The Court: But you think you could be fair to the
State and to the Defendant?

Mr. Mcgee: Right.

The Court: Okay, anything further?

Ms. Barr: Nothing Your Honor.

The Court: Mr. McCrea do you have any questions?

Mr. McCrea: Nothing.

The Court: Alright thank you, we’re going to leave
you on the jury. Thank ycﬁ. Anything further.

Ms. Barr: Nothing further in regard to the issue of
the jury. Judge I just want to put you on the record that
on yesterday I gave phe Defendant four photographs of Ms.
Roberta Smith’s vehicle. Those photographs were taken on
Sunday and so I handed them to him on yesterday. In
addition Judge, there were two SLED reports from the
latent prints department, one that relates to a piece of
paper that was found in the yard of the Defendant and
that’s why we had the Defendant’s palm print and I gave

that to him on yesterday. Today I also gave him a copy of

17 of 19
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lLevern McCrea vs. State of South Carolina 46

the latent prints report from SLED also dated October 17,
2011 that relates to the firearm that was recovered in
the case and they indicated there was no prints
identifiable, but I just handed him that.

The Court: There were nothing

Ms. Barr: Right. So I just handed that to him.
Judge in addition, I subpoenaed Roberta Smith to come
here from North Carolina; after I subpoenaed her, I
issued a second subpoena duces tikum for her to bring any
letters that she may have written to the Defendant or the
Defendant may have written to her while he was
incarcerated. Yesterday, she did in fact bring several
letters and I have copied those letters that the
defendant wrote to her and I have given them to him.

The Court: This was his witness right?

Ms. Barr: Yes sif. This was his alibi witness. And
Judge if the record would reflect so that it’s clear I
gave him a copy of a letter that he wrote to her August
11, 2010, a letter he wrote to her November 15} 2010, a
letter he wrote to her March, I'm sorry, June 20, 2010,
May 17, 2010 and February 22, 2011.

The Court: Mr. McCrea do you have those documents?

Mr. McCrea: Yes I do, Your Honor.

The Court: Those were your letters that you sent to

her, is that correct?
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Levern McCrea vs. State of South Carolina 47

Mr. McCrea: Yes I did Your Honor and well Ms. Barr
to write her and ask her and even talk to her again is
illegal.

The Court: No sir.

Mr. McCrea: Why not?

The Court: She’s a witness. They can talk to her if
they want to. A witness is a witness, not for the State
or defense, it’s just a witness.

Mr. McCrea: Your Honor, the comment on this just
like I stated to you yesterday, Your Honor, I’ve been
spoon fed discovery that I should have had years ago and
here's one example.

The Court: Well, let me ask you. Didn’t you just
tell them last week that you were going to call her as a
alibi witness? |

Mr. McCrea: Right.

The Court: Wait a minute, let me ask her a question.
Is that correct?

Mr. McCrea: Yes.

The Court: So they didn’t know she was an alibi
witness until last week?

Mr. McCrea: Well, no they had knowledge of her long
before then. My point is this, Your Honor, speaking in
reference to this report here dated October 17th and I'm

just now receiving this stating that she’s just now
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Levern McCrea vs. State of South Carolina 48
receiving this. I don’t believe that at all, Your Honor.
This is one of the indictment done long ago, so we had
these prints b;ck long before

The Court: Tell me how you're prejudiced by a SLED
report that says there’s no prints?

Mr. McCrea: No, I’m not, what I'm saying was due to
the fact that she’s been spoon feeding me, that's
exculpatory to me, that’s my point, Your Honor. Also, I
have another issﬁe. What took place in reference to, I'd
like‘to have this on the record for the appeal. Yesterday
you allowed them to change the date on an indictment for
their case because she, she, declare oversight on the
victim’s death. I don’t understand that part, Your
Honor.

The Court: Sir, you’re not prejudiced because .of the
fact that the discovery that they géve you well over a
year ago was clear on the dates that they were claiming
that the murder might have taken place, so they’re not,
you weren’t prejudiced by that. It was, it was é
technicality that did not effect you.

Mr. McCrea: On who’s part?

The Court: It’s on their part.

Mr. McCrea: Well yes, and that’s a defective

‘indictment, Your Honor.

The Court: No sir.
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