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TEI)B %upreme Court of %nutb Carolina

DANIEL E. SHEAROUSE POST OFFICE BOX 11330

CLERK OF COURT COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211

: TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1080
BRENDA F. SHEALY FAX: (803)734-1499

CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK

May 3, 2013

Mr. Nathaniel Glenn, Jr., #303567

Broad River Road Correctional Institution
4460 Broad River Road

Columbia, SC 29210

Re: The State v. Nathaniel Glenn, Jr.
Appellate Case No. 2013-000919
Lower Court Case No. 2002-GS-23-06529

Dear Mr. Glenn:

Your notice of appeal in the above matter has been transferred to the South
Carolina Court of Appeals. Therefore, any correspondence that you send relating
to this appeal should be addressed to the Court of Appeals at Post Office Box
11629, Columbia, SC 29211.

As to the document that you sent to this Court dated April 29, 2013, which is
related to the above appeal, neither-this Court nor the Court of Appeals can
consider ex parte communications about this matter. Instead, any document that
you file relating to the above appeal must be accompanied by a proof of service
showing that a copy has been served the Office of the Attorney General.
Therefore, no action will be taken on your document dated April 29th.

To the extent this document may have been an attempt to file an ethical complaint
against a lawyer, please be advised that such complaints should be filed directly
with the Commission of Lawyer Conduct. I have enclosed information about filing
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COURT OF GENERAIL SESSIONS
2002-Gs-23-6529

)
)
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE )
)
)
- ORIGI

> NAL
: )
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, )
PLAINTIFF, )
)
)
)
)

vs. TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD

I4

NATHANIEL J. GLENN,
DEFENDANT.

July 13, 2004
Greenville, South Carolind

BETFORE:

THE HONORABLE EDWARD W. MILLER, JUDGE.

APPEARANCES:

JOYCE K. MONTS, ESOQ.
Attorney for the Plaintiff

SKIP GOLDSMITH, ESOQ.
Attorney for the Defendant

Eéé?@@?g@]@@ APRIL HERRON

Official Court Reporter
MAY U 8 2013
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A Yes, 1 was.

0 Who were you working with on that day?

=

I was working with Detective Carias.

Q What was your assignment that day?

A We were going to make a buy, a controlled buy of --
control purchase of cocaine from Mr. Nathaniel Glenn.

Q Explain to the jury how that works. Is that something
you commonly did? v
A Yes, ma'am, it is. Just to give a little background, in
the unit that I work in, the Vice and Narcotics Unit, we have
a street crimes unit which is called the crime reduction unif
and we long term investiga%ors. Crime reduction unit is the
guys who go out to arrest the guy on the street corner
selling drugs or if a citizen calls 911 and complains about
drugs in their neighborhood, the crime reduction unit takes
care of those problems. They do the streét level -- deal
with the street level dealers. 1In long term investigations
which is what I was assigned to, we go out, we develop
informants. And informants are normally developed by
arresting people who decide to cooperate with the police. W4
confirm who they're supplying, which is the next level of the
forces between your mid-level suppliers. We determine who
they're buying off of, who they buy their drugs off of, then
we go out and we attempt to make purchases of those drugs

from these individuals to be able to work our way. up ‘the

P Y T
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line..

S
Q And did you have any contact with Chacdwick Teasley?
A Yes, ma'am, we did.

Q How did: you come across Mr. Teasley? . -

2

A Mr. Teasley was arrested for a narcotics charge earlier

t

that year of 2002.

Q - Did you ask him if he wanted to cooperate with you?

A Yes, ma'am. It's an everyday practicé that .we aék
everybody that we-come iﬁ contact with if they're willing to
cooperaﬁe-withAthe police. And the. reason weldo this is
simply to get the higher person above:ﬁhem.:'In this,
particular case Mr. Teasley decided to make .the decision to
cooperate with the police. |

Q - Did you ever serve any warrants on Mr. Teasley?

A .No, we did not.

Q And whe:e did ybu go on August 2nd,4of.2002?“_

A We went to the Crowanlaza:lééated 850 C§ngaree-Road.A

Q Is that in Greenville County?

A It is.

Q Who -was- with you?

A It was myself and Detective Carias.

Q " And please describe what were you_doing about 3:30 that
afternéon.

A Earlier in the day we had set up a time with Mr..Teasléy

where we would meet him there at the Crown Plaza-which is




MELISSA LAWSON-DIRECT BY MS. MONTS _ 35

did reguest a drug analysis to be done of the substance.’
Q Going back to the video, describe what machinery you used

to record the video of the incident?

A The video itself is just simply a video camera like I'm
sure one of you guys have, it's just is 8 mm camera. That w4

-- we're not that high-tech, we simply put it on our shouldey

and we zoom in. And we video it. But we also have an audio

intelligence device which is what we can listen to: the buy

with. And it's just a sma 11 transmitter box and we record if
like on a floppy disk. And it connects -- it transmits to
the wire that the informants are wearing.

Q Znd ié that same sound recorded on thé video?

A Yes, ma'am.

Q and did you make a VCR video tape for court?

: Yes, I did. I originally had used a 8 mm video tape

_because that's we use in the video camera.. And because of:

A L — 8 -— -

fhe court nav1ng no way fo replay it7"I R
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and put it on VHS tape for VCR.

Q And did you bring that?

2 I did.
(WHEREUPON, State's Exhibit 3 was marked for
identification.)

BY MS. MONTS:

Q Detective, I'm handing what's been marked at State's

£

Exhibit 3, can you please identify this?
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A .Yes,.ma'am, they were.

A When he pulled up you could not see who was inside, the

Q0 On the video it's a very short clip of that, how:could

‘A -Detective Carias was doing the video while

~right beside him. So I was actually able to focus on the: cay

Nathaniel Glenn's car on that day in ‘the courtroom?

A - Yes, this is a copy of the video.
MS. MONTS: Your Honor, I move this into evidence.
State's Exhibit 3.

~ MR. GOLDSMITH: . No objection.

THE COURT: Without objection.

