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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed Aqontise Glenn’s convictions for malice murder and related
offenses arising from a drive-by shooting. The court held that the circumstantial evidence was
constitutionally and statutorily sufficient and that the trial court properly excluded multiple-hearsay

testimony concerning an alleged alternative suspect.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was constitutionally sufficient to support Glenn's convictions for malice murder,
possession of a firearm during the commission of a felony, and fleeing or attempting to elude a police

officer.

2. Whether the circumstantial evidence excluded every other reasonable hypothesis under OCGA § 24-14-
6.

3. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by excluding hearsay testimony concerning the contents of

an investigator's report and thereby limiting cross-examination of the lead investigator.

4. Whether exclusion of the testimony violated Glenn's rights under the Sixth Amendment's Confrontation

Clause or his right to present a complete defense.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence, viewed in the light most favorable to the verdicts, was constitutionally sufficient for a
rational juror to find Glenn guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of malice murder, possession of a firearm

during the commission of a felony, and fleeing or attempting to elude a police officer.

2. The evidence was sufficient under OCGA § 24-14-6 because the jury was authorized to reject as
unreasonable the hypotheses that different individuals committed the shooting or that someone other

than Glenn drove the Nissan Versa during the shooting.

3. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by excluding testimony about the substance of the
investigator's report because the testimony involved multiple layers of out-of-court statements offered to

prove the truth of the asserted confession and did not fall within an asserted hearsay exception.

4. Glenn did not establish plain error from the exclusion of the hearsay testimony because applying
Georgia's hearsay rule did not clearly and obviously violate the Sixth Amendment or his constitutional
right to present a complete defense.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“This evidence, albeit circumstantial, was sufficient as a matter of constitutional due process.” (at 5)

“It follows that absent a statutory exception, testimony from an investigating officer as to what others told
him during the course of his investigation may be excluded as inadmissible hearsay if such testimony is

offered to prove the truth of the matter asserted.” (at 8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Surveillance footage showed a black Nissan Versa entering an apartment complex shortly before the shooting of
Christopher Copeland and leaving immediately afterward. Glenn was later found driving the same vehicle, fled
from police, abandoned the vehicle, and was identified by his aunt as the person fleeing from it; evidence also

connected Glenn's cell phone and fingerprints to the vehicle and crime scene. Police recovered ammunition near



the abandoned vehicle, and three shell casings recovered at the scene were fired from the same gun. At trial, the
court excluded portions of an investigator's report recounting multiple layers of hearsay about another person
allegedly confessing to a killing.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A DeKalb County grand jury indicted Glenn for malice murder and related offenses. Following a jury trial,
Glenn was convicted on all counts and sentenced to life imprisonment plus consecutive terms for firearm
possession during the commission of a felony and fleeing or attempting to elude. The trial court denied Glenn's

amended motion for new trial, and the Supreme Court of Georgia affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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