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Improper arguments based on a
1

person's character are often smuggled
into the case through too-generic
theories of “motive”: a motive to
“obtain money and sex,” or to
(44 . . »

control other people with violence,
is often just another way of saying
that the defendant committed the
charged crime because “that's who he
is” or “that's what he does.”

Harris v. State, 321 Ga. 87, 98
(2025).
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Motive

* The State focused extensively on the similarity
of the robberies. They said the case was about
“eood old fashioned American greed,” that,
“that’s what Wilson does — he robs people,”
and that he was a “professional robber.”

* This amounts to an argument that Wilson has
a general propensity to commit robbery.
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Detendant charged with armed robbery.

The State moved to introduce a prior “robbery” to
prove “intent, plan, knowledge, motive, and
absence of mistake or accident.”

The Court admitted it specifically to prove motive.

State admitted a sentence sheet showing
Detendant was indicted for robbery, false
imprisonment, and cocaine possession. He entered
a plea to misdemeanor theft by taking and cocaine
possession, sentenced to two years in prison.

Richmond Co. Case No. 2019RCCR01671
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Defendant charged with a shivving murder in
Washington State Prison.

The State moved to introduce a prior stabbing in the
Fulton County jail five years prior to show

“opportunity, intent, knowledge, identity, and absence
of mistake or accident.”

“In both cases, Defendant was caught, on camera, in
close proximity to another inmate who was repeatedly
stabbed. And in both cases, Defendant was covered in
blood shortly after the crimes occurred.”

Court admitted the evidence to show intent,
preparation, plan, and lack of accident.

Washington Co. Case No. SUCR2022000124
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Questions?

David Douds

GPDC Appellate Division
ddouds@gapublicdefender.org
(706) 363-0528




