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COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through her attorney, Shaun C. Kent, and would

respectfully request an order dismissing her case due to pre-indictment delay.
STATEMENT OF FACTS

Megan Renee Turner was arrested on or about January 10, 2024, on an arrest
warrant alleging that she with her co-defendant husband, Victor Lee Turner, committed
criminal violaticns. The warrants allege that Defendant and Co-Defendant did strangle, the
5-year-old Justin Turner with a ligature causing asphyxiation resulting in his death that
occurred on or about March 3, 1989, resulting in one count of Murder in violation of S.C.

Code 16-03-0010 regarding the disappearance and death of Justin Lee Turner.

On March 3, 1989, at 3:12PM, Mrs. Turner called 911 to report her stepson, Justin
Lee Turner, missing after he did not return home from Whiteville Elementary School. Justin
Lee Turner would take the bus driven by Anna Burbage around 11:00 AM until around
2:15PM when he would return on a bus driven by Dorothy Burbage. On this day, Justin
Turner never got on the bus to go to school. Mrs. Turner told Law Enforcement that she

was in the shower. Justin knocked on the door and told her he was going to go ahead and



walk to the bus stop. Typically, Justin would go to Mrs. Walter Tisdale’s house, where he
would meet her grandson, Justin Michael Smith, and they would both get on the bus for

school. Mrs. Tisdale stated she never saw Justin Turner on March 3, 1989.

On March 5, 1989, a search party was organized to help locate Justin Turner. Shortly
after the search began, Victor Lee Turner found Justin Lee Turner in a cabinet within a
camper on the Turner’s 214 Horseshoe Road address. Justin Lee Turner was found with his
pants to his ankles, he had nail abrasions under his chin and ligature marks extending
under the chin to the left side of his neck. The camper was previously searched by various

responding officers, but Justin was not found.

Later that day, an autopsy was performed by Dr. Clay Nichols and Dr. Ellen Conradi
with MUSC. They ruled the death a homicide by asphyxiation due to strangulation by
ligature. The ligature marks on Justin Turner’s neck were approximately % inch wide.
There was trauma to the anus noted by the medical examiners. The stomach had contents
consistent with a brown milky substance that the medical examiner believed was possibly

cereal.

Because Mrs. Turner was the last person to see Justin Turner alive, she and her
husband Victor Lee Turner were suspects in the homicide. It is not disputed that Victor
Turner was at work at General Dynamics from 7:00 AM until 3:00 PM on March 3, 1989,
when he received a frantic phone call from his wife informing him of Justin’s
disappearance. Mrs. Turner has been extremely consistent with her version of what
transpired on the morning of March 3, 1989, until the body was discovered in the early

morning of March 5, 1989.



After a significant investigation did not result in a warrant secured by probable
cause, the Coroner William Smith decided to proceed with a Coroner’s inquest against Mrs.
Turner. An inquest was held in front of a six-person all white male jury that neither
complied with any rules of evidence nor had a burden of proof in place to sustain a
conviction. After the inquest resulted in a verdict that Mrs. Turner be held for further
action by the Berkeley County Grand Jury, Mrs. Turner was formerly charged with Murder
pursuant to an arrest warrant issued by Chief Magistrate Ira Grady. In February 1990, Mrs.
Turner was indicted by a Berkeley County Grand Jury for Murder and the case was sent to
the Ninth Circuit Solicitor’s Office for prosecution. On November 29, 1990, the charges
against Mrs. Turner were dismissed “without prejudice” by Deputy Solicitor Steve Davis.
The Indictment was stamped to indicate the dismissal was “due to insufficient evidence” to
sustain a conviction. In February of 1992, the State presented all available evidence to a
Grand Jury in hopes they would return with an Indictment for Murder, but the Grand Jury

returned a No Bill. (Exhibit A)

On January 10, 2024, the Berkeley County Sheriff's Department obtained warrants

for Murder against Megan Renee Turner and Victor Lee Turner for the death of Justin Lee

Turner. From the review of the affidavit and Rulé 5 provided, there has been very little, if

any, changes to the facts of the case.

ARGUMENT
MRS. TURNER HAS CONSTITUTIONALLY PROTECTED RIGHTS UNDER

THE 5, 6™ AND 14™ AMENDMENTS TO THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION

AND ARTICLE I, §3 AND §14 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF SOUTH CAROLINA TO



COMPEL THE ATTENDANCE OF ANY WITNESS TO TRIAL, TO CONFRONT
WITNESSES UNDER OATH AND TO HAVE A MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITY TO
PRESENT A FULL AND COMPLETE DEFENSE.