(WHEREUPON, State's Exhibit - -No. 3 was admitted
into evidence.)
BY MS. MONTS:

Q Were the defendant's windows tinted on that Lexus?
Q .Could you see who was inside?

windows were up, they were tinted.  When he left his

driver-side window was down:and I could see directly into the

driver-side of the wvehicle.

you see who it was?

I was sitting

L S

why Detective Carias videoed the buy.:

Q And is this .person who was in the vehicle,-driving

2\ Yes, ma'am, he is.
Q Where is he?

A Mr. Glenn.
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. Q Detective, thlS is State's Exhibit 1, the audio tape,

A This is the initial phone call where the informant calleq

over so you hear the conversation between Mr. Glenn and
Mr. Teasley. T

-Q Once the conversation is over is there more talk1ng9

.MS. MONTS: Your Honor, I'd'like to_pﬁblish»the tape for
the jury at this_time. | |
| THE COURT: All rlght.
| (WHEREUPON, State's Exhibit 1, a cassette tape
was played.)

BY MS. MONTS:

please tell the jury what this is- of

i
Mr. Glenn on the telephone. What 'you will hear is the voice
mail initially picked .up as Mr. Teasley was leaving the voicd

mail, Mr. Glenn beeped in on the call waiting. So he cllcked

A There is more talklng We useithe actual -- ye didn't
use a handheld tape recorder aﬁd eer piece to record the
phone call, simply because we forgot it. So what we did is
we recorded off the audlo llstenln% dev1ce and once we turn
it on we don't turn it back off. So you do hear some talking

after the phone'call. But it's just 81mply myself and

Detective Carias glVlng Mr Teasleyllnstructlons and wiring

him up and stuff like that. 3
: !

(WHEREUPON, the cassette tape was played.)

A He was simply saying the phohe ﬁumber out loud --

!
o
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back in August of 20022

A Yes, he did.

Q He's not just a good citizen wanting to come forward and
help out the police and get rid of drugs around. .the Crown
Point Hotei, right? . |

A I'm not saying heis not a goéd'citizen, he does have a
criminal history.

Q Has the criminal history. Has been convicted of criminal

enterprises in the past?

A Yes.

Q And he nas pending charges now or had pending-charges

A - Yes, he did back then.

c At the time that he's.out here on this video tape he had

pending criminal charges?

.0 The charge was dismissed. And he understood that that's

A Yes, he did.

O And what were those charges for?

A Distribution of cocaine.

Q Distribution of cocaine. And what ié the status of thosd

charges today?’

A It was a charge and that charge was dismissed due to the

work that Mzr. Teasley did.

Q So because of the work that he did these -charges were
dismissed?

A The charge was cismissed.




CHADWICK TEASLEY-DIRECT BY MS. MONTS

'DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY Msf MONTS :

0 Mr. Teasley; do you live in Greenville County?,

"

Yes.
Q I'm dece Monts, have you met with me prior to today?
A Yes, I have. -

Q On one occasion?

2 Uh-huh.

Q Did we discuss what was going to happen today in court?

A Yes.

Q And were you arrested back ‘in 2002 by the City Police

———————

Department on a -distribution of cocaine charge?

A Yes, I Was.

0 And did you have already at that time, did you have oné
conviction for possession of cocaine in 2001% |

A Yes. |

- Q . So you had one cohviction for drugs?

2\ Uh-huh. . |

Q “And iﬁ32002:did Melissa Lawson, did she approach you
after yoﬁr ariest for distributiocn of cocaine and asked if
you wanted to work?

A Yes, she-did.

Q And what did you say to that?

A I agreed.

Q And .why did you agree to work for the police department?




Q And I understand that the distribution charge on you fror

prior te this incident was never pursued or dismissed?

A Ccrrect.

. ——————— et

Q das anything been said to you about any charges being puf

against you if you did not testify teday?

A EE&

Q And is Nat Glenn in the courtrocom today?
2 Yes, he is.

Q Where is nhe?

A  He's over there.

0 And I understand this is difficult

+h
O
[
g
O
[
ot
Q
Q.
)
e
g

A Yes.

Q And why are you testifying today?

A I'm testifying today -so that I can try to get a little
freedom back that I've lost. And I just want to do what's
richt by my son. He's my first and I just don't want him tToO
grow up without me. That's all.

Q Do you have lawful emplcyment at this-time?

2y Yes, I do.

MS. MONTS: Thank you, please answer my questions of
Mr. Goldsmith.
/17
11/ '




CHADWICKX TEASLEY-CROSS TY¥ MR, GULISMITH : 5

Q Taken care of by your work for the police and your

Q Yes, sir.

and that would have been your second charge?
A But I've only cone time for one.

0 I understand because the second ons was dismissed, wasn'f

[

|

it? The distribution was dismissed by these folks over here]

A No.

a—

Q It was not dismissed?

A Distribution?

Q Yes, distribution of cocaine, was that dismissed?

R When I went in the first time I went to. jail. That was
for a year.

Q I understand that?

A That was 2002. BRecause it is 2004 now. So I've been in

jail a year. And when I got out -- I mean, the charges I haﬁ

before, they've been already taken care of.

correct? 1Is that yocur

cr

testimony today, is tha
understanding?

A To my knowledce?

=1

A  You said 2001? My charges in 2001, I wasn't even --
wasn't working with them in 2001.

Q How about 20027

A 2002, veah.

Q Do you remember then? Do you remember 20027

A Yes.

=<




74
seat. And the video camera is obstructed, I think, .by the
. — T ———— ==
window sealer, you know, you can see it on the video. So.you

only see the actual driver-side window of Nat Glenn's car foj

a split second. But Detective Lawson is in the.front seat :of

their vehicle, she is looking clear visionfthrOUgh.her

window. She doesn't have the handicaps that the video camerg

_had. She testified that she saw him in that vehicle.

