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BEAUFORT COUNTY ALLENDALE HA Pz (] gﬁ; AQIASPER COUNTIES COLLETON COUNTY

Human Services Building 1 Courthouse Square 319 N. Lucas Street
1905 Duke Street, Room 210 . 80 Elm Street, Room 133 Walterboro, SC 29488
Post Office Box 525 .. Post Office Box 506 : © '(843)549-1633 (Phone)
Beaufort, SC 29902 ‘Hampton, SC 29924 -(843) 549-9543(Fax)

(843) 255-5805 (Phone) .. (803)914-2240 (Phone)
(843) 255-9494 (Fax) . :

“June 28, 2022

The State v, 660@6 Holn’\eﬁ APPQHa\Le Cas«a, /Vo 209.9 0007522

George Holmes - — E R ,,;
Inmate ID No.: 289114 LA A /’ ;‘. M
w——’-"’ .——-' v
Kirkland Correctional Ceriter R,y ,r) Pm ] m , naYlI ;,L;lj‘, % h A
— 4344"Broad River Road™ '“’\‘\-J"" =

" Columbia, SC 29210 A== :._:- —==C

Dear Mr. Holmes,

7=
Ruleftl A
Iam wntmg to you 1n response to your letter dated June 1, 2022. Regarding your request for™
your sentencing sheets, I have attached a copy to this letter. In regard to your request for the transcripts oF
from your trial, the Office of Appellate Defense has ordered those in preparation and review for your . 9/~

appeal from trial. Your attorneys w1th SC Appellate Defense should be able to provide you a copy of the /35,

sy A

e“}\)rehmmary hearlng recording, we looked into that before 0‘\’T( Ue
and ial. 'Ihc_BeamrLl\_@ggrate Court does not maintain recordings from hearings that

- took: place that long ago. I was not assigned to your case at that time,
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’ | GEORGE HOLMES . INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2019GSO700039

" STATE

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

DOB: SS#:

Addreés:

).
’ )

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )

) .
STATE 4 ) INDICTMENT/CASE#: 201 9GS0700039

. VS ).

) SJrqu/s non-yiolent
GEORGE HOLMES ) 2018A0710200399
AKA: ' A - ) Date of Offense: _12/28/2018
Race: _Black Sex: _Male  Age: 34 ) S.C.Code §: _16-11-312(B)(3)

) CDR Code #: 0086

)

SENTENCE SHEET

—

City, State, Zip: . ,
. DL#* SID# . - ' )

*CDL Yes [[] No [J CMV Yes [] No [] Hazmat Yes [ ] No [J

in disposition of the above indictment comes now the Defendant who was X CONVICTED OF or [] PLEADS

TO: Burglary 2™ Degree Violent

In violation of § _16-11-312(B)(3) . of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0086
é VIOLEN X SERIOUS [0 MOSTSERIOUS  [] Mandatory GPS [0 §17-25-45

o | . (CSC wiminor 1%t or CSC wiminor 3r)
The chargeis: X Asindicted, [} Offense, Presentment to Grand Jury. (det.'s initials)

[] NON-VIOLENT,

Lesser Included O Defendant Waives

Recommendation by the State.

~

The plea is: [] Without Negotiations or Recommendation, [l Negotiated Sentence,
ATTEST:

Solicitor SCBar#  Defendant : ' Attorney for Defendant SC Bar#

WHEREFORE; the Defendant is committed to the y&:éte Department of Correction EI County Detention Center,

Py

for a determmate term of ‘ ‘{days/month ime Served .[J Youthful Offender Act not to exceed ____ years

and/or to pay a fine of $ ; provided that upon the service of ____ days/months/years/Time Served and or payment

L
[

of $ - plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of
probation, which are incorporated by reference. .

The sentence shall run
CONCURRENT or [ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

[ﬂ. The D_egten to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code § 24-13-40 to be calculated and applied by SCDOC

D onths
o include time spent on monitored house arrest prlqr;@ﬂﬂgbang §&R
[ The Defendant Shall be Released from County Detention Center.

- SCCA/217 (07/2021)
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PATRICK

. LAW FIRM
RE* The. Stake,
y: | January 25, 2021
George Holmes . APfel Ialre Case Mo. 2002 -000728

39 Samuel Lane
St. Helena Island, SC, 29920

Mzr. Holmes,

As of this week, I am no longer representing you on your criminal charges. [ have hada
medical issue in my family that has rendered me unablé to represent any criminal clients that I
- received from my contract with the South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense.

Your case has been assigned to Ashley Cornwell, an ext emelv qualified attorney with
_ years of criminal experience. Her mailing address is 1470 Ben Sawyer Bivd #14, Mt Pleasant,
SC 29464 and her office line is 843-595-6003. She will be reaching out to you sometime in the

near future.

