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Richard Alexander Murdaugh v. The State of South Carolina 
Appellate Case No. 2024-000576 
Appellant Richard Alexander Murdaugh’s Motion for Certification Under Rule 204(b), SCACR 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
EXHIBIT K 

(Juror Z Affidavit) 
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Richard Alexander Murdaugh v. The State of South Carolina 
Appellate Case No. 2024-000576 
Appellant Richard Alexander Murdaugh’s Motion for Certification Under Rule 204(b), SCACR 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
EXHIBIT L 

(Order Denying Motion for New Trial) 
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Apr 04 2024

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF COLLETON 

State of South Carolina 

V. 

Richard Alexander Murdaugh, 

Defendant. 

) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 
) FOR THE FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
) RECEIVED 
) Case No.: 2022-GS-15-00592 
) 2022-GS-15-00593 
) 2022-GS-15-00594 
) 2022-GS-15-00595 S.C. SUPREME COURT 

) 
) ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT'S 
) MOTION FOR A NEW TRIAL 

_ ___ ___ ___ ___ ) 

This matter comes before the Court on an Order to Remand by the South Carolina 

Court of Appeals filed October 17, 2023, and a Motion for a New Trial filed in this Court 

by Richard Alexander Murdaugh ("Murdaugh" or "Defendant Murdaugh") on October 27, 

2023. 

Upon Defendant Murdaugh's allegation that the jury was subjected to improper 

external influences by the Colleton County Clerk of Court, Rebecca Hill ("Clerk Hill"), this 

Court examined each of the twelve jurors who comprised the deliberative jury. Clerk Hill, 

Barnwell County Clerk of Court Rhonda McElveen ("Clerk McElveen"), and an alternate 

juror also testified. The Court had before it a copy of the original trial transcript, the 

pleadings, exhibits filed by the parties which included affidavits of some jurors obtained 

by representatives of Defendant Murdaugh, affidavits of a paralegal for defense attorney 

Richard A Harpootlian, notes of interviews of jurors by South Carolina Law Enforcement 

Division agents, and other emails and documents thereto, and the pre-hearing briefs 

requested by the Court. The Court finds as follows: 

I. PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

Defendant Murdaugh is confined in the South Carolina Department of Corrections 

pursuant to orders of commitment of the Colleton County Clerk of Court. Murdaugh was 
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indicted at the July 2022 term of the Colleton County Grand Jury for two counts of murder 

(2022-GS-15-00592; -00593), and two counts of possession of a weapon during the 

commission of a violent crime (2022-GS-15-00594; -00595). Richard A Harpootlian, 

James Mixon Griffin, Phillip D. Barber, and Margaret N. Fox, Esqs. represented Murdaugh 

at trial. Senior Assistant Deputy Attorney General S. Creighton Waters was the lead 

prosecutor at the trial, which also included Attorney General Alan Wilson, Deputy Attorney 

General Donald J. Zelenka, Assistant Deputy Attorney General David A. Fernandez, and 

Assistant Attorneys General Johnny Ellis James Jr., John 8. Conrad, Savannah M. 

Goude, and John P. Meadors. 

On Monday, January 23, 2023, Murdaugh proceeded to trial before the Honorable 

Clifton Newman and a jury. On March 2, 2023, the jury found Murdaugh guilty on each 

count as indicted on March 2, 2023. Judge Newman sentenced Murdaugh to 

imprisonment for consecutive terms of his natural life. 

Murdaugh filed a notice of appeal. While the appeal was pending before the Court 

of Appeals of South Carolina, but before completion and delivery of the trial transcript, 

Murdaugh filed a Motion to Suspend Appeal and for Leave to File Motion for New Trial, 

on September 5, 2023. The State filed its return on September 15, 2023. Murdaugh filed 

his reply to the State's return on September 21, 2023. The Court of Appeals granted 

Murdaugh's motion to remand by Order filed October 17, 2023. It held the appeal in 

abeyance and remanded the matter to the circuit court for consideration of the motion. 

Murdaugh filed his Motion for a New Trial with the Colleton County Clerk of Court 

on October 27, 2023. The State filed its return on or about November 7, 2023. By Order 

dated December 18, 2023, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of South Carolina, Donald 
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W. Beatty, upon request of Judge Newman to be recused from post-trial matters in this 

case, appointed this Court as trial judge to preside over Defendant Murdaugh's motion. 

This Court convened a conference call with attorneys for the parties on December 21 , 

2023, and thereafter issued a scheduling order for this matter on January 3, 2024. 

The parties submitted initial pre-hearing briefings on January 3, 2024, and 

pursuant to this Court's request, both submitted supplemental briefing on January 10, 

2024. 1 Murdaugh further revised his briefing by filing on January 12, 2024. Defendant 

Murdaugh subsequently filed a reply to the State's pre-hearing brief on January 16, 2024. 

The parties appeared before this Court on January 16, 2024, at the Richland 

County Judicial Center in Columbia, South Carolina, for an on-the-record status 

conference, at which legal arguments were made regarding the form, structure, and legal 

burdens to be met in the proceedings. This Court provided the parties with its proposed 

questions for the deliberative jurors by e-mail on January 24, 2024, and invited objections. 

The State provided its response by e-mail on January 24, 2024, and Defendant Murdaugh 

provided his response by letter e-mailed on January 25, 2024. 

The Court thereafter convened evidentiary hearings into the matter on Friday, 

January 26, 2024,2 and Monday, January 29, 2024, at the Richland County Judicial 

Center. Defendant Murdaugh was present at the hearing and represented by Richard A. 

Harpootlian, James Mixon Griffin, Phillip D. Barber and Margaret N. Fox, Esqs. Senior 

Assistant Deputy Attorney General S. Creighton Waters represented the State, along with 

1 Because this Court requested particulars as to expected witnesses and exhibits, and permitted the parties 
to send revised briefs directly to the Court rather than through public filing . The State sent its revised pre­
hearing brief to this Court via e-mail on January 10, 2024, and thereafter publicly filed a redacted copy of 
that brief on January 29, 2024. 
2 With both parties' consent, this Court permitted Juror X to testify separately from the other members of 
the deliberative jury on Friday, January 26, 2024, because of an unavoidable scheduling conflict. 
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Attorney General Alan Wilson, DAG Donald J. Zelenka, AAG Johnny Ellis James Jr., and 

AAG John P. Meadors. 

II. PRESENT APPLICATION 

In his motion for a new trial, Murdaugh alleges he is entitled to a new trial because 

the Colleton County Clerk of Court, Rebecca Hill, made inappropriate remarks to or in the 

presence of the jury during the course of the trial. For the following reasons, this Court 

denies the motion. 

Ill. FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

This Court has reviewed the testimony presented at the evidentiary hearing, 

observed the witnesses presented at the hearing, passed upon their credibility, and 

weighed the testimony accordingly. Further, this Court has reviewed the records 

submitted to it by the parties and the legal arguments made by the attorneys. This Court 

makes the following rulings and findings based upon the applicable laws and all of the 

probative evidence presented . 

A. Legal Standard for Motion for New Trial for External Influence on Jury 

The first question for this Court to resolve is the appropriate standard for review of 

this issue. Murdaugh argues that because he alleges improper contacts by a court official, 

prejudice must be presumed under Remmer v. United States, 347 U.S. 227 (1954), and 

that the burden of proof thus shifts to the State to prove lack of any prejudice. The State 

agrees that criminal defendants have a right to a fair and impartial jury, but argues that 

the overwhelming weight of South Carolina caselaw is clear that in either cases of alleged 

internal or external influence on a jury, the burden is on the defendant to show not only 
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