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PITTMAN, CHIEF JUSTICE, FOR THE COURT:
1. Aldrick Minor wasindicted for the murder of AnnaBlank by agrand jury in the Circuit Court of
Adams County. After atrid on the meitsin the same court, the jury returned a guilty verdict agangt
Minor. Hismoationsfor judgment notwithstanding the verdict and for anew tria were denied, and hewas
sentenced to sarveaterm of lifeimprisonment in the custody of the Missssppi Department of Corrections
Minor now gppedss this conviction.

FACTS



12 AnnaBlank identified Aldrick Minor as one of her main suppliers of narcaticsto Adams County
Sheiff'sdeputiesworking inthe Metro Narcatics unit on January 5, 2001. Ten dayslater, another deputy
responded to a report of a black car parked on the side of East Wilderness Road in the Broadmoor
subdivison in Natchez, Missssppi. The car'sengine was running, the heedlights were on, and-dthough
it wasavery cold morning-the driver'swindow was lowered completdy. Blank wasfound inthe driver's
seat with two fatd gunshot wounds to the head and her mather's cdlular tdlephone between her legs?
Ingde the car were two spent .25 cdiber bullet shells, unidentified hairs, and cigerettes.

18.  Theinvedigation into the cause of her deeth led Adams County deputiesto ahousejust down the
greet, where afish fry hed been hdd the night before. Tiffany Houze and Daffney McDanid hogted the
party a their resdence for afew of ther friends, and the party continued into the early hours of the next
moming. InattendancewereMinor, Osman Perkins, BrianWilliams Jarrdl Harris Freddie Abraham, and
ShaiitaHawkins. Minor, Williams, Harris, and Abraham were playing cards.

4. Minor arived later than the athers, but wasthere when Abraham's cdll phonerang a around 2:45
am. After abrief conversation, Abraham hung up and told those around him thet it was the white girl
cdling and that he hed told her to go somewhere away from Broadmoor to get rid of her. Later, hiscdl
phonerang again. Blank hed cdlled to tdl him thet she had arrived at the designated location. Abraham
hung up, but Minor indructed him to cal Blank back and tdll her to cometo Broadmoor. Thiswasdone,
and Blank cdled again when she arrived a Broadmoor.

%.  AfterBlank'slag cdl, Minor left thehouse. Approximatdy fiveto fifteen minuteslaer hereturned,

dating to the card players he hed "4:30d," or killed, Blank. He then moved a shiny gun from his back

1Blank was not operating as a corfidentid informant for Adams County the night thet she was
killed.



pocket to hisfront pocket. The card players, thinking he was not serious, continued to play cards. When
Perkins | eft that morning around 3:45, he passed acar parked on the Sde of theroad with itslights on and
the engine running. Minor left the house on East Wilderness Road shortly after Perkins

6.  Later that day, Minor cdled McDanid and told her to tdl the invedtigating officers he was nat a
her resdencethat morning. Minor dso told Abraham “ only [me] and the good Lord knowswherethegun
wasa.” Heaso told ancther acquaintance that the police were trying to frame him for Blank’s murder.
He told the same acquaintance that when Blank arrived that evening heran down the street pagt her, turned
and fired twice, and ran back to the house on East Wilderness Road 2

7. Themurder investigation then led the invedtigators to the house of Minor’s sepfather where they
intended to arest Minor. There, they obtained consent to search the resdence from the stepfather who
told them Minor wasin hisroom in the back. Minor wasthen arrested for Blank’smurder. On the floor
next to the bed where Minor lay desping was a black coat with Sxteen unspent .25 cdiber bulletsina
pocket. Theinvestigators seized this coat and the bullets aswell as severd pairs of black pants.

DISCUSSION

l. WHETHER THE EVIDENCE PRESENTED A TRIAL WAS
INSUFFICIENT TO SUPPORT THE JURY'SVERDICT.