_Now; you can believe all of wha£ she said, partfof wbat"
she said or none of what she said. Going on to Mr. Teasley,
what did he tell you? And I think the Judge will tell you
that you can consider his demeanor on the stand.- ﬁe looked
'Very -- to me and please use your own interpretation, this i§

me up here, I'm obviously for the prosecution, this is my

interpretation. But I believe he was up here ‘because he

wanted to do what he needed to do. He made this case, he is

e s

"on -- Mr. Teasley is on the video going to Nat Glenn's car,

purchasing the cocaine for the police. He can't deny that hd

- did that, it's on the tape. There's an audio tape setting ug

the deal. It's a half an ounce, $450 worth of powdéﬁ

cocaine. He had a prior possession of cocaine and he had
e e —— -

anocther charge but the officers never served the warrants on

I think that's where the confusion came up about whether the
- - _ - I_——————_

charge was dismissed, the warrants were just never served on
om—e_ = ——— i -

‘him. But he knows he could possibly been pursued, a

conviction on that charge. So he decided.to work..




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE )

I, April Herron, Official Court Reporter for th§t13th
Judicial Circuit of the State of South Carolina, dg bereby
certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate apq complete
Transcript of Record of the proceedings had and gvidence'
introduced in the trial of the captioned case, re}ative to
appeal, in the Court of- General Sessions for Greegyille
County, South Carolina, on the 13th day of July,A2004.

I do further certify that I am neither of kin, counsel

nor interest to any party hereto.

April 11, 2006

,VJ;M}L M

April Herron, Court Reporter

My Commission Expires:11-17-07
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= ' . Greenville County Department of Community Services
EQI - G‘“‘“’ﬂ;‘ £ Criminal Justice Support — Property Report
. - Greenville PD - - :

 ODCS - Detention” - .
1.S — Check s
. OOther . tatus eck one only:

. No. °*
; JHGS Evidence 0 MM Evidénce O Found 0 Recovered 0 Safekeeping O Other -32" éﬂ?/g
3, Date and Timf It is mandato aly

ry to submit a laboratory analysis request P& o 4. Case Type
-, form for all articles requiring laboratory or forensic processing.

7. —
, . Abre m/'r'é,-f Vi 42{4&'&-
-+ |3- Found or Recovered From O Location 0 Suspect 0 Complainant O Victim 6. Where property was impounded (Give exact location ~ address)
: . OPersonreporting 0 AKA 0O Other

e Y24 Mm-S

8. Owner’s Address 9. Owner’s Phone #

10. g 12. Description (include make, model and serial nurbers) 13. NCIC Hit
Item # Quantity

_%4 | §osu) mMiadisc
| T vim Jzpe |

P & E Use only
Officer’s initials Gross weight
represent all property taken from ¢
py of this report.

Drug weight/grams

14.1 hereby acknowledge that the above lists
my possession and that I have received a co

Evidence clerk’s initials

oI |

estigating Officer

Signature
20. Received by: (print namne) 21.Si

B.Carcos )
20t o Gery 11047, o147
AL SO E P B-1:07./ /%49

M4 Lol Pt 2 ho 9o
_Aorig FE10j0 (55

Lo < 23y, a3

AUTHORIZATION FOR DISPOSITION
TYPE OF DISPOSITION: AUTHORIZED BY:
O Cleared for destruction/auction Items\

" O Release item #s to: Name (print)

Signature

€ 1°22. RexSon . 23. Date and Time Received

021602/

SN
- 5

Name

Address
ID#

Date

It is the anthorizing officer’s responsibility to notify owners to claim property.

[y



" O1-Greeaville SO
/K2~ Groeaville PD

Greenville County Department of Community Services
Criminal Justice Support — Property Report

/

- "0 DCS - Detention . 1. Status - Check one only: 2 Case No.
€ Other M GS Evidence 0 MM Evidence O Found O Recovered 0 Safekeeping O Other . -0 - é S; )5//
[3 Date and Tn'nc Topbunded. | It is mandatory to submit a laboratory analysis request PAE Zs’e’only 4. Case Type ,
- [ form for all articles requiring laboratory or forensic processing. A e / A e A
N 5 Found or Recovéred From {1 Location O Suspect O Complainant 0 Victim 6. Where property was impounded (Give exact location - address)
: : O Personreporting 0O AKA 4 Other
e | A A .
7. Owner’s Name 8. Owner’s Address 9. Owner’s Phone #
10. 11. 12. Description (include make, model and serial numbers) 13. NCIC Hit
ltem # Quantity Yes | No

%\M i

TN L YAy,

<;WL/ Ao ZQSS@%’ Cobong: cald )

-“/é/;/‘»‘

Drug weight/grams

Officer’s initials

P & E Use only

14. [ hereby ackno edge that the above lists represent all pro taken from
my possession and

Signaturg—

I have received a copy of this report.

t No

SAE

iy

20. Bag@ived
Wi

> (ghi

name)

p2av i S'/éclf

i
4

A A

foms 04«,«5"

Gross weight Evidence clerk’s initials_- =
Time Received

T TS
R/ /o

w:%ﬁm

8 gyuss

N
A

(L3

2272&3011 4/
0972 JH
By ea

30 g2 -G O

DOICK

lalnd_ 945

[0LSED

LBl 7952

_lﬁ (Los:

7 [13foy 135

AAAK] B (oS

'97/3/&/ 14LS

LT

Name

Address

) TYPE OF DISPOSITION:

0O Release item #s

130 JARD

F=597)

et
AUTHORIZED BY: _;_—__:t’
O Cleared for destruction/auction Items
o: Name (print)
Signature
Date

ID#

It is the authorizing officer’s responsibility to notify owniers to claim property.




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS--:
DOCKET NO.: 2002-GS-23-6529 :

V. MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL, :
NATHANIEL J. GLENN, BASED ON AFTER-DISCOVERED T
DEFENDANT, EVIDENCE, PURSUANT TO RULE

29 (b), SCRCrimp & SCRCP 60 (b)
(1)1(3)/ & (5)- .

