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Today, T will dismiss the charges against b o n  Junior Jones in Duplin County. Mr. Ions had brcn saving a stntcncc in 

the No&i CMoIina DcpaRmcnl of Cormion for chc murder and mbbcry of Lcman Gredy that oixmmd in Duplin County on 

February 27,1987. In Nombcl l993 .  Jones was CDmictd by a)wy of First Dcgm M&, RPbbcry witb a D & ~ O U S  

Wcapn, and Conspiracy. Jo~es was senlcnccd lo death for the murdcr wnvidon. In Pcbnrary 1996. the N d  Carolina Suprcme 

Court upheld and aff~rmed Mr. Jormcs canviaion and death saaencx: 

In 2006, aaomys for Mr. Joozs Wed motions in Federal Disuiu Coufi allqing thal his Vial arunstl bad been iddectivc. 

ARcr holding several c v i & n m  hearings on tbe matter, tht Honorable Temme W. Elc~ylc, United States ~isuiG Yudgc issucd an 

order f i d n g  that Mr. Jones trial cxnuucl bad bum IlcFicient and Mlcated Mr. Jones arwictiom Jutkc Wle hiher ordered that 

Jones be given a new trial on the state mudm and d k r y  charges. 

In January 2007, Mr. Jones was to Duplia County and the Oftice d the Capid Jkfemh was a ~ ~ o h l d  to 

represent Jcmes on the M e  charges. At thal time, the District Atbnney's Office decided that it would nol seek Uu? death mty 

against Mr. Jones for the death of Lemon Grady. However, beguse this c~ime oocuned M x e  the Strnchrted Sentencing Act went 

into effect. Jones would have been eligiile for parole after 20 years for a comiction of First Degree Mmda. Mr. Jones bas been in 

continuous custody since his arrest in the case on August 14, 1992. Even had Jones been bied and wnvided by a new jury of first 

degree murder, he would stilI be automaticany eligible for parole once he had served a 20 year smmcc. 

In March 2008, atomcys fa Jones pruvided the District Anonrey's office an affidavit frPm Lmdy Lcrrden, the key 

witness at the original trid of Jaw ia 1993. In ha1 swam statement Lardcn canaadiiod samc of hcr prcvious tcstiinony as to 

thc cwcnu dFcbruary 27. 1987, Ihc nigh! kmon G d y  w s  killed. Since making this new stalemenk Lordcn has been umvilling 

to speak with law enfOmmnt o&cm about her prior trial mdmony or thc affidavit shc si@ in Docember of 2007 



After reviewing all the available evidence and tsfinmny in the maUer. h appears that further proaadings against Mr. 

Jones would hinge upon the testimony and d ' b i l i t y  of Ms. Lotdcn Ms. Lorden's rexIIemion of the wents, recent 

cantradictioq and ductatm to aqmatt: with law enforcement would have made it bps ibIe  at this W to se~m ~nothet 

conviction against Mr. bus fix the znurder and tobbery of Lemon G d y .  This i s  especially since the rmndei occumd m m  

than 20 years ago. 

Law Enforcement and 1 bclicve lhat Levon h e s  received a fair and jm aial and that be ww rightfully cOnvicted Jones' 

casc was thoroughly reviewed by the North Carolina Supreme Cwtf and his oonvicrions were upheld by that court in Februaty 

1996. Wc further bclieve that Ms. Lollden was camplcicly uu\hfal in her trial testimony. In f% On Aup% 3.1992 Ms. Lovely 

Lorden voluntarily submitted to a polygraph te$t a d e w  by Statc Buram d investigation Spbcial Agent J.R Allen as to the 

truthtms of statemcuts abou~ h o n  loses' invglvcmnd in ?k mmkr of Lcmon CTady, and brdcn passcd thc polygraph &st. 