The Defendant, Megan Renee Turner, has a constitutionally protected “right to
present a defense,” a right enumerated via the 6 Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States and recognized by the Supreme Court of the United States in Washington v.
Texas, 388 U.S. 14 (1967).

In Washington, the Supreme Court recognized that the compulsory process clause
was designed to secure more than the presence of the defendant’s witnesses:

The right to offer the testimony of witnesses and to compel their attendance,
if necessary, is in plain terms the right to present the defense, the right to

present the defendant’s version of the facts as well as the prosecution’s

to the jury so it may decide where the truth lies. Washington at 19,
emphasis added.

In reversing a South Carolina conviction based on the right to present a defense, the
United States Supreme Court stated that “the Constitution guarantees criminal defendants ‘a
meaningful opportunity to present a complete defense.” Holmes v. South Carolina, 547 U.S.
319, 331 (2006). In quoting that language, the Holmes court cited previous decisions. The
full quote is actually:

Whether rooted directly in the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth

Amendment or in the Compulsory Process or Confrontation clauses of the

Sixth Amendment, the Constitution guarantees criminal defendants “a

meaningful opportunity to present a complete defense.” Crane v. Kentucky,

476 U.S. 683, 689 (1986), quoting California v. Trombetta, 476 U.S. 479, 485

(1984).

This concept is also firmly rooted in the Constitution of South Carolina. In a section

titled “Trial by Jury; Witnesses; Defense,” our State constitution reads:



The right of trial by jury shall be preserved inviolate. Any person charged with an
offense shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial by an impartial jury; to be
fully informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be confronted with the
witnesses against him; to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his

favor, and to be fully heard in his defense by himself or by his counsel or by both.
Art. ], Sec 14 S.C. Cnst, emphasis added.
The Supreme Court of South Carolina has embraced the “right to present a defense,”

specifically quoting the language from Washington cited above and further citing Washington

in stating that, “This right is a fundamental element of due process of law.” State v. Inman

395 S.C. 539, 561 (2011), quoting Washington at 19. This right gains special importance
when the evidence is critical of the accused’s defense and state courts may not impinge a
defendant’s fundamental constitutional rights by relying on state evidentiary or court
rules. Pettijohn v. Hall, 599 F.2d 476 (15t Cir. 1979), citing Chambers v. Mississippi, 410 U.S.
284,302 (1973).

At this juncture, the most egregious due process violation in this case involves an
excessive pre-indictment delay. “The Due Process Clause plays a limited role in protecting
against oppressive pre-indictment delay.” State v. Brazell, 325 S.C. 65, 72, 480 S.E.2d 64, 68
(1997); see United States v. Lovasco, 431 U.S. 783, 789-90, 97 S.Ct. 2044, 52 L.Ed.2d 752
(1977) (analyzing Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment with respect to pre-
indictment delay); United States v. Marion, 404 U.S. 307, 324, 92 S.Ct. 455, 30 L.Ed.2d 468
(1971) (recognizing Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment provides basis for
dismissing indictment as a result of pre-indictment delay).

The South Carolina Supreme Court has addressed the standard for reviewing an
excessive pre-indictment delay and provided a two pronged test to see whether the pre-
indictment delay violated the Defendant’s due process. Specifically, in State v. Lee, 375 S.C.

394, 653 S.E.2d 259 (S.C. 2007) (Exhibit B) the South Carolina Supreme Court found an



undue delay in an indictment is a violation of the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment.
In Lee, the Court overruled a conviction where the Defendant was indicted in 2001 for first-
degree criminal sexual conduct (CSC) and lewd act upon a child based upon charges that he
sexually abused his two stepdaughters on separate occasions between 1982 and 1985. The
two-prong test enumerated to determine if a pre-indictment delay has violated a defendant’s
due process rights in Lee is as follows: “First, the defendant must prove that the delay caused
substantial actual prejudice to his right to a fair trial. The second prong requires the Court to
consider the reason for fhe State’s delay and to balance the justification for the delay against
the prejudice to the defendant.”id at 398 “Substantial prejudice requires a showing that ‘he
was meaningfully impaired in his ability to defend against the state's charges to such an
extent that the disposition of the criminal proceeding was likely [a]ffected.” (quoting Jones
v. Angelone, 94 F.3d 900 (4th Cir. 1996))

With regards to the second prong of considering the reason for the State’s delay, our
Supreme Court adopted the test that does not require showing the government acted
intentionally in their delay to gain a tactical advantage. “When balancing the prejudice and
the justification, the basic inquiry then becomes whether the government's action in
prosecuting after substantial delay violates "fundamental conceptions of justice" or "the
community's sense of fair play and decency." Id. (quoting U.S. v. Automated Med.