COMES NOW THE DEFENDANT,AND MOVES BEFORE THIS COURT FOR A NEW TRIAL BASED
UPON AFTER-DISCOVERED EVIDENCE PURSUANT TO RULE 29 (b), SCRCrimP, AND SCRCP 60
(b), (1), (3), & (5). THE DEFENDANT SUBMITS THAT THE CLERK'S FILES AND
ADMISSIONS BY THE SOLICITOR'S OFFICE, THE GREENVILLE COUNTY SHERIFF
DEPARTMENT, AND THE STATE'S CONFINDENTIAL INFORMANT ON JULY 13TH, 2004 IN FRONT
OF THE HONORABLE EDWARD W. MILLER, JUDGE,AMOUNTS TO AFTER-DISCOVERED EVIDENCE
UNDER RULE 29 (b), SCRCrimP, AND SCRCP 60 (b), (1), (3), & (5) TO INCLUDE A
DUE PROCESS VIOLATION UNDER BOTH THE STATE AND FEDERAL CONSTITUTION, AND STATE
V. SPANN, 334 S.C. 618, 513 S.E. 2D 98 (1999).

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

NUMBER 02-6529. IT ALLEGES THAT NATHANIEL J. GLENN DID IN GREENVILLE COUNTY ON
OR ABOUT AUGUST 2ND OF 2002, KNOWINGLY SELL, MANUFACTURE,DELIVER OR BRING INTO
THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA OR DID KNOWINGLY PROVIDE FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE OR
OTHERWISE AIDE, ABET OR CONSPIRE TO SELL, MANUFACTURE,DELIVER OR BRING INTO
THE STATE, OR WAS KNOWINGLY IN ACTUAL OR CONSTRUCTIVE POSSESSION OF MORE THAN
10 GRAMS OF COCAINE. HE WAS REPRESENTED BY SKIP GOLDSMITH, ESQUIRE. ON JULY
13TH, 2004 GLENN PROCEEDED TO A JURY TRIAL. GLENN WAS FOUND GUILTY OF
TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE. GLENN WAS SENTENCED TO CONFINEMENT FOR (27) YEARS.

A NOTICE OF APPEAL, WAS FILED ON THE DEFENDANT'S BEHALF AT THE SOUTH
CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS.THE APPLICANT SUBSEQUENTLY CHOSE TO WITHDRAW HIS
APPEAL. THE OOURT ISSUED THE ORDER OF DISMISSAL AND REMITTITUR ON JUNE
23,2005. o

GLENN FILED AN APPLICATION FOR POST CONVICTION RELIEF (PCR) ON FEBRUARY 20,
2006 (DOCKET NO. 2006-CP-23-1230). THE STATES MADE ITS RETURN ON OR ABOUT MAY
2, 2006. THE APPLICANT FILED A SEBSEQUENT AMENDMENT TO HIS APPLICATION- DATED
JUNE 26, 2006- IN WHICH HE ALLEGED SEVERAL INSTANCES OF INEFFECTIVE OF TRIAL
COUNSEL. SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT "A" ORDER OF DISMISSAL.

ON OR ABOUT JANUARY 10, 2008 DEFENDANT ATTORNEY FILED A MOTION TO ALTER OR
AMEND THE JUDGMENT WHICH WAS DENIED ON JANUARY 18, 2008 BY THE HONORABLE
G.EDWARD WELMAKER, JUDGE FOR THE THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT.

A NOTICE OF APPEAL WAS FILED ON JANUARY 24, 2008 WITH THE SOUTH CAROLINA
SUPREME COURT. THE SOUTH CAROLINA SUPREME COURT ISSUED ITS ORDERS ON MAY 28,
2009. THE REMITTITUR FOLLOWED ON JUNE 15, 2009.



ON AUGUST 18, 2009 DEFENDANT FILED A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS RAISING FOUR
GROUNDS FOR RELIEF. ON JANUARY 13, 2010, THE RESPONDENT FILED A MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT. BY ORDER FILED JANUARY 14, 2010, PETITIONER WAS ADVISED OF
SUMMARY JUDGMENT DISMISSAL PROCEDURE AND THE POSSIBLE CONSEQUENCES IF HE
FAILED TO ADEQUATELY RESPOND TO THE MOTION. PETITIONER FAILED TO RESPOND TO
THE MOTION AND THE COURT FILED N ORDER ON FEBRUARY 24, 2010, GIVING HIM
ANOTHER OPPORTUNITY, THROUGH MARCH 22, 2010, FILE HIS RESPONSE. ON APRIL 5,
2010, THE PETITIONER MOVED FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME, WHICH WAS GRANTED THROUGH
APRIL 22, 2010. THE PETITIONER FILED HIS RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO THE MOTION
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON APRIL 5, 2010, AND SUBMITTED ADDITIONAL ATTACHMENT IN
SUPPORT OF HIS RESPONSE ON APRIL 9, MAY 14, AND JUNE 8, 2010. ON MAY 28, 2010,
HE FILED AN AFFIDAVIT IS SUPPORT OF HIS RESPONSE, AND ON JUNE 28, 2010, HE
FILED A "MOTION OF ACTUAL INNOCENCE".

ON JULY 22, 2010, THE HONORABLE KEVIN F. McDONALD, UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE
JUDGE RECOMMENDED THAT THE RESPONDENT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT (DOC 23)
BE GRANTED. THAT RECOMMENDATION WAS GRANTED AND THE APPEALED TO THE UNITED
STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT, ON AUGUST 18, 2009. THE
'DECISION OF THAT COURT IS PENDING AS OF THIS FILING.

