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SUMMARY

The Georgia Supreme Court affirmed James Daughtie’s convictions for murder and related offenses

but reversed his conviction for theft by receiving stolen property because the evidence did not

establish that he knew the handgun was stolen. The court rejected claims concerning newly discovered

evidence, ineffective assistance of counsel, and the defendant’s absence during an untranscribed bench

conference. The court held that the remaining evidence was sufficient to support the affirmed

convictions.
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After a jury convicted Daughtie on all eight counts of an indictment,
including malice murder and theft by receiving stolen property, he
moved for a new trial. The Superior Court of Richmond County

denied the amended motion for new trial, and Daughtie appealed.

For sufficiency of the evidence, whether a rational trier of fact could
have found the defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt, viewing
the evidence in the light most favorable to the verdict. Ineffective-
assistance claims are reviewed under Strickland v. Washington. A
motion for new trial on general grounds is reviewed for abuse of
discretion, with the trial court acting as a thirteenth juror and weighing
the evidence under OCGA §§ 5-5-20 and 5-5-21.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1

. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support Daughtie's convictions, particularly the conviction for

theft by receiving stolen property.

. Whether the trial court erred by denying Daughtie's motion for a new trial based on alleged flaws in

firearms-examiner testimony and by failing to act as a thirteenth juror.

. Whether trial counsel rendered ineffective assistance by failing to object to boot-print expert testimony

and by failing to investigate and challenge the firearms examiner's testimony.

. Whether Daughtie was denied his constitutional right to be present during a bench conference and

discussion concerning a redacted recording of his statement to police.

HOLDINGS

1.

The evidence was insufficient to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that Daughtie knew or should have
known the handgun was stolen. His conviction for theft by receiving stolen property was therefore

reversed.

. Except for theft by receiving stolen property, the evidence was sufficient to support Daughtie's

convictions.

. The trial court properly exercised its discretion as a thirteenth juror and did not err in denying the motion

for new trial.

. Daughtie failed to establish ineffective assistance of counsel because the challenged boot-print testimony

was admissible, counsel's objection decision was a reasonable trial strategy, and the firearms examiner
testified from his own analysis rather than as a conduit for another examiner.

. The record did not establish reversible error from Daughtie's absence because the subject matter of the

untranscribed bench conference was unknown, and the related discussion about the redacted recording

was a housekeeping matter at which his presence would not have been useful.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because this evidence sheds no light on appellant’s knowledge of the provenance of the handgun, we find it
insufficient to enable a rational jury to find appellant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of theft by receiving
stolen property.” (Division 2)

“If the State were correct that jury disbelief of a testifying defendant could sustain a conviction without
anything more, it would render appellate review of the sufficiency of the evidence meaningless in any case in
which the defendant exercised his right to testify.” (Division 2)



FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Two men in a dark green Chevrolet Trail Blazer approached Ozzie Brian Jones and Dontrell Kyler after they left
a diner. One assailant fired a gun at them; Kyler was killed and Jones was wounded. Daughtie, who had been
shot in the leg, reported an alleged robbery and was found with blood-stained clothing, a stolen 9mm handgun,
and Timberland boots; ballistics evidence linked the handgun to the bullet recovered from Kyler. Daughtie told
police he had found the handgun behind a club in North Carolina.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The crimes occurred on August 19, 2010. Trial began May 3, 2011, and the jury returned guilty verdicts on May
5, 2011. The trial court imposed a life sentence for malice murder and consecutive terms for the remaining
convictions. The trial court denied Daughtie's amended motion for new trial on March 25, 2014. The Supreme
Court of Georgia affirmed the convictions except for theft by receiving stolen property, which it reversed for

insufficient evidence.
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