Laboratories, Inc., supra at 404).”

In this case, the delay of 35 years between the date of incident and indictment
has clearly caused substantial actual prejudice to Mrs. Turner’s right to a fair trial. Across the
State, it appears the majority of cases with pre-indictment delay involve delayed reporting

of a Criminal Sexual Conduct case in which there was no disclosure or investigation at the



time of the incident. That is not the case here as Mrs. Turner reported Justin Turner missing
and a significant investigation across multiple agencies took place. There is no justification
for the delay by the State that overcomes the substantial actual prejudice created by the
delay. There has been a previous court proceeding in this case in the form of a Coroner’s
Inquest that resulted in an Indictment that was subsequently dismissed because the
Solicitor’s office did not feel the evidence could not sustain a conviction and, thus, would not
be aligned with their pursuit of justice. Further, after hearing all competent evidence
available in 1992 a Grand Jury decided not to indict the case. (Exhibit A) These previous
proceedings bolsters Mrs. Turner’s argument that this delay in attempting to indict Mrs.
Turner again is a clear violation of her fundamental right of due process guaranteed by the
Constitutions of our Country and State.
SUBSTANTIAL ACTUAL PREJUDICE

The events that are the subject of this case occurred in March of 1989. Mr. and Mrs.
Turner were arrested on the present charges in January of 2024, nearly 35 years after the
incident. They have yet to be indicted. Expectedly, troves of potential exculpatory evidence
and witnesses are now unavailable due to the simple passage of time. The extreme passage
of time in this case has severely inhibited Mrs. Turner and her counsel from adequately
investigating the allegations against her and preparing a defense.

Specifically, many of the witnesses who were around during the time frame of the
incident and resulting investigation are now deceased or are medically unavailable to
testify. Defense counsel estimates that over twenty individuals with valuable information
observed during the time of the incident are no longer available. These are individuals that

would likely testify if they were able to and not having the ability to examine them under



oath is a right Mrs. Turner is entitled to and something that cannot be replicated. The

witnesses that are currently known to be deceased and/or medically unavailable include:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

Elaine Pace was Justin Turner’s mother. She did not have primary custody of
Justin Turner. The issue of custody was recently heard and ruled upon in the
Family Court of the Ninth Judicial Circuit. As Justin Turner’s mother, she
would be able to provide invaluable information to the death and
disappearance of her son. According to discovery, she filed a lawsuit against
Berkeley County Sheriff's Department alleging the investigation was not
handled properly. By not being able to dig into her reasons for filing the
lawsuit, Mrs. Turner is being stripped of an opportunity to interview a first
hand account of any potential deficiencies of the initial investigation.

(Exhibit C)

Sheriff M.C. Cannon was the elected sheriff at the time of the incident
ultimately in charge of the investigation into the death and disappearance of
Justin Turner. According to information provided in discovery, it was the
opinion of Sheriff Cannon that the time of death was 3:30 PM on March 3,
1989. This would completely exclude Mrs. Turner as a suspect. Sheriff
Cannon made several statements to the press regarding this case and now
the inability of Mrs. Turner to examine him significantly impacts her ability
to provide a defense. (Exhibit C)

Detective Adam S. Jamison directed the initial search for Justin Turner. He
stayed at the residence on Horseshoe Road until 4:00AM on March 4, 1989.
He was in consistent conversation with both defendants in the early parts of
this investigation. Detective Jamison then obtained several witness
statements as a part of the investigation.

Lt. James Preacher and Detective David Zorn attended the autopsy of
Justin Turner. Lt. Preacher provided updates to the individuals still gathering
on Horseshoe Road. Both individuals were involved in the early portions of
the case and would be able to provide first hand accounts of the activity
surrounding the death and disappearance of Justin Turner.

Dorothy Burbage was the afternoon bus driver for Whitesville Elementary
School. She stayed and helped Mrs. Turner search for Justin after realizing he



6)

7)

8)

9)

was missing on March 3, 1989 and could provide her observation to Mrs.
Turner’s actions and demeanor during that time.