IN THE INSTANT MOTION, THE DEFENDANT HAVE MOVED PURSUANT TO THE ABOVE LEGAL
AUTHORITIES AND CASE LAW. THAT STATE AND COUNTY LAW ENFORCEMENT HAVE ENGAGED
IN ACTIONS TAKEN AS A WHOLE AMOUNTS TO A DENIAL OF EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE
LAW. THAT SUCH VIOLATIONS OCCURED DURING THE COURSE OF THE DEFENDANT'S
JUDICIAL PROCESS AND DENIED HIM DUE PROCESS. SEE WASHINGTON V. STATE, 478 S.E.
2D 8)%3 (sC 1996).
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THE HEREIN ALLEGATION'S, PRESENTS "UNIQUE" COMBINATION OF FACTS AND UNUSUAL
CIRCUMSTANCES WHICH WARRANTS REVIEW. THUS, DEFENDANT SHOULD NOT BE PUNISHED
FOR THE ACTIONS AND INACTIONS OF HIS APPOINTED ATTORNEY'S THROUGHOUT HIS
JUDICIAL PROCESS. IT IS GENERALY PREFERRED THAT A BLAMELESS PARTY NOT BE
DISADVANTAGED (AS HERE) BY THE PROCEDURAL ERRORS OR NEGLECT OF HIS/HER
ATTORNEY. HARRIS V. U.S. RR RETIREMENT BD., 198 F3D 139 (4TH CIR. 1999).

THE ALLEGATION'S SET FORTHBELOW PRESENTS A PRIMA FACIE VIOLATION OF
DEFENDANT'S CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS. ROGERS V. STATE, 261 S.C. 288, 199 S.E. 2D
761 (1973). THE ALLEGATIONS IN THE MOTION MUST BE ACCEPTED AS TRUE UNLESS AND
UNTIL SUCCESSFULLY REFUTED. BLANDSHAW V. STATE, 245 sS.C. 385, 140 S.E. 2D 784
(1965).

ON THE MATTER SUB JUDICE, THE DEFENDANT IS ALLEGING AFTER-DISCOVERED
EVIDENCE THAT WARRANTS A NEW TRIAL AND/ OR VACATION OF HIS CONVICTION. TO
PREVAIL ON THIS CLAIM THE DEFENDANT "MUST SHOW THAT THE AFTER-DISCOVERED
EVIDENCE: (1) IS SUCH THAT IT WOULD PROBABLY CHANGE THE RESULT IF A NEW TRIAL
WERE GRANTED; (2) HAS BEEN DISCOVERED SINCE THE TRIAL; (3) COULD NOT IN THE
EXERCISE OF DUE DILIGENCE BEEN DISCOVERED PRIOR TO TRIAL; (4) IS MATERIAL; AND
(5) IS NOT MERELY CUMULATIVE OR IMPEACHING" . STATE V. NEEDS, 333 S.C. 134, 508
S.E. 2D 857 (1998).




ARGUMENT

BY WAY OF THIS MOTION, THE DEFENDANT IS ALLEGING AFTER-DISCOVERED EVIDENCE
DUE TO THE CONDUCT OF STATE OFFICIALS AND THE STATE'S CHIEF INFORMANT. THAT
SUCH CONDUCT AMOUNTS TO FRAUD UPON THE COURT, DENIAL OF A FAIR TRIAL AND
PERJURY. SEE WASHINGTON V. STATE, 324 S.C. 232, 4%/ S.E. 2b 883 (1996);
GIGLIO, 405 U.S. AT 154-55, 92 S.CT. 763. s _ &35

THE DEFENDANT'S TRIAL TRANSCRIPT'S BEARS OUT THE ALLEGATION'S BEFORE THE
COURT ARE SUBMITTED AS AN EXHIBIT IN SUPPORT THEREOF. EACH NUMBERED PAGE
INDICATED SHOWS WHERE THE PROSECTOR, INFORMANT, AND POLICE OFFICER'S COMMITTED
PERJURY AND FRAUD UPON THE COURT. WHERE THE LAW HOLDS: WHERE. THE PROSECTOR
FAILED TO CORRECT THE WITNESS PERJURED TESTIMONY, ALTHOUGH HE CLEARLY (AS
HERE) KNEW IT TO BE FALSE. THE SUPREME COURT HELD THAT THE FALSE TESTIMONY
USED BY THE STATE IN SECURING THE CONVICTION.MAY HAVE HAD AN EFFECT ON THE
OUTCOME OF THE TRIAL, AND ACCORDINGLY, REVERSED THE DEFENDANT'S CONVICTION.
ID. AT 272, 79 S.CT. 1173, NAPUE V. ILLINOIS, IN THE INSTANT CASE, THE
PROSECUTOR FAILED TO CORRECT THE PERJURY AND REPEATED THE WITNESS FALSEHOOD IN
HIS SUMMATION. (SEE TRANSCRIPT ATTACHED). THE SUPREME COURT REVERSED THE
DEFENDANT'S CONVICTION BECAUSE THERE WAS REASONABLE LIKEHOOD THAT THE
PROSECUTOR'S KNOWING USE OF PERJURY ON AN ISSUE SO RELEVANT TO THE WITNESS'
CREDIBILITY AFFECTED THE JUDGMENT OF THE JURY. GIGLIO, 405 U.S. AT 154-55, 92
S.CT. 763. THUS, THE GRANT OF A NEW TRIAL BASED UPON- A NAPUE VIOLATION IS
PROPER ONLY IF (AS HERE) (1) THE STATEMENT IS QUESTION ARE SHOWN TO BE
ACTUALLY FALSE; (2) (AS HERE) THE PROSECUTION KNEW THAT THEY WERE FALSE; AND
(3) (AS HERE) THE STATEMENTS WERE MATERIAL. UNITED STATES V. BLACKBURN, 9 F.3D
353 357 (5TH CIR. 1993). UNITED STATES V. O'KEEFE, 128 F.3D 885, 893 (5TH CIR.
1997).

THEREFORE, THE DEFENDANT URGES THIS COURT TO CONSIDER HIS CLAIM OF AFTER
DISCOVERED EVIDENCE AND THE FOLLOWING TESTIMONY AND EXHIBIT'S THAT ARE BEING -
PRESENTED AND COULD NOT BE PRESENTED PRIOR TO TRIAL AND SENTENCING:
1) INFORMANT CHADWICK TEASLEY, ARREST REPORT DRUG ANALYSIS FINDINGS; INCIDENT'S
REPORT'S OF DET. BOBBY CARIAS AND DET. MELISSA LAWSON, CONCERNING THE AMOUNTS
OF FUNDS USED; INCIDENT REPORTS OF THE TIME FRAMES OF THE ALLEGED DRUG
MEETING. THE DEFENDANT SUBMITS IT WOULD AMOUNT. TO.. "A. DENIAL- OF - FUNDAMENTAL
FAIRNESS SHOCKING TO THE JUDICIAL SENSE OF JUSTICE" IF THIS CCURT FAILS TO
CONSIDER AND ACT ON THESE ISSUES OF AFTER-DISCOVERED EVIDENCE. SEE JOHNSCN V.
CATOE, 345 5.C. 389, 401, 548 S.E. 2D 587, 593 (2001) (WALLER, J., DESENTING)
(QUOTING BULTER V. STATE, 302 S.C. 466, 468, 397 S.E. 2D 87, 88 (1990)).

