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OUTLINE !
1. Photographs generally !
ü We find no error in the admission of photographs of pre-autopsy views of Sara Caldwell, different 

perspectives of the crime scene, and views of the injuries sustained by aggravated assault victim, Ben 
Caldwell.  No error is presented by the admission of a videotaped view of the crime scene and the victim’s 
body.  Caldwell v. State, 263 GA. 560, 564 (1993) (citations omitted).   !

2. Photographs of crime scene !
2.1 Photographs of condition and location of body !
ü Photos depicting the condition and location of the body as found are admissible over the assertion that they 

are prejudicial.  Murray v. State, 271 Ga. 504, 506 (1999) (citations omitted). !
2.2 Video of crime scene !
3. Photographs of autopsy !
1. Photographs admissible !
ü The trial court did not abuse its discretion in admitting pre-autopsy photographs of the victim in the triage 

room of the hospital.  The photographs showed the injuries inflicted on the victim and dirt on her body, which 
corroborated testimony that she fell to the ground when she was shot.  The photographs ser admissible even 
though they depicted medical instruments attached to the victim’s body, and even though other photographs 
were sufficient to illustrate the victim’s wounds.  Sheppard v. State, 285 Ga. 36, 37 - 38 (2009) (citations 
omitted). !

ü The medical examiner testified the photos depicted internal injuries not discernible in photos of the exterior of 
the body.  The trial court admitted the photos as necessary to aid the medical examiner in describing the cause 
and manner of death because the injuries did not become apparent until the autopsy.  Under such 
circumstances, the admission of the photos was not error.  Bostic v. State, 284 Ga. 864, 866 - 67 (2009) 
(citation omitted). !

ü Pre-autopsy photographs of the victim were relevant and admissible.  Parks v. State, 254 Ga. 403, 408 (1985) 
(citation omitted). !

2. Photographs inadmissible !
ü A photograph which depicts the victim after autopsy incisions are made or after the state of the body is 

changed by authorities or the pathologist will not be admissible unless necessary to show some material fact 
which becomes apparent only because of the autopsy.  A photograph which shows mutilation of a victim 
resulting from the crime against him may, however gruesome, have relevance to the trial of his alleged 
assailant.  The necessary further mutilation of a body at autopsy has no such relevance and may cause 
confusion, if not prejudice, in the minds of jurors.  Thus the admission of state’s exhibit # 5 in this case was 
reversible error.  Brown v. State, 250 Ga. 862, 867 (1983). !

2. Photographs of victim’s injuries !