James and Eva Stalvey were the parents of Mrs. Turner. James Stalvey
would be able to help with the timeline of events on Friday March 3, 1989 as
Mrs. Turner called him after Justin left for the bus. James and Eva Stalvey
were at Horseshoe Road as the search commenced and could provide their
observations and impressions during this time. At 1:00AM on March 4, 1989,
James Stalvey stated he saw a man with a flashlight walking around a dirt
mound near the Turner’s home who disappeared when questioned.

Lt. Sidney Wrenn of the Berkeley County Sheriff's Department was the chief
investigator for the case although he was not on the scene during the search
for Justin Turner. Lt. Wrenn started to work on the case on March 7, 1989. As
the highest ranking investigator, he was responsible for the investigation of
this case and appeared to clash with Coroner Smith over the best methods to
build a case. He also declined to follow up with an eyewitness’s account of an
alternative suspect during the early portion of the case. By not having the
opportunity to interview and cross examine Lt. Wrenn about several
statements he made to the press about this case, Mrs. Turner suffers
substantial actual prejudice that cannot be remedied.

Matt Ford of SLED was a part of a new task force created in the Summer of
1989 to work on this case. Mr. Ford was responsible for several interviews
throughout the case including Russell Weik and the buyer of the camper
Mack Kinnon. He was involved in the collection and transfer of evidence
including carpet samples.

Lt. Pell Bradford with SCDNR previously searched the camper prior to Justin
Turner’s body being discovered. Lt. Bradford was also a key component in
organizing the search for Justin Turner.

10)Becky Turner was the stepmother of Victor “Buddy” Turner. She lived in

Rock Hill, SC and wrote a letter to the Solicitor’s Office about the
personalities of Mr. and Mrs. Turner.

11)Oscar and Shirley Burnett were Justin Turner’s grandparents. The Turners

had a restraining order against the Burnett’s after episodes of harassment.



12)Carlton Lyle Burnett was Justin’s uncle and Elaine Pace’s brother. When
James Stalvey alleged he saw a man walking in the hay early Saturday
morning, the man replied that he was Elaine Pace’s brother. Having the
opportunity to confirm whether that was Mr. Burnett that night or not, either
adds another suspect or provides a mystery person of interest.

13)Coroner William Smith entered the camper after it was declared a crime
scene. He prosecuted the Coroner’s inquest that resulted in Mrs. Turner
being charged with Murder in 1989. Mr. Smith was very familiar with the
facts and circumstances of this case, the different witnesses and testimony
they might provide that would be beneficial and detrimental to the
prosecution of Mrs. Turner. Mr. Smith would also be able to provide clarity to
the Coroner’s inquest where he operated as both Judge and Prosecutor in his
attempt to gain a guilty verdict.

14)Peggy Ames was Mr. Turner’s mother. She was a witness to the relationship
between Justin and his parents. Sher and her husband Tom (availability
unknown) came down to the Horseshoe Road area after the incident and
could describe the search and behavior of different individuals involved. She
could also describe any previous encounters with other individuals
associated with the case.

15)Ryan Still was Buddy’s uncle. He was around the Horseshoe Road area and
had several conversations with different people involved in this case.

16)Russell Weik is still living in Bonneau, but has been disabled since 2016 as
he suffers from Parkinson’s Disease and advanced stages of Dementia. He
provided a statement to SLED agent Matt Ford on July 6, 1989 that indicated
he was in the area when the Whiteville Elementary School bus stopped on
Horseshoe Road on March 3, 1989 and passed the bus on many mornings.
Both he and Mr. Ford are unable to testify. Further, he is the father of John C.
“Eddie” Weik who is believed to be a suspect in this homicide.

17)TS Calhoun from SLED was a part of the task force brought in to work the
case in the summer of 1989. He obtained witness statements from neighbors
on Horseshoe Road including Norman Driggers.

18)Sheriff Raymond Isgett was the Berkeley County Sheriff from 1990 until

1995 which was an important period of time when the case was being
actively investigated. He made statements to the press relating to the

10



presence of fibers, an FBI profile, and the initial investigation by Sheriff
Cannon’s department that could provide valuable information. (Exhibit D)

In addition to different individuals, the availability to gather, test and evaluate
physical evidence has been stripped from Mrs. Turner in this delay. There have been
countless tests, performed by many different individuals secured by the State, in an
attempt to develop physical evidence in this case. It is, and seemingly always has been, the
State’s theory that a dog leash found in the home was the weapon used to strangle Justin
Turner. The State has used “fiber analysis” to allege that fibers were found on the dog leash
that had similar characteristics to a red jacket worn by Justin Turner on the day of the
incident.

