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STATE OF GEORGIA,
i b gt
VS, ) CASE #s
) 03-CR-20884; 03-CR-00885;
TOMMY RAY-BRENT MARSH, ) 03-CR-20886; & 03-CR-20887
Defendant )

SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF REQUIRED BY ORDER OF THE COURT
ON THE ISSUE OF JURY SEQUESTRATON
AND MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION FOR COMPLETE AND TOTAL
CHANGE OF VENUE

On July 19, 2004, this Honorable Court entered an ORDER, sua sponte, requiring
the Defense and the State to file “supplemental briefs on the issue of jury sequestration.”
The Court specifically ordered briefs on the issue of:

“...whether the sequestration of the jury in the above case should be: a) a
complete and total sequestration typical of a death penalty case; or b) a partial or daytime
sequestration that would allow jurors 1o have a more normal lifestyle after they leave the
courthouse at the end of the business day.” (Emphasis added.)

Order, July 19, 2004.

By the very wording of the order the Defendant is required to publicly embrace
one of the two options given. The Defendant, through counsel, hereby objects to the
requirement of the Court which puts the Defendant in the awkward position of arguing

against the jurors having a “more normal lifestyle,” in order to secure a fair trial for the

Defendant The Court’s order leaves no other alternative If the defendant desires the
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fairest trial with the least likely problems of juror exposure to highly-charged community
animosity against the defendant, then the defendant is for keeping the same jurors from
enjoying “a more normal lifestyle.”

The Defendant shows the issue of juror sequestration was effectively settled when