18.  Inthisfirgissueon goped, Minor arguesthet the evidenceisinauffident to support thejury'sguilty
verdict. Specificaly, he dlegestha snce (1) he provided aD.N.A. ssmplewhich did not match ether the
hair found in the car or divafound on the dgarettes, (2) there was no blood found on the saized coat or
pantswhich matched Blank’ sblood, and (3) therewas no direct link between the bullets found in the coat

pocket and the bullet shells found in the car, then there was no direct phiysical evidence that Minor hed

This witness made these Satements to the Sheriff's deputies in a tatement, but recanted during
histesimony a trid.



committed themurder. Furthermore, Kimberly Ramlingstedtified that she saw Blank’ s car moving dowly
down Eagt Wilderness Road fter thetimethe State dleged that Blank wasmurdered, indicating thet Minor
did nat kill Blank. The State responds that questions of witness credibility are to be resolved by thejury,
and the previoudy described evidence supports the verdict.
9. TheSaédssubmisson that this verdict is supported by circumdantia evidence overlooksthefact
that direct evidence exigs in the record to support Minor's conviction. Specificdly, an admission of
culpability by adefendant to athird party who isnot alaw enforcement officer condtitutes direct evidence
of acime Ladner v. State, 584 So. 2d 743, 750 (Miss. 1991). Wefind Minor'sstatement to the card
players that night shortly after the murder medts this criteria Therefore, we shdl employ the sandard
ordinarily used in caseswheredirect evidencewas provided to thejury. ThisCourt recently reiterated the
gandard it employs when consdering a chdlenge of the sufficency of the evidence:
When on gpped one convicted of aaimind offense chdlengesthelegd auffidency of the
evidence, our authority to interferewith the jury’sverdict isquite limited. We proceed by
congdeaingdl of theevidence-not just that supporting the casefor the prosecution--inthe
light mogt condgent with the verdict. We give the prosecution the benfit of dl favorable
inferencesthat may reasonably be dravn fromtheevidence. If thefactsand inferencesso
conddered point infavor of the accused with sufficient forcethet reasonablemen could not
have found beyond a reasonable doubt that he was guilty, reversd and discharge are
required. On the other hand, if thereisin the record subgtantia evidence of such quality
and waght thet, having in mind the beyond areasonable doubt burden of proof Sandard,
reasonable and farminded jurorsin theexerase of impartid judgment might have reeched
different condudons the verdict of guilty isthus placed beyond our authority to disturb.
Turner v. State, 818 So0.2d 1181, 1184 (Miss 2002) (quoting Smith v. State, 802 So. 2d 82, 85
(Miss. 2001)).
110. Wecondudethat thisfird issueiswithout merit. Assummarized above, the evidence presented
a trid, weighs greatly in favor of thejury’sverdict. Minor told the witnesses playing cards at the fish fry

that he“4:30d,” or killed, AnnaBlank. He created the opportunity to kill her and was absent from the



house at gpproximatdy thetime shewas shot. The bulletsfoundin hiscoat pocket were of the same cdiber
and name brand as the shdlsfound in Blank’s car. The bullets removed from Blank's body were of the
same cdiber asthe bullets found in Minor's possesson. The coat wasfound in hisroom. Heeither hid or
destroyed his gun, and he attempted to cover histracks after the murder by coaxing friendsto liefor him.
Hedso had amativeto kill Blank. At the very leest, reasonable and fairminded jurors, in the exercise of
their judgment, could disagree whether thesefacts proved that Minor murdered Blank. Therefore, wefind
there is aufficient evidence to support thejury’ sverdict.

. WHETHER THE COURT ERRED IN ADMITTING
GRUESOME PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE VICTIM'S
WOUNDSAFTERTHEDEFENSEHAD STIPULATED THAT
THEVICTIM HAD DIED OF GUNSHOT WOUNDSTO THE
HEAD.