These fibers are similar to any red clothing item. However, due to the delay in the
indictment, all of the clothing worn by Justin Turner and other members of the Turner
household at the time of the incident, and the days prior, no longer exist. After the passage
of 35 years, the Turners are unable to have access to these materials to possibly have their
own tests performed and prepare a defense. Because of this, it is impossible for Mrs.
Turner to have the fibers tested against other clothing that would have been in contact with
the leash.

Further, the same procedure that resulted in the similar fibers also resulted in other
fibers of different colors found on the dog leash that do not match evidence presented.
Because the possible contributors are no longer available, Mrs. Turner does not have the
opportunity to search for different clothing items that could match the similar

characteristics as possible contributors and, with the State’s logic, possible suspects.
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The camper was never taken into evidence or secured. Despite being a crime scene
and the owner willing to relinquish ownership, the Berkeley County Sheriff's Department
declined to take possession. The camper was for sale at the time of the incident, and has
changed hands before being subsequently sold for scrap metal. Because of this, the State of
South Carolina is now relying on Tim Heinz, a reconstruction expert, to provide a sketch of
the dimensions of the trailer.

Between the availability of key witnesses, the opportunity to examine physical
evidence and the significant lapse in time, the pre-indictment delay has caused substantial
actual prejudice to Mrs. Turner’s right to receive a fair trial today in Berkeley County. The
amount of time between the incident and the indictment has caused citizens to speculate,
theorize and just plain make up evidence that points towards the guilt of Mrs. Turner.
Further, as time extends, these opinions withéut any factual basis become ingrained in
individuals' minds that they believe they are facts. That has led to several individuals to
come forward as witnesses whose veracity cannot be obtained because they were not
interviewed around the time of the incident. Because of the considerable amount of
coverage by the local newspapers in 1989, this includes both people tangentially associated
with the case and members of the community at large. These theories have run so rampant
that it essentially strips Mrs. Turner’s presumption of innocence and places the burden on
her to prove that she is not guilty.

REASONS FOR THE DELAY

At this juncture, it is not proper to predict the State’s reasons for the delay in

indicting Mrs. Turner nearly 35 years after the incident. We would appreciate the

opportunity to respond to the reasons the State will espouse for their undue delay in
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charging Mr. and Mrs. Turner with this crime. However, we can look at what members of
Law Enforcement have said to the public over the years regarding the status of this case
and analyze what current lead Detective John Plitsch believes is new information.

There have been four different Sheriff’s since the date of the incident. Each Sheriff
has made statements to the press regarding the Justin Turner case. Lt. Sidney Wrenn who
was in charge of Investigations for the Berkeley County Sheriff's Department at the time of
the incident and is now deceased said this was “the best investigated case this state has
ever known.” (Exhibit C) Berkeley County Sheriff M.C. Cannon stated in May of 1989 that
“we know who killed the boy, but couldn’t prove it.” (Exhibit E) This appears to bea
common theme over the past 35 years from officials involved in investigating and
prosecuting the case. Sheriff Cannon was the Sheriff when the Coroner’s inquest happened,
an indictment was secured and Deputy Solicitor Steve Davis dismissed with prejudice the
original Indictment against Mrs. Turner.

Berkeley County Sheriff Ray Isgett took office in January 1991 before stating in
October of the same year, “I'm thoroughly convinced with who did it. .... I think we have the
key to convict someone of murder.” (Exhibit D) In February of 1992 Sheriff Isgett along
with Soiicitor Charles Condon presented a Grand Jury with all the available evidence to
prove probable cause of murder. However, the Grand Jury disagreed and that proceeding
resulted in a No Bill. (Exhibit A)

In 1994, Sheriff Isgett declared that the Sheriff's department had “made every effort
and attempt to move forward with this matter and bring it to a trial. Unfortunately, my
authority ends where the solicitor’s begins and I do not control the decision whether to

seek an indictment.” This was after Ninth Circuit Solicitor David Schwacke declined to
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move forward with an Indictment after consulting with several law enforcement officials
and prosecutors who evaluated the case. Sheriff Isgett went on to say that a fiber taken
from Justin’s body would rule out one suspect, but supported another, which essentially
states that fiber analysis was available in 1991, but is now being used as the key new
development by the State in 2024. (Exhibit A)