CONCLUSION

BASED UPON THE FOREGOING DEFENDANT MOVES THIS HONORABLE COURT TO CONDUCT A
HEARING TO ASCERTAIN THE HEREIN ALLEGATION'S AND FOR SUCH OTHER AND FURTHER
RELIEF, THE COURT DEEMS JUST, FAIR AND PROPER. '

o

RESPECT LLWWI‘ED, /
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oaten: Ly, S , 2011 NATHANIEL J. GLEEN, $303563
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA BRCI-CONGAREE #104

4460 BROAD RIVER ROAD
COLUMBIA, S.C. 29210



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT I MAILED MY MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL TO THE BELOW LISTED
PERSON. BY PLACING SAME IN THE U.S. MAIL AND ADDRESSED AS FOLLOWS:

CLERK OF COURT

GREENVILLE COUNTY COURTHOUSE
305 MAIL STREET

GREENVILLE, S.C. 29601

s/_{2 '
NATHANIEL J. GLENN #303563
BRCI-CONGAREE #104

4460 BROAD RIVER ROAD
COLUMBIA, S.C. 29210

SWO TO AND BEFORE EM THIS

oo pay or \{\J\QH , 2011
\ \
Q\\\n\v \\ }f \1(,/ (L.s.)
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR S.C. 1Ay Commission Expires

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: March 5, 2018




State of South Carolina Court of General
County of Greenville Sessions
Nathaniel Glenn Jr. #303563 ]

Petitioner. ] Motion To Amend

] To Rule 29 (b)
Vs, ] Motion Of New Found

State of South Carolina. ] ' Evidence

Respondent. ]

]

The above named Petitioner would respectfully move this court to Amend
the following Motion of New and Exculpatory Evidence that contradicted the State’s account

of the incident’s Chain of Custody to his Rule 29 (b). based on the following:

Due towards the New Found Evidence of the VHS video tape Chain of Custody
Issue. State vs. Williams. 301 s.C. 369.392 S.E.2d 181 (1990). (a complete chain of custody must

be established as far as practicable). The State has not established a practical chain of custody.
of the video tape which was a critical item used to convict the Petitioner.

Detective Lawson testified that she made a copy of the 8mm video tape and put it
On a VHS tape for VCR. Trp.35. Detective Lawson testified that the wire that the informant was
wearing was recorded separately onto a floppy disk. Trp. 35.

Detective Lawson testified that they had originally recorded the video with a 8mm
camera, hand held in the back seat of the vehicle by Detective Bobby Carias. Trp. 35 and 40.

Detective Lawson testified she obtained the VHS video tape fromm the Property and
Evidence room that morning before trial, Trp. 39. ‘

1.



The first review of the two incomplete evidence sheets that was received several years
after the Petitioners trial from (PCR) Attorney Rodney Richey, did not indicate the time frames
when Det. Lawson testified that she possessed the evidence up until the date of July 13,
2004.Exhibit (B-1). '

May 12, 2008. Petitioner received two complete evidence sheets that indicated Det.
Lawson had possession of the Sony minidisc, TDK 8mm tape, and the Sony audio cassette
(phone call).From the date of February 17, 2004 until February 19, 2004, but the evidence
sheet does not indicate, nor reveal the deposit of a VHS video tape. Exhibit (B-2).

The evidence sheet indicates a broken chain of custody by the following:

February 17, thru February 19, 2004. Det. Lawson signed out the audio and video
surveillance for court, but there was not a subpoena ordered for the Petitioner to appear for
trial. Next, there was not any discovery of an affidavit allowing the detective to join together
the audio and video to alter, rerecord, enhance, duplicate, and change from its original form to
persuade the jurors to decide a guilty verdict, then denied the Petitioner the right to examine
the original recordings before they were destroyed.

And last, there was no whereabouts of the VHS video tape deposited upon the property
and evidence sheets. A review of the property and evidence sheets indicated the detective had
possession of the evidence several days under her own authority from the dates of February 17,
thru February 19, of 2004.



el A 40 i Tl VR LA ST DO A

Proof of chain of custody need not negate all possibility of tampering so long as the chain
of possession is complete. State vs.Carter.344 S.C.419.544S.E.24.835 (2001). Here, the chain is
not complete and does not negate the possibility of tampering. In applying the Rule, the court
found evidence is admissible only where there’is a missing link in the chain of possession
because the identity of those who handled the evidence.
Statevs.Cribb.310$.C.518.426E.E.2d306(1992). There is a missing link in the chain of possession
of the audio and video surveillance, as Det. Lawson has not identified accurate poséession of
the VHS tape to prevent possibility of tampering, nor can possibility of tampering be negated
due to the lack of authenticity of the dates displayed on the tape.

To conclude this argument, Det. Lawson submitted prejudicial tainted evidence of the audio
and video surveillance that violated the States Federal Constitutional Obligation to disclose
evidence favorable to the defense. Brady vs. Maryland.373U.5.83(1963), which stémmed from
a false testimony during the Petitioners trial, ahd the in-court, identification of the illegal video
footage was the “fruit” of the scene of the crime. Det. Lawson joined together two separate
audio surveillances and two separate video surveillances with prejudice and denied the
Petitioner the right under Brady to review and have the original recordings examined by an
expert before they were destroyed.