111.  Inthissecond issueon goped, Minor dlegesthetrid court committed reversble error inadmitting
three color photographs of Anna Blank into evidence: two autopsy photos showing the entry wounds
caused by the bullets which killed her, and one photograph taken of her a the scene on East Wilderness
Road depicting the crime scene and how her body was oriented when it was discovered that morning.
Minor argues thet Snce he dipulated that Blank died from two gunshot wounds to the heed, the admitted
pictures had no probetive va ue or meaningful evidentiary purposeand only served toinflamethejury. The
State responds thet the pictures have probative vaue, and thetrid judge did not abuse his discretion by
admitting them.

112. Theadmisson of evidence, induding phatographs isleft to the sound discretion of thetrid judge.

Noev. State, 616 So. 2d 298, 303 (Miss 1993). “A photograph, even if gruesome, gridy, unplessant,

3Thetrid judge exduded as redundant a second picture of Blank’ sbody a the sceneof thecrime
teken & adosar angle on amation in limine to exdude these pictures
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or even inflammatory, may ill be admissble if it hes probetive vaue and its introduction into evidence
savesameaningful evidentiary purpose” | d. (atations omitted). This Court in Noe went on to dae

However, whileatrid judgehasagrest ded of discretionintheadmisson
of photographs, this discretion is not unfettered. Indiscriminate use of

autopsy photographs depicting acorpse uponwhichamedicd technician

or pathologist has used the tools of histrade to puncture, sever, dissedt,

and otherwise traumatize body partsisill-advised. Autopsy photogrgphs

areadmissble only if they possess probetive vaue.
| d. (citations omitted).
113. Thethreepicturesin question mainly show Blank’ sheed. Thepicturetakena thecrimescenewas
taken from a distance of aout two feet and shows Blank’s body dumped to the back Ieft Sde of the
driver’s seat with her head facing upward. Thereisatrail of blood vishle on her forehead running up her
heed to her hairline and dso around the Sde of her forehead, but the view of thistrall is obstructed by the
car door. Another amdl trail of blood isseenin her Ieft ear. Blank isdothed, and the picture shows her
body from gpproximatdy her wais upwards. We find this picture has probative vaue as evidence of the
condition and orientation of the body when the sheriff’ s deputy firg arrived on the scene aswel asvdue
in identifying Blank.
114.  Theother two photographs were taken in the morgue. Blank’ sbody isund othed, but the photos
only show her head and shoulders. The blood from the wounds has been deaned, and only afaint trace
of blood is seen in one of the pictures which showstheingde of her left ear. The face-on picture of her
heed is probetive because the blood is gone, and the location of the woundisvisble Itslocationismore
vishle from this picture then the one taken at the scene. The second picture shows where the other bullet
entered the back Ieft portion of her head. This cannat be seen in any other photograph admitted into

evidence thereforeit had probative va ueto show thelocation of the other wound. Weagreewith thetrid



court’s assessment that these autopsy photos have probative vaue and find thet it was not error to admit
theminto evidence. Therefore, thisissue is dso without merit.
[1l.  WHETHER THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN ALLOWING

THE STATE TO PEREMPTORILY STRIKE BLACK

JURORSIN VIOLATION OF BATSON v. KENTUCKY.
115. Next, Minor argues tha the State used its first sevenperemptory chdlengesto rikeblack jurors
fromthejury in vidlaion of his conditutiond right to equd protection.* He statesthet the reasons offered
by the State to drike three jurorswere not race-neutrd. The State countersthat the reesons were indeed
race-neutral, and that no bads exids for digurbing thetriad court’srulings
16. This Court has recently restated the gandard it employs when consdering chdlenges under
Batson v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 79, 106 S. Ct. 1712, 90 L. Ed. 2d 69 (1986):

A reversa will only oocur if the factud findings of the trid judge are

"dearly eroneous or againg the overwheming waght of the evidence™

"On gppdlate review, the trid court's determinations under Batson V.

