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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed Kareem K. Young's convictions for felony murder and related
offenses arising from the shooting death of his cousin. The court rejected his Brady claims concerning
a police department management report and an unidentified child witness, upheld admission of a prior
convenience-store homicide as a similar transaction, and found no error in limiting cross-examination
of a police officer or denying a jury view.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support Young's convictions.

2. Whether the State violated Brady v. Maryland by failing to disclose a management report concerning the
Garden City Police Department.

3. Whether the State violated Brady by refusing to identify a child witness whose statement had been
reviewed in camera.

4. Whether evidence of the 2004 convenience-store homicide was admissible as a similar transaction.

5. Whether the trial court violated Young's confrontation rights or otherwise abused its discretion by
limiting cross-examination of Officer Nollinger concerning possible bias.

6. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by denying a jury view of the crime scene.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for a rational trier of fact to find Young guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of
the offenses for which he was convicted.

2. The undisclosed management report was not Brady material because it was neither exculpatory nor
impeaching and was not material to the outcome of the trial.

3. The State's failure to identify the witness did not violate Brady because Young knew before trial that the
State had obtained the witness's statements, and an in-camera review showed that the statement was not
exculpatory.

4. The trial court properly admitted evidence of the 2004 convenience-store homicide as a similar
transaction because the prosecution established a sufficient connection among Young, the handgun, and
both crimes.

5. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by limiting cross-examination of Officer Nollinger about
possible pressure arising from criminal and disciplinary proceedings against him.

6. The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying a jury view because the trial evidence, including
video, diagrams, and photographs, enabled the jury to understand the crime scene and issues.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To prevail on a Brady claim, appellant must demonstrate that the prosecution wilfully or inadvertently
suppressed evidence favorable to the accused, either because it is exculpatory or impeaching.” (842)

“The Confrontation Clause guarantees only an opportunity for effective cross-examination, not cross-
examination that is effective in whatever way, and to whatever extent, the defense might wish.” (843)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Young shot his cousin, Arkeem Lavan Young, in the head outside their home and then called 911. Physical
evidence, including shell-casing location, blood spatter, gunpowder residue, and recovery of the murder weapon
from under the house, contradicted Young's account that a passing truck fired the shot. Ballistics connected the
handgun to both the victim's death and an earlier convenience-store homicide for which Young had been a



suspect. Young challenged the convictions based on alleged Brady violations, admission of the earlier homicide
as a similar transaction, limits on cross-examination of a police officer, and denial of a jury view.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Young was indicted for malice murder, two counts of felony murder, possession of a firearm during the
commission of a felony, theft by receiving stolen property, tampering with evidence, and making false
statements. After trial, the jury acquitted him of malice murder but convicted him of the remaining charges. The
trial court imposed a life sentence for felony murder predicated on aggravated assault and additional concurrent
or consecutive sentences as applicable. The trial court denied Young's motion for new trial, and he appealed to
the Supreme Court of Georgia, which affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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