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SUMMARY

The Mississippi Court of Appeals held that the trial court abused its discretion by excluding evidence
concerning an alternative suspect’s indictment, bond, and nolle prosequi order. The excluded evidence
was relevant to Marshall’s theory that the alternative suspect had a motive to kill the victim and that
law enforcement failed to investigate that possibility. The court concluded that the error was not
harmless, reversed Marshall’s conviction and sentence, and remanded for a new trial.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by excluding Butler's bond paperwork, indictment, and nolle
prosequi order as irrelevant.

2. Whether the documents, although relevant to Marshall's alternative-suspect defense, were properly
excluded under Mississippi Rule of Evidence 403.

3. Whether exclusion of the documents was harmless beyond a reasonable doubt.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court abused its discretion by finding that Butler's indictment and nolle prosequi order were
irrelevant to Marshall's defense that Butler, rather than Marshall, wanted Lewis dead and committed the
murder.

2. The trial court abused its discretion by excluding the relevant documents under Rule 403 because their
probative value was not substantially outweighed by the danger of misleading the jury or confusing the
issues.

3. The exclusion of the Butler evidence was not harmless, and Marshall was entitled to a new trial.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Indeed, “the Constitution guarantees criminal defendants a meaningful opportunity to present a complete
defense.”” (¶36)

“The probative value of that evidence was not substantially outweighed by any reason under Rule 403, and
the trial court abused its discretion by excluding it.” (¶46)

“Given this, we cannot conclude that the exclusion of Butler’s evidence was harmless.” (¶52)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Jafarrion Lewis was shot and killed after witnesses saw him leave with Marshall in Marshall's blue pickup truck.
The State presented firearms, glass, and gunshot-residue evidence, as well as testimony that Marshall confessed
to shooting Lewis. Marshall told an investigator that Cordarius Butler and Butler's brother had hired him to kill
Lewis, and he sought to introduce Butler's bond paperwork, indictment charging Butler with murdering and
intimidating Lewis, and the later nolle prosequi order entered after Lewis was killed. The trial court excluded
those documents, preventing Marshall from fully presenting his theory that Butler had a motive and was the
actual killer.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Marshall was indicted for first-degree murder in September 2021 and convicted by a Bolivar County jury. His
first conviction, following a May 2022 trial, was reversed in an earlier appeal. After retrial and conviction, the



circuit court refused to admit an alleged alternative suspect's bond paperwork, indictment, and nolle prosequi
order. The Mississippi Court of Appeals reversed and remanded for a new trial.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Reverse Marshall's conviction and sentence and remand for a new trial.
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