Petitioners next argument is the Prosecutor allowed and confirmed/ Det. Lawson’s and
Informant Teasley’s false testimony that violated South Carolina Code Ann (16-9-10)(A)(1) “It is
unlawful for a person to willfully give false, misleading, or incomplete testimony under oath in
any court of record, judicial, administrative, or regulatory proceeding in this State,” and S.C.
Code Ann (16-9-30), “ It is unlawful for a person to willfully and knowingly swear falsely in

taking any oath required by law that is administered by a person directed or permitted by law
to administer such oath”.
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3. Teasley’s crime laboratory report from the result of his arrest March 6, 2002, was No
Controlled Substance Detected-March 25, 2002. Exhibit (A-3). Crime lab report.

To conclude this argument, the Prosecutor had willfully and knowingly withheld discovery
from the Petitioner with deliberate indifference and the witnesses had intentionally misled the



The State witnesses misleading testimony had prejudiced the Petitioners defense. Berger vs.
United States.295U.5.78.88 (1935).” 1t is as much [a prosecutor’s} duty to refrain from
improper methods calculated to produce a wrongful conviction as it is to use every legitimate
means to bring about a just one”.

The Petitioner’s constitutional rights were violated when the prosecutor, detective, and
informant established the conscious disregard for the Consequences of their actions once the
“deliberate indifference” was committed during their false testimony and presentment of
tainted evidence before the Petitioners jury trial,

Therefore, the Petitioner Prays before Your Honorable Court that his sentence and
conviction to be Vacated for New Trial.

A ]

Nathaniel Glenn Jr. #303563
Broad River C.|.
4460 Broad River Rd.

Columbia, S.C. 29210

Sworn To And Subscribed before
Me this ZOZ day of
ﬁ;wn L= 2841, 2013
V) /
Notary Public of South Carolina

My Commission Expires:w/wf b




State of Smath Qarolina
Solicitor, Tirteenth Jaadicial Gircuit

Telephone: 864-467-8647

Greenvifle County Courtho
Telefax: 864-467-8610 iy use

305 E. North Street, Suite 325
Greenville, SC 29601-2185

Salictor
Robert M. Ariail
March 4, 2004
James L. Goldsmith, Jr., Esquire
PO Box 14347 L
Travelers Rest, SC 29690

Re: State v. Nathaniel Glenn

Dear Skip:
This is to confirm that in the courtroom today, I gave you the videotape of his two
(2) pending drug charges.
Sincerely.
Cerao f P’Uﬁ«t)
/7 /0‘ /'
Joyce K. Monts
Assistant Solicitor
JLK/bk

Enclosures



Affidavit of

)
)
State of South Carolina )
. ) Timothy Murray
)

County of Greenwood

[, Timothy Murray having been first duly sworn, testify and depose
as follows:

1. On March 6, 2002, Chadwick Teasley was arrested for being Ir 10ssession
of a white powder substance that the officers tested to be positive ror
methamphetamine.

2. This incident occurred in the parking lot of the Parker Brothers Night Club
off of Howell road in Greenville, S.C.

3. That night [ was standing near the arrest incident and I was watching as Chad
Teasley and his cousin was being arrested for the baking powder of which the officers

had assumed was methamphetamine, and they were both charged with being in
possession of illegal drugs.



4. Before the incident of their arrest had occurred, [ personally knew that

Teasley was not in possession of any illegal substance of Methamphetamine
nor cocaine. :

5. And several months after his arrest, all his charges were deposed of upon
the circumstances that the white powder was lab tested to be no controlled
substance.

Wherefore, | certify that the above account of events are true and correct to the
best of my recollection. '

Timothy Murray
McCormick C.I.

386 Redemption Way
McCormick, S.C. 29899

Sworn to and subscribed before

me this Q (_ day of (/Lé’/t , 2009
O AT ;A ('/Wué/

Noé? ublic fg{r South Carolina (

My Commission Expires: f/ a /8/ 2_d i
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: . ARREST WARRANT 3 STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) ' SC ooy G
' ] A - Y L e A L B mgyunly/[_—_] Municipality of ) : AFFIDAVIT %6'5
H=1439122 « g.¢t- rRav e ) 1
SmTE OF SOUTH CAROLINA Personally appearad before me the affiant A -c 1 A ‘_?5.! 4 flq_ .
nty/ l:] Municipailty of being duly sworn deposés and says thal defendant ol et e de 4] . _1EAS Y '

é‘&'m} e did within this county and state on o3 -0k 03 i violate the criminal laws of tha
_ . 2563 Stale of South Carolina (or ordinance of @ County/ Munlclpallfy of.._@.ﬁ{m.L//L )
) ' ' THE STATE GJ-a I‘/ in the following parliculars: '
. i agalnst DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: /0 ) J: A m ULAA p ‘ILJA-M\,‘AL
« ,C_/{gﬂ / £AS ! < I turther stale that there is probablc cause o belitve that the  defendant named nbov§ did  commit
: - the orime set forth and thst probatle cause I8 baged on the Bﬂowing tacts;
fi . /‘/L S X . —
: - Phone: . S5N.ASP-3 -5y ﬁf_ De C«EA(GMT C(A«Qw,‘d( A.\Qr; ’.f""‘J’/f‘f wAd Q:MQ to b¢
gz,;n:nacc %-#Hotgm %b weignt _Roo I';.) (00 35 £3589 .a‘p_ A/P"“"MW'HL/ 2'53,4,.,5 pﬂ,g. U/ kr4 /Ooukﬂf/
| 4 - - e
: DOB:._Qb"A¢9 =~ (97 ‘SOAgency ORI#; 2270000 B b stance &,/,9 riJ {'}'eg /00-5-9)1;(&; o -ML%/;M/&ALW ne- 'fi/j
H ' Prosecuting Agency: - S . '0 7 Ve

Prosewtinz Officer: 5. K ,\Z_A - fﬂo,‘J{q/ (244 Qo’/{ﬁ in 7“'/75. pdrﬁ',,g /, O‘C weker Bros.

