STATE OF LOUISIANA * PARISH OF JACKSON * 2"’ DISTRICT COURT

STATE OF LOUISIANA FILED: Noveerbe e 27, 2ol

VERSUS NO. 44,329

LESLIE C. THOMPSON BY: Data )
DEPUTY CLERK OF COURT

MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION

NOW INTO COURT, through undersigned counsel, comes Leslie C.
Thompson, with respect moves:

1.

Pursuant to LSA-C.Cr.P. art. 716 this defendant now moves the Court to
order the District Attorney to permit or authorize this defendant to inspect and
reproduce any relevant written or recorded statement of any nature of this
defendant in the possession, custody, control or knowledge of the District Attorney.

2.

Pursuant to LSA-C.Cr.P. art. 716 this defendant moves that the Court order
the District Attorney to inform this defendant of the existence, but not the contents,
of any oral confession or statement of any nature made by this defendant, which the
District Attorney intends to offer in evidence at the trial, with the information as to
when where and to whom such confession or statement was made.

3.

Pursuant to LSA-C.Cr.P. art. 716 this defendant moves that the Court order
the District Attorney to inform this defendant of the substance of any oral
statements, which the State intends to offer into evidence, made by this defendant in
response to interrogation by any person then known to this defendant to be a law
enforcement officer.

4,

Pursuant to LSA-C.Cr.P. art. 717 this defendant moves that the Court order
the District Attorney, or the appropriate law enforcement agency, to furnish to this
defendant a copy of any record of his criminal arrests or convictions which is in
their possession or custody.

S.

Pursuant to LSA-C.Cr.P. art. 718 this defendant moves that the Court order



the Disirict Allorney o permil amd sutherize the delendant to imspeel, oopy,
exzubing, Lest seiculilically, pholograph, orulhersise reprodoee sar aoed sil ks,
papiets, documents, photigraphs, emails, vildeos any compoter ided meaterials,
dutahases, coded o uncadal records, graphical ar textual documents, tangihle
ohjevis, buildings, placcs, or copiza or portions thereof, which are within the
possession, custedy or confral of the State, nnd which:

A, are Tavorable by Lhe defondand and which wre maberiul wnd relevant te
the issue of guilt or punishment, or

RB. are intended for use by the State ns evidence at the trial, or
C. wore ablained from or belong to the defendant.
6.

Drefendant moves the Court to order ihe State (o permlt ar auihirize 1the
defendant o inspect, copy or ofherwise reproduce the original inciden! cepori of the
investigating nfficers as anthorized by LSA-RS. 49:3, State v. Shreopshire, 471 So.

2d N7 (T 4. 1985), Curmier v Public Record Request of Joho 1), Diginlic, 553 So. 2d

BibG (La. 138Y), uod Slate v. Coumpbedl, 566 S0, 2d 1038 (La. App. 3d Cir. 1990).
7.

Pursaant (o LSACC CrP. act. 719 thiy defendant moves thad the Coort order
the State to permit or authorize the defendant (o inspeet and eopy, photoeraph or
utherwike reprodnge any resulis or veports, or copies theveof, of scientitie tests or
experiments, databases, eoded or uncoded records, emails, videos any and all
corresponde nees, graphical or texinal docnments made in connectien with or
muterial to the particolar case, thar gre in fhe possession, custady, contral or
knevwledgr of the State which is intemiled for mse at erial. ‘T'his defendant further
wmoves that this Court erder the State fo produee and poermii and suthorice thiy
defendami v inspeed and reprodoee all exculpatory cvidenes, of 2ny kind, whether
intended far wse at trial or not, by the State.

.

Tursnant 1o LSACCOC e ard, 720 (his defendand moyves that the Court order

the Stnie to inform this defendani of the State®s infeot b afler evidenie of the

combnissien oF any olher erime admissible under the sutherity of LSA-CLF. art. #id,



which affenses ar crines are ot conduct that constihates an integral pad of the o
vr runsaetion that 5 the snbject of the present procecding or nther crimes Far which
the secused was previously einvicted

o,

Porsuant to LSA-C.Cr I art, 721 this defundant moves that the Court order
the Stale (o inlorn Uhis defendant of the State’s intent to nse hearsay atatements af
co—vunspirulors, il uoy, purseant to LSA-R.S, 15:455,

in.

Pursvant o LEA-C.Or P arl, 722 this deleodanl oo es (bl the Coart opder
the State to permit arul putharize thic defendant to inapreel and copy or repraduce
any relevaut written or recorded confessiom or menlpatory statements made by a co-
defendant in these proceedings and intended tor usc at trial. Thiz defenalant further
moves that this Court order the Statc to prodece and permit amd actherize this
defondunt to inspeet and reproduoce oll excolpatory evidence, of any kind, whecher
intended for use at trial o1 not, by the State,

11,

Thir defundant maoves that the Court aeder the State do file s rewurn herein
and 10 atack w sald retuen copick ofall e, documen s, siatements oad responses
furnished for dikcovery and inspection snd pursvand by and in complisnee with the
mekinn and the further grders of this Coart.

12,

Thzt the Stute of Lovisiuna identily by dame and address any and adl
witnesses who will testify on behadl of the Stale, either in the case ia ohlel or Lke case
in rebuttal, with whom the State, han entered into a plea bargain and/se grant nf
immunily in cxehadge Tor or in comsideration of (e wilness appearing and testifving
oo behall ol e Siaie; thal the Siale is (o revend, io deinik, (he lerws, cond itigus and
provisiona of said "plea hargain® ar offer of immunity made with or entered inty
with each such wliness,

13.
‘That the State farnish to defendant 3 copy of the arrest and cunvietion

record of all witposses who will apprar and testify on hehalf of the Stnbe at any stage



o duving any proceeding held in this prosecution, particularly, but net limited Lo,
the trial an the merits nf this proaceation. Stabe ¥, Taird, 551 S0, 2d 1331 (La. 1959,

WHERLEFORE, this detendant pravs that he be granted wpproprizie arders
of Diseivery and Tnspeclion as s¢l [orih above; that a retarn date be fived hy this
Court before which the State must eomply with the orders issued pursuant 1o this
Motion for Discovery and Inspection at the OHfice of the Districr Atforney after
appropriole written nofice fo this defend ant, flirongh his attorney of reeord as G the
date and time of such complianee and that on said rerurn date, the Trigtrict Atbirney
must file hergin a retore on this Malien fer Dlacovery and [nspecton, attaching
thereto copies of all items, doennaenty, 2nl materisly delivered Tor discovery and
inspection in complisnes with the orders of this Court,

ECTEL TN SEBYMTTTED:

7

F et Mé&—_—p
“Hrol I, f-&’weu-Lmn%a
ATTORNLEY FOR DEEENDANT
141 Dwsinrd Sireed, Swile %04
Moo, Tamisiane 71202
Telephowe:(3LE) 324-UT0}
Fapsimile: (317) 32440702
Bar Roll Ne. 21033

ERTITICATE
T herehy certify that a copy of the abve and foregoing Motion hias been sent V14
FAX: (318) 259-3024 audior by LS. mall to Itstriet Aftorney banathan Y. Stewart,
50l East Court Avenue, Jonesboro, Loulsinna 71251, Jackson Parish, ow thiy c%j’;’d‘

day of Movember, 2611,
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