Kentucky are accorded great deference because they are based, in a

large part, on credibility.” The term "great deference’ hasbeen ddfinedin

the Batson context as meaning an insulaion from gppellate reversa of

any trid findings which are not dearly erroneous.

Caston v. State, 823 S0.2d 473, 498 (Miss. 2002) (citationsomitted). The necessary sepstoraseand
address a Batson chdlengeweretakeninthiscase. See id. Thetrid court made adetermingtion thet
the State offered arace-neutrd reason for each dricken juror. These reasons are examined below.

117.  Progpective juror Cdia Ann JonesMinor bearsthe samelast name asthe defendant. Minor dates
that the defendant having the samelast name asaprogpectivejuror isnot arace-neutra reason for sriking

her. However, the State offered two more reasons to drike her: she was totdly unrespongve to

“Minor isablack mae Blank wasawhite femde
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questioning and scowled a the prosecutor during voir dire. Thetrid court accepted these reasonsasrace-
neutrd, but found it particularly sgnificant thet the defendant and the prospective juror hed the same last
name. We condude that these three reasons are indeed race-neutrd; therefore, the trid court's decison
to accept the Strike should not be reversed.

118.  Prospective juror Hazd Minor dso shares the defendant's last name. She, unlike Cdia Minor,
dated to thetrid court thet shewas not rdlaed to the defendant. She had dso served onajury previoudy
and responded afirmetively when asked if she, afamily member, or adose persond friend had ever been
charged with acrime.  In this ingtance, Minor argues that her responses that she could put aside her
experiences and judge the defendant's guilt Soldly upon the evidence presented at trid should have satisfied
any questions of her worthinessasajuror—meking the Sates srike pretextud. Wedisagree. Thereasons
offered by the State were race-neutrd, and the trid court's decison to accept the strike is affirmed.

119.  Hndly, progpective juror Beverly Laurant knew a potentid witness and responded afirmatively
when asked whether she, afamily member, or adose persond friend had ever been charged withacrime.
When discussing these reasons the State offered to dtrike Laurant, the trid judge recdled a defendant
named Laurant recently convicted beforethet court. Minor arguesthet these are not race-neutrdl reasons,
and thetrid court's rdiance upon its recollection without subgtantive proof thet the prospective juror and
the convict wererdated was error. Again, wedisagree. Thesereasons arerace-neutra. Therefore, the
trid court's decision to acoept the Srike is affirmed.

120. The State exercised seven peremptory chdlenges on thefirgt pand it tendered to the defense. All
seven of those drikes were exercised againg black potentid jurors. However, nineblack potentid jurors
wereon the pand, and the State accepted and tendered two of themwith thefirg pand. Wefind that there

is insuffident proof of purposeful discrimination againgt black potentid jurors in the record. The Sate



offered race-neutrd reasons for exercising each of the dtrikes on the black potentid jurors in question.
Therefore, we condude thet the trid court did not commit error in acoepting these reasons and dlowing
the State to exercise these Srikes againg the potentid jurors.
IV. WHETHER THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN DENYING

MINOR'S MOTION FOR A NEW TRIAL BASED UPON

IMPROPER COMMENTSMADE BY THE PROSECUTOR

DURING CLOSING ARGUMENTS.
121.  Inthisfind issue on goped, Minor complainsthat particular datements made by the State during
its dosing argument were improper because it was essantidly name-caling and commenting upon the
Oefendant'sfalure to tedify. The State countersthat Minor did not preservethiserror by objecting at the
time or atempting to have the Satements ricken from the record and the jury indtructed accordingly.
Alternatively, the State argues that the Satement does not comment on Minor's decison not to tedtify.