En (/l’//{

Oltense:; . m /’I/OLU{ // zﬂ”—) é)/h 15 Zowfaﬂ

; Code/Ondinance Seo, fifas2 = 32 : ot ! NTEP{'
i Sworn to and LTe] . S
’ This warrart Is CERTIFIED FOR SERVICE in the on R ?_éu WS 2007 ; Sighature \}_,/ .
) ' D County/D Municipafity of ) Affiant's Address 4/ Micef 5. /ﬁ, N/ L SC 2560/
i The  accused — gj ) [
j i3 to bs arrested and . brought before me to be q Swn&m rf. < v Tk Affiant's Telephone |__od 2/~ S22 10
dealt with scconding to low.
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA - L
‘ (LS.} ounty/ Municipality of ) ARREST ARRANT
Signature of Judge traviils )

Date: i TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY:
; — - C Rt eppearing from th~  atove AT 0 b tefe " are  reacsnable grounde o balkce Ll
: - RETURN on 03-cb-e defertant witk Bnlrs 7 tasley

“ A copy arreet daﬁverad to did violate the criminal laws of the State of South Carofina (or ofdinance of
. detendant —c_m_xkﬂ(_lm__;(_-* @Coumy/[:] Munioipality of ___Lﬂnu'u)z ) as set forth below:
: D2 . DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: , '
B 2 PLITD Metham phedam 1e ' |
208L2 é)[ ] C '23 Now, therefore, are red snd direoted o arrest the said dofendart and bnng him or her betore
you empowe

. Signature of Constablo/Law Enforcement Officer me forthwith to be deah with woccoding to law. A copy [of this Arrest Warramt shall be delvered to the
: ;, defend at me tima axacution, or as sonn theresfter as i& practicable
** RETURN WARRANT TO: E % . Judge's Address
: . Ce (LS))
5 ¢ Signatlre of lssyin Judge ) Judge's Telephons ; -
B N Judge Code: uﬁZf ’ lssuing Codlirt: D Magistrate D Municipat D Circuit
' A ORIGINAL A
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EXHIBIT
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NOXY T NP c YEDS
General Sessions Docket

GS-23
Name: CHADWICK ANDRE TEASLEY Warrant/Ticket #: H149122
AKA: Date of Arrest: 3/6/2002
Address:527 LINCOLN RD ‘Date of Offense: 3/6/2002
Date Rec. by Clerk:

GREENVILLE, SC 00000-0000 Magistrate: 5833
SSN#: 250-31-0054 Counts: Code:
Sex: M Race: B
DOB: 6/9/1974
DLi#: 007315284

Di:position Information
1. Vransmitted to SOL & SCCA:
2. Jisp Received by Clerk:

3. Date of Disposition: e 9 nﬂ

Disposition: ] Guilty Plea

—_ 2 Trial Guilty :

- - 3 ¥al Not Guilty —

jA{)?sr/nG/Nol Pros/Pros Ended Explain: A&/Z 2 VA £ /!&/%75&
___S5PTI Explain: - : .
5 Judicial Commitment Explain:
___6 Judicial Dismissal
___7Remanded Explain:
___8 Dismissed at Prelim
___8No Bill
___9 Failure to Appear Explain:
—_0Other Explain: ’

Juipe: Court Reporter:
D finse Atty: Solicitor: 7 ,1¢__

CLants: Code:
Setence: '
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County of Greenville
“«.At Your Service” DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY VoL
A GREENVILLE CRIME LABORATORY REPORT
PAGE: 1

DEPT: GREENVILLE SHERIFF'S OFFICE
OFFICER: RHEA, S. : CASE NUMBER: 1-02-040314
CONTROL NUMBER:
: INCIDENT DATE: 3/06/02
T , f RECEIVED FRCOM: PROPERTY & EVIDENCE
DATE: 3/21/02

SUBJECT:

THIS IS AN OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE GREENVILLE COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY
SERVICES CRIME LABORATORY AND IS TO BE USED IN CONNECTION WITH AN OFFICIAL
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION. THESE EXAMINATIONS WERE CONDUCTED UNDER YOUR -
ASSURANCE THAT NO PREVIOUS EXAMINATIONS OF EVIDENCE SUBMITTED IN THIS CASE
HAS BEEN OR WILL BE CONDUCTED BY ANY OTHER LABORATORY OR AGENCY.

JAMES M. DORRIETY, DIRECTOR
DEPARTMENT OF CCMMUNITY SERVICES

$ EXAMINATIONS CONDUCTED:

X CHEMICAL TEST . MICB..OSCOPIC INFRARED SPECTROSCOPY
ULTRAVIOLET SPECTROSCOPY X GAS :CHROMATOGRAPHY X MASS SPECTROSCOPY

ITEM(S) SUBMITTED RESULTS OF EXAMINATION(S)
A) TWO BAGS CONTAINING WHITE POWDER A) NO CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE DETECTED

K /D
0@, \\'17

I AM A CRIMINALIST EMPLOYED BY GREENVILLE COUNTY TO PERFORM CHEMICAIL AND
PHYSICAL EXAMINATION(S) ON EVIDENCE: SUBMITTED BY LAR ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES IN
CRIMINAL CASES, AND HAVE BEEN QUALIFIED IN COURTS OF RECORD IN THE STATE OF
SOUTH CAROLINA TO TESTIFY ON SUCH EXAMINATION (S) .

lﬂ - 3/25/02
SEAN F. COLLINS ——

Law Enforcement Center - 4 McGee Street - Greenville, SC 29601 - Telephone (864) 467-5204
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.! . N } A/GS Evideace MM Evidence )
, 3. Date avd Time Impdungeq” | 1t i3 mandatory to submit
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7. Owner's Name
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Name . Signature
Address Date
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3, Pound or Récovered From 11 Location. D' Suspect 01 Complaidant O Victim
' o 13 Personreporting LIARA 1 Other

6. Where property was impounded (Give exact location - sddress)

{/?é N a0 S

Name ) :
7.Owner’s Nage : I 8. Owner's Address 9. Owner's Phooe
10. HR 12. Deseription (include make, model and serial numbers) 13 NCIC Hij
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.
= P & E Use only
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