Berkeley County Sheriff Wayne DeWitt took office in 1995 as the State continued its
quest to charge Mrs. Turner until 2002 when the case took a hiatus according to Captain
Rick Ollic, head of the BCSO’s Criminal Investigation Division. In a 2011 newspaper article
hoping to drum up tips to crimestoppers, Dewitt said “the investigation still considers
Pamela Turner a suspect in Justin Turner’s murder and the father Victor Turner as
someone who may know something about what happened.” (Exhibit F) For nine years the
State did absolutely nothing to attempt to solve this open homicide investigation. From
information available to Mrs. Turner, it appears this article was the only attempt to solve
this case from 2002 until 2016. Essentially, over the period of 14 years, the only
investigation into this case was regurgitating the facts to a newspaper reporter and
providing a crime stoppers tip line.

Current Berkeley County Sheriff Duane Lewis took office in a 2015 special election.
Shortly thereafter, he assigned detectives to work the Justin Turner case which resulted in
these warrants in January 2023. While talking about the case, Sheriff Lewis continued what
has been consistent burden shifting by the State of South Carolina “After moving, nobody
ever heard from them again. Isn’t that strange? I never got one phone call from his daddy or
stepmother, ‘What are y’all doing about my son'’s death?” What does that tell you?” (Exhibit

G) Sheriff Lewis said alluding to Mr. and Mrs. Turner’s guilt because they have not called
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him in his nine years as Sheriff. The egregious burden shifting is a common theme
throughout the history of this case.

In the discovery, Detective John Plitsch who prepared the Affidavit in the above
referenced Warrant number created a section of his incident report titled “What New? with
several subsections of new information that allegedly sliowcases Mr. and Mrs. Turner's
guilt. (Exhibit H) It is the contention of Mrs. Turner that this information is neither new nor
probative and certainly not a valid reason for a 34 year delay in an indictment. They
include:

Comprehensive Timeline

This section simply regurgitates facts that were already known to the State after the
initial investigation. A 2023 interview with Justin Turner’s step-father Russell Pace
attempts to add that Justin did not wet the bed during the time despite Mr. Pace being
married to the non-custodial parent who had visitation every other weekend. There is no

new information in this section to justify the undue delay suffered by Mrs. Turner.
Forensics

State of Digestion: Newly hired expert Dr. Jamie Down'’s review of the case
strongly suggests the victim died less than two hours after he consumed the contents of the
cereal. Medical Examiner Dr. Clay Nichols testified at the Coroner’s Inquest “So, Justin
Turner, I feel met his death shortly after his breakfast.” Therefore, this information is not
new.

Examination of Urine Stains: When Justin Turner was examined, there were
obvious urine stains to the frontside of his underwear and front inside of his blue jeans

together that suggested he urinated himself at time of death. Dr. Downs described this
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activity as being a common occurrence with strangulation victims. This evidence was not
new as Dr. Clay Nichols who performed the autopsy in 1989.has said that the dampness
could have been caused by urination.

Clothing and shoes absent of foreign matter (except for hairs and fibers):
Medical examiner Dr. Clay Nichols determined that no foreign matter particularly hay or
anything else from outside sources was found on Justin Turner’s clothing or body. Dr.
Nichols performed the autopsy in March of 1989. There is nothing new regarding Justin
Turner's shoes not having any foreign matter on them and this should be given no credence
as to the reasons for the state’s delay in Indicting Mrs. Turner.

Staging of the crime scene: Dr. Jamie Downs in a 2022 report states that dilation
of the anus, lack of blood and semen suggests that the victim was anally penetrated shortly
after death and the crime scene appears staged. A criminal profile from 2003 states that “If
staging is suspected then consideration must be given as to who might hope to benefit from
such misleading activities.” This report is from 2003. At the time of the Coroner’s Inquest,
it was believed that the anal penetration was performed after Justin Turner died. Even
taking the criminal profile report as new, it is from twenty years ago and nothing in Dr.
Jamie Downs' report is conclusive or new, therefore this section should carry zero weight
for the reasons for the state’s delay.

