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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed Jerry Carston’s convictions for malice murder and related
firearm and gang offenses arising from the shooting death of Quinton Williams. The court held that
Carston failed to show an unreasonable restriction on cross-examination regarding a witness’s pending
felony charges and that video evidence of Williams being beaten into the gang was properly admitted.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court violated Carston's Sixth Amendment confrontation rights by unreasonably
limiting cross-examination of State witness Corderde'z Robinson about unrelated pending felony
charges.

2. Whether the trial court abused its discretion, or committed plain error under Rule 403, by admitting a
video of Williams being beaten into the Bishop Bloods gang even though Carston did not appear in the
video.

3. Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to support Carston's convictions.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not violate Carston's Confrontation Clause rights because Carston failed to show that
the court imposed any actual, much less unreasonable, limitation on questioning Robinson about his
pending charges.

2. The trial court properly admitted the video because it was relevant and probative of the existence of the
Bishop Bloods gang, Carston's association with the gang, and his motive for killing Williams.

3. The unpreserved Rule 403 challenge did not establish plain error; the video's substantial probative value
was not substantially outweighed by unfair prejudice.

4. When viewed in the light most favorable to the verdicts, the evidence was sufficient to authorize a
rational jury to find Carston guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Confrontation Clause does not guarantee “cross-examination that is effective in whatever way, and to
whatever extent, the defense might wish,”” (9)

“Rule 403 is an extraordinary remedy, which should be used only sparingly, and the balance should be struck
in favor of admissibility.” (15)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Carston, a fifteen-year-old member of the Bishop Bloods gang, arranged for and participated in the shooting
death of Quinton Williams, who had left the gang. Before the murder, Carston received a video depicting
Williams being beaten into the gang and responded to the video on Facebook. At trial, the State introduced
testimony and evidence concerning the shooting, gang practices, and the video; Carston challenged the scope of
cross-examination of witness Corderde'z Robinson and the admission of the video.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Troup County grand jury indicted Carston for malice murder, firearm offenses, and six gang-law violations.
After a jury trial from August 21 through 24, 2017, he was convicted on all counts and sentenced to life
imprisonment plus consecutive and concurrent terms on the other counts. The trial court denied his amended
motion for new trial in December 2019, and Carston timely appealed to the Supreme Court of Georgia, which
affirmed.
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