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Before Glenn A. Norton, P.J., Kathianne Knaup Crane, J. and George W. Draper III, J.   
 

OPINION SUMMARY 
 
 Antonio M. Woods appeals the judgment entered upon a jury verdict convicting him of 
two counts of first-degree robbery, two counts of first-degree burglary, one count of stealing over 
$500.00, one count of false imprisonment, two counts of stealing under $500.00, and one count 
of resisting arrest.   

  
REVERSED AND REMANDED IN PART, AFFIRMED IN PART. 
 
Division Two holds:   
 

(1) The trial court erred in admitting the video deposition of Danish Nagda at trial in lieu 
of his live testimony because the State failed to show that Nagda was unavailable to 
testify.  The State also failed to show any evidence of attempts to procure Nagda's 
attendance at trial.  Therefore, the admission of the video deposition violated Woods' 
right to confront the witness.  The judgment is reversed and remanded for a new trial 
on counts one and two, the charges of first-degree robbery and first-degree burglary 
related to Nagda. 

 
(2) The trial court did not err in denying Woods' motion to dismiss for improper joinder                  
      and in denying Woods' motion to sever the charges.  Therefore, the judgment with            
      respect to the remaining counts is affirmed. 
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