122. "ltistherulein this State that where an objection issugtained, and no request ismeadethat thejury

betold to disregard the objectionable maiter, thereisno eror.” Perry v. State, 637 So. 2d 871, 874
(Miss 1994). Furthemore, "[f]or this Court to consider daims of dleged erroneous comments of the
prasecuting atorney in dosng arguments, acontemporaneous objection must have been made; otherwise,
the pointisdeemed waived. Banksv. State, 782 So. 2d 1237, 1242 (Miss. 2001) (citingHandleyv.
State, 574 So.2d 671, 679 (Miss1990)). The passage Minor cites as containing the error is quoted in
full asfdlows

Y'dl have hed aprivilege today to ligen to Mr. Colbert. Mr. Colbert is
one of the better arimind defense lavyers in this part of the date. He
doesagood job. Wefight him in many cases and he fights hard every
time, and he doesagood job. But that'swhat it is, ladiesand gentlemen.
He told you himsdlf. It's his job, and don't ever forget one thing. And
that's the only thing hels gat to do in here is convince you to let him go
home. That'shisjob. Hetold you. | wroteit downwhenhesadit. He
systhat he didnt think — he don't think our witnesses are tdling you the
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truth. Wel, thefact of the matter is ladiesand gentlemen, he don't care
whether they tdl you the truth or whether he bdievesthem or not aslong
as he can convince you that you don't bdievethem. That'shisjob. Don't
forget that.

[By defense counsd]: Y our Honor, I'm going to object to Mr. Harper
saying | don't care about the truth. I'man officer of this court just as he
IS

By the Court: I'll sustain about reference to counsd for the defendant.
Let's proceed.

[By the State]: Don't forget that that'shisjob. And when good torneys
get in here, they bascdly do three or four thingsto try to do thet, and the
firg thing they do, thefirg thing they doisto beet you over the head with
reasonable doubt. Now, y'dl heard Mr. Colbert'sargument, and hedoes
agood job, but | would have liked to have hed the opportunity to count
how many times he said reasonable doubt during the course of that
agument. | submit to you it wesin the hundreds. He beat you over the
heed with it to intimidate you with it to make you think thet you can't do
it. That you don'thave enough common senseto ligentowhat'sgoing on
in here. | submit to you that you do, ladiesand gentlemen, and you know
wheat hgppened inthiscase. And the second thing they do, and they ainit
got any choice. They're going to attack our witnesses. What dse they
going to do. If you believe our witnesses, hes sunk. So whet are they
going to do? You cant bdieve our witnesses. Tak about how terrible—
|adies and gentlemen, we never held back anything.

123.  After reviewing this passage we agree with the State that this argument is procedurdly barred.
Minar did not object to the language he submits is ingppropriate comment on his decison not to testify
whenthe State was making itsrebutta dosing argument. Therefore, theissueisnot preserved for gppedl.
Wefind the substance of thisargument isnot out-of -boundsfor dosing arguments, sothereisnoplainerror
to befound hereeither. Furthermore, with regardto the name-cdling, thetrid court sustained theobjection
to the percaived fault. Thefailure to ingruct the jury to disregard the objectionable comments rests with

Minor who falled to move thetrid court for such indruction. Therefore, thisissue is d o without merit.

CONCLUSON
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124.  For the above Sated reasons, we conclude thet the triad court did not e in this case and should
be dfirmed in dl repects  There was legdly aufficient evidence to support the verdict, the pictures
admitted into evidence were not unduly prgudicd, thereisinsufficient proof of discrimination by the State
agang black members of the venire to find a Batson error, and Minor's arguments about the State's
comments during rebuttal dosng argument are procedurdly barred. Therefore, thetrid court's judgment
isaffirmed.

125. CONVICTION OF MURDER AND SENTENCE OF LIFE IMPRISONMENT IN
THE CUSTODY OF THE MISSSSIPPI DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND
PAYMENT OF ALL COURT COST AND FEES, AFFIRMED.

McRAE AND SMITH, P.JJ., WALLER, COBB, DIAZ,EASLEY, CARLSON AND
GRAVES, JJ., CONCUR.
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