I regret that I was unable to see your case through to completion. I would not have
withdrawn from this case if it were not absolutely necessary. You have been a pleasure to work
with, and I know that Ms. Cornwell will do everything she can to assist you in your case. I have
made digital copies of your entire file for Ms. Cornwell. I wish you the best in the future. .

Sinc'erely,‘ '

I~

Charlos Patrick-
Patrick Law Firm

174 EAST BAY STREET, STE. 100 CHARLESTON, SC 29401 PH: 843.202.4243



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA. . .} ... COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
| fvii i €Y ¥ ROURTEENTH JUDICIAY, CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) WARRANT NO.’s 2018A10200399-400
. Coe ) " ".'.-'._";:_
- STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, RREEES S
' )
Plaintiff, ) B
)  CONSENT ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTEON
) ' OF COUNSEL
Vs, )
GEORGE HOLMES, )
)
- Defendant, )
)

WHEREAS, it appears that the aftorney for Defendant above listed, is to be to substituted
to Ashley Comnwell for Charles Patrick, I1] as his attorney of record for medical reasons.
- WHEREAS, Charles Patrick, III is in agreement with the substitution, as memorialized
by his signature below. 4
THEREFORE Charles Patrick, III is now replaced as attorney of record by Ashley
Cormnwell, 4

AND, IT IS SO ORDERED! 8‘9 Q |

ge
Fourteenth Judicial Circyit

Ner 28 2021

WE CONSENT:

Cliarles Patrick, IIT
Attorney for Defendant

4 g
[ s

‘Ashlcy Comwell
Attorney for Defendant




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )  INTHE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT 027 HAY)I 6 W(guggEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

: . dchRI N RQSEHaAU
STATE OF SOUTH CAROFIRA, gﬁ? gggg%smm(s) 2019GSO700039 00040
)
) .
)
V. ) o
‘ ) DEFENDANT’S PROPOSED WITNESS LIST
- GEORGE HOLMES, ) i ' :
. : )
) g
‘::

Defendant.

e tomes 9 MHute. of Prelimipary hearing
2. eftrey Stephensyaas iy Public Defender) On 3-1-8919, At my
‘Rulqm@?-é Prelinnary hearing Fouckedth Sudicial Circurt at Lewdor?

/@ ﬁ
: M, C()CL(',’ RC/SM/%melﬁed %gm H()éﬂ’) s
IS .;5:’;;. | . /ZV /k—

_ Colin J. Hamilton
hlé l mé . 14" Circuit Public Defender’s Office

Attorney for Defendant

Beaufort, South Carolina
May 16, 2022

Bufort County SC - Krlstl' esten



The Slate. UGeora Halmes, APRellde, Case./%.;za;?;—oao 198

ARREST WARRANT
2018A0710200400
STATE OF SOUTH CAROUNA
Couyyl D Municipalty of
Beaufort
" THE STATE © 188324618
against

George Holmes

SSN.
Height § 7 Weight

jancy ORI % 5C0070000
Prosecuting Agency:  Beaufort County Sheriffs Office
Prosecuting Oficer:  Jonathan M Hewitt - S00393
Oftense: Burglary / Safecracking

750

STATE OF 5OUTH CRROLINA ) ORIGINAL - E€ wameyGemera
K] Countyy [ Mumicpaliy of ) AFFIDAVIT 23
Beaufort
Porsonally appesred befors me the atfam  Jonathan M Hewitt who
being duly swom daposes ond says that defendanl  George Holmes

vadle 1he caminal Bws of the

did within this county and slale on orabout  )2/28/2018

State of South Carclina (or ordinance of County/ D PMunicipality of ' Beaufort

in the following particulars: .
DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Burplary / Safecracking

<
RS,
I%ﬂer _stale that thero I3

the crime sel forth and that probsble cause Is based on the following facts:

. -

probable cause fo believe thet the defendent named above dd commit

That on December 28th, i0l8. at epproximately 0128 hours, the defendant, one George Holmes did knowingly, willingly-and-

untawfully violate the laws of the Statc of South Cerolina in that he did commit the offense of
unlawfully broke into the Navy Federal Credit Union ATM. Upon gaining entry

Safecracking. The defendant
to force entry into the ATM box fo steal

the curvency focated within. The incident was captured on survéillance footage, Holmes was positively identified anda BCSO

Tracking Team was recalled and tracked to the location he was found. This incident ¢id occur at 102 Sealsland Parioway, Beaufort,

Beaufort County. South Carolina and within the jurisdiction of the Beaufort County Sheriff's Office, The Affiant and others are

Offense Coda: 0141
Code/Ordi sec: 16-11-0390
Wmm
D County/ [:l Municipality of
. The accused
% to B¢ onosled md brought  bolore  me  to be
deall wﬂp‘aoconfmg lo ths law,
s
nslure of
" Date:
RETURN
A copy of fbis errequanam;'vas,.deﬁvared fo
dofandant ¢ pelidl %, o PR,
on ér. 257 F v
‘,.v"' - ._,' AN s o e
T A L b
RETURN WARRANT TO:
Beaufort County General Sessions
PO Box 1128 .
* 102 Ribaut Road, Rm. 208
Beaufort, SC269011128
' ORIGINAL ORIGINAL