One to One (1:1) examination of ligature marks/injuries compared to
characteristics and pattern of the leather dog leash recovered from inside the home:
In April 1989, Dr. Sandra Conradi, who helped with the autopsy, indicated that the dog
leash was consistent with the weapon used to strangle Justin Turner. She affirmed her

conclusions in 2018. The State proceeded to hire two experts, Dr. Jamie Downs and Dr.
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William Oliver, to substantiate Dr. Conradi’s claims. The effort put into securing these
opinions by the State is to be commended but waiting until 2022 and 2023 to consult with
Dr. Downs and Dr. Oliver respectively is impossible to justify. In 1989, there was a medical
opinion that the dog leash found in the home was consistent with the weapon used to
strangle Justin Turner. If the state felt that it needed to confirm Dr. Conradi’s opinion, then
why wait 33 years before reaching out to another forensic pathologist?

Trace Evi ce

[t was not until 2023 that evidence, specifically a dog leash, a MVAC filter and Justin
Turner’s shirt, was sent to SLED trace lab for further analysis. Forensic Analyst Michael
Moskal found red fiber directly from the leather dog leash that possessed the same
chemical, physical, fluorescence and optical characteristics of the victim’s red and gray
shirt or another fiber source with identical characteristics. Moskal found a bundle of
tannish/brown in color fibers from the outer left back of Mr. Turner’s shirt collar that he
was not qualified to conduct chemical and physical analysis of leather fiber. Moskal
recommended sending evidence to The McCrone Group, a private lab in Illinois that trains
SLED analysts, for more comprehensive testing. (Exhibit I) Dr. Sandy Koch with The
McCrone Group, concluded that the leash can be included as a possible source of the brown
fibrous material found from the Mr. Turner’s red jacket, but other brown leather materials
cannot be excluded as possible sources due to the slight differences in undulations between
the known sample of brown leather and the brown fibrous material found from Mr.
Turner'’s jacket.

Without even getting into the veracity of these findings, there is absolutely zero

reason to wait 34 years before having an expert look at evidence of an unsolved homicide
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under a microscope. We know that the Sheriff's Office was considering fibers in 1993 due
to a statement from Sheriff Isgett to the press. The methods used by Dr. Koch with the
McCrone Group included Light Microscopy (LM), Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM),
Sample Preparation and Fourier Transform Infrared (FTIR) spectroscopy. The McCrone
Group was founded in 1956 as a highly specialized microscopy consulting firm. In 1984,
McCrone added an IR-microscope to an FTIR system and performed the first micro-FTIR
analyses using advanced small sample techniques. Michael Moskal has said that 90%
percent of SLED training comes from McCrone, so SLED would’ve had access to these
abilities contemporaneously to the advancements by McCrone. (Audio recording of
interview with Michael Moskal available upon request) This incident occurred in 1989. The
McCrone Group was not consulted until 2023.

As stated above, the key factor in balancing the prejudice and the justification is
whether the government’s actions in prosecuting after substantial delay violates
“fundamental concepts of justice” or “the community’s sense of fair play and decency.”
Here, it is apparent that the prejudice suffered by the delay is not justified. The initial
investigation resulted in a well-versed Deputy Solicitor dismissing the case. A subsequent
attempt was made by Sheriff [sgett and Solicitor Schwaske that resulted in the case being
No Billed by the Grand Jury in February of 1992. The next sheriff and his head of
investigations admitted to doing nothing on the case for a minimum of nine years, probably
longer. (Exhibit F) To Sheriff Lewis’ credit, he put together a team of detectives and
attempted to solve the case. However, the results do not appear to include any significant
changes in evidence from what was alleged over thirty years ago, and it surely does not

produce enough evidence to justify a 34 year delay.
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Because the law allows the Court to consider the “fundamental concepts of justice”
or “the community’s sense of fair play and decency,” it is necessary to consider the amount
of burden shifting that has happened since 1989 and continues to happen in 2024 in
making the determination. While Mrs. Turner acknowledges there is no Statute of
Limitations in South Carolina, the 35 year delay is extreme, abnormal and unprecedented
in our state, the delay is not justified by the discovery of a “smoking gun” that materially
changes the circumstances of the case. It only serves to completely strip _Mrs. Turner of her
constitutional right to a fair trial. For these reasons, we ask the Court to dismiss the charge

against Megan R. Turner for unreasonable pre-indictment delay.

KENT-LAW FIRM, LLC
"

Shaun C.\l(ent, Bar #68565
19 South Mill Street
Post-Office Box 117
Manning, SC 29102

(803) 433-5368

Manning, South Carolina
February 13,2024
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