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STATE OF GEORGIA, NOV 1 8 2003

vs. CASE #s A it

)

)

)
| ) 03-CR-20884; 03-CR-008%5;
TOMMY RAY-BRENT MARSH, )
)

03-CR-20886; & 03-CR-20887
Defendant

Jhe motem Lk CASULA 14 OPérs Count om Noy 18 03 95
CONSENT ORDER
The Court having been informed that the discovery in the above-styled cases is
extremely voluminous (Defendant’s Extraordinary Motion for Discovery, filed October
3, 2003), and the Court having stated that the Court believes that counsel for the
Defendant and counsel for the State can work out the specifics of Defendant’s request for
_ — - aloaney 8 My, Maagh hes
better access to the discovery material; it is the finding of the court that the pFeshave
proposed a solution to the problem, to wit: That an attorney paid by Georgia Farm
Bureau, Inc., and a litigant in the multitude of civi] actions arising from the Tri-State
Crematory controversy, has offered to copy the entirety of the state discovery, and will
provide at no cost copy of the material to counsel for the defendant, This should satisfy
every request of the Defendant in the Extraordinary Motion for Discovery, other than the
N om N|8Jo3 (b
issue of the defendant’s indigent status, which wie taken up ataTareT teamss. The
- - Court desires to assist by entering an Order to set down certain guidelines to Rollgsthe
copying of the material.
IT IS THE ORDER OF THE COURT that counsel for the Defendant may
designate other counsel involved in the multitude of civil cases regarding the Tri-State

Crematory controversy to hire a professional copying service to accurately and

completely copy all discovery in the possession of the State. Such copying shall be done




at the total expense of the civil Iit] gants and there shall be no charges assessed to either

the Defendant, counsel for Defendant or to the State of Georgia, any of its agencies, or to

Walker County. Counsel for Defendant shall give to the District Attorney 48 hours
notice of the name of the designee or copying service to be employed in this task. The
District Attorney shall make proper arrangements for access and for any supervisory
personnel to be present during the copying process.

IT IS THE FURTHER ORDER OF THE COURT that said copying shall be done
on-site at the location of the material, and under the observation of a SUpervisory
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designee of the District Attorney, Furthermore, any and all items copied shall be put
back in the same file, box, bag and general location as found in the place where such

discovery is stored. No original items shall be permanently removed from the material.

So Ordered, this |6 ﬁfa],r of November, 2003.
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