ORIGINAL

to the same.
Signature of Affiant ) P o —
. STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA "~ ‘
B o L] Moty o mentenasssn 2001 Duke st
) Beaufort; SC 29902-
Beaufort Afients Telephions
ARREST WARRANT
TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS BTATE OR MUNICIPAU‘I"Y OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY:
H eppearing fom the aebove offidevk that thare are reasongble  grounds  to  befisve  that
on orabout 12/28/2018 d George Holmes
did violate the crminal lws of the Stale of South Carcfina (or ordinance of
E County/ [:] Munkipeltyof  Beaufort ) 83 26t forth below.
DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Burglary / Safecracking
Having found probable cause and the above affiant having swom before me, you ase empowered and direcled (0 arrest the sald defendant and bring bim o
her bafore me forthwith to be dealt with ecconding to law. A copy of this Arrest Wamaat shall be delivered o the defendant at the time of its execution, or 88
soon thereafter 85 i practicable
Sworn 1o end fcfibed befere me )
on 12/28 ) y <
2Tk A ._-..<ww's Address 104 Ribaut Rd
sy ) Beaufort, SC 29901-2207
"""" Judge's Telephone  (843)255-5700
) Issuing Court: Magstrate [ menicipa [ ot
ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL

q Slatues’c= Lkent

A Statues:

by STt sATN denel adors Corsil oied &l

Plain languagesPlom sdirard
CC)YNY\OY) ] of H’(f&d M ean| nj

Jhorri A




THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

- APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
Court of General Sessions

The Honorable Carmen T. Mullen, Circuit Court Judge

Warrant No (s):  2018A071 02003997 201 8A0710200400

Indictment No (s):

Commit +he ( Respondent.

BRCanse e? Safe. ( rac ing
Appellant,
&W%&@hw Y

Imes

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

GEORGE HOLMES,

OTICE OF APP AL

Indi chW\QmL#}OH@ 010039 states
BMF{)‘Q\’Y&QH nonN- Vno\avr\— D
George Holmes appeals his trial, conviction and sehtence on the charges of Burglary -

Second Degree (Violent)} and Safecracking before the Honorable Carmen T. Mullen, Presiding

Judge, Fourteenth Judi.ciél Circuit. George Holmes also appeals the Denial of his Motion for

| Direct Verdict on May 18, 2022 before the Honorable Carmen T.- Mullen, Presiding Judge,

| Fourteenth Judicial Circuit. H o U\) Con ’\'M ‘)"f | -O\\ ﬂ ; e e
g@cd'm’ offense, of

By (glary 2 d V:olemL

9 Ho lmes

[SIGNATURE PAGE TO FOLLOW]



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
Court of General Sessions

The Honorable Carmen T. Mullven,. Circuit. Court Judge

Warrant No (s): 2018A0710200399, 2018A0710200400,
Indictment No (s):  2019GS0700039, 2019GS0700040

'STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, : Respondent.

GEORGE HOLMES, . | Appellant.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served the Notice of Appeal on the below listed respondents by'
depos1t1ng a copy of it in the United States Ma11 postage prepaid, on May 26, 2022.

Jared Shedd Esq.
~ Assistant Solicitor
Post Office Box 1880 -
" Bluffton, South Carolina 29910

Alan Wilson, Esq.
Attorney General
P.O. Box 11549

. Columbia, SC 29211

- I further certify that on May 26, 2022 an Original Notice of Intent to Appeal in the
~above captloned case was filed with the Beaufort County Clerk of Court. '

May 26,2022 // %

Colin Hamilton, Esq.

Bar No. q"/j 9

Assistant Pubhc Defender
Post Office Box 525

1905 Duke Street, Room 210 .
Beaufort, SC 29902




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
)

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT Indlctment No.(s): 2019GS0700039-40,
' 2019GS0700547
)  A/Warrant No.(s): 2018A0710200399-400,
: 2019A0710400105
The State of South Carolina, ) ' ' :
: ) ORDER FOR COMPETENCY TO STAND
Plaintiff, ) TRIAL EVALUATION PURS’UAN 'H'O
v. : ). ' >
o ) EVALUATIONW 2
) (Select Only On8I23%, . <
) | BFL =
y X Department of Mental %&ﬁl e ental
Illness) :> [N
) = o
GEORGE HOLMES, : ) o ’ OR
Defendant. ) |
) __Department of Disabilities and Special -

Needs
)}  (Intellectual Disability or Related Disabillty)

Tre Sibe Vi Geotge Holmes, APRellate. Case 16.8092-000768

" This matter is-before me for an vorder requiring defendant, George Holmes, charged with .
one (1) count off r.u_r_glary, 2™ Degree