At mal, Larden was moss cxamincd by altQmcys qmsenbng J o ~  sad jwts bad Ibc opp01Iunily lo cadidly weigh her 

testimony and detcrminc her credibility. Ms. Lordm has bccn working with Lllw t n f o ~ t  for m y  years and has providcd 

valuable infomuti011 that has lcd lo the arrest a d  caaidion of other pasons. Law dommeot  aEljccts wbo bave worked with 

Ms. hrdea~ have always found her to lwc been completely uutbfut and finbmming until now. The infbrmation she has provided 

la law enforcement of3icers bas been idpe&mUy ~~ and vetified 

Ms. Lorden a p p a d d  law enforcemen1 cbflim imwi&abng Ute death of LRnron G d y  in August of i990 and 

informed thEm of information regarding the murder- She stamed that she was with Jones, Larry Lamb and Em& Matthews when 

they wenttoLemonOrady'sho~c8odfobbedandmurderedhim U m i l t h a t r i m e , l a w ~ h a d ~ M a M e t o s o l v e t h i s  

brutal crime. In her origmd statement and mbsquent tmimny, she even implicated herself in that she said Jones gave her some 

of the stolen money. The information pmided by Ms. hrden was idependently M @ e d  and vmi6ed by law enforcement 

officers. In ~mesl Marthews, one of b suspects identified by Lorden, pled guilty to second d e g ~  murder. The 

inwsligation d Mr. Jams as tlte suspx  in the dearh of kmon Grady did not ren solcly on information provided by Ms. Lorden. 

Law enfixcement officers amduaed a complru: and Ihorough imdgaaion or Grady's death inwcwing NUIMSUW ~~~ 
and exhausting countless leads. Howwer, until law e n f a m t  offcets m i v e d  information from Lorden they llad beem unable 

to makc any arrcsls for th is  vidcm crime. Wirh lhe new information pmvidrxl by Laden, law c-t d k x s  were nble to 

idmvicw new witncsscs and furrhcr cbrroborabc the slatancnts made by Lordcn Onc of t k  wiu~esscs rcportcd that Joncs madc 

-q re- the murder of Crady . Unfortunately. both that wi- and a lead invcssligaW id this 

have passed away in tht 15 years s i n a  Lhc original trial of Ur cue 



We contend that Lovely Lorden has witMrawn her previol~s ~cs t imo~ from fear of mtahtion from the deiendm At the 

time of Mr. Cjrady's mmder, Jones had an ertensivc aiminaJ history of vident aimcs. Additiodly, ~ ~ ~ c P C S ~ C ~ S  w i m w  

placed Jones with the codcfndants at tbe time of the crime- 

Lorden noted tba~ she had not prwiausly oome forwatd h u s e  of her 16ears of Jones. Oapite her fear, Iarden t e s ~ e d  at 

the trial at thetrial inNovemba 1993 thatshewasafhidofwbattbe defendantwoulddo u, h e r w b e n b e w s r e l ~ ~ p r i s o n  

At the time Lorden appmahd law enfpxcemmt with infinmation hnhg Jones to the rntidtx af Grady, Jones was serving a 

sentence in the Departmenr of Correction for a0 undated fdorry assault FoUcnwing the mumla of Lemon m. Jones had been 

convicted of assault with a deadly weapon with the intent to kill. 

Al the original murder trial, jurors found as an aggravating cirolmsrsnce that the cldedant had pm-iously been convicted 

of  a violent felony. IBasod upon the defendant lengthy criminal hislory and his pmviars relatiomship with ~ o v c l ~ ~ o r d e n ,  hcr 

feats wen? justified. Fmhcmorc, Lorden was aware that Jons wodd be cligiblc for parolc and might seek retribution against her 

for h\ls in~uccmtirn, 

h has lakcn 15 years for the cam system to makc the dderminnion tbal Mr. J c m s  original counscl was bcfftclivc. As a 

result of this delay, Ihc Statc has bccn scrtrcly handdcd in its obligation to pnmzutc Mr. hnt~ for lbc murdcr 0f-n C5rady. 

This extensive delay has resulted in the dcath of kcy witnesses in the case. Their idomation and assistance was valuablc in thc 

investigation and prosg;ution af this cast. 

Any rime the court system lakes SJ long to resolve tlrese imporlant legal isws, k DA's adfiice is placed in a difficult 

position. Unless cban.ges m wbe to address tksc issues in a more timely &hian, prosecutors wi l l  contiwe to be hampered in 

seeing that cases are brought to a find rsolutian and h t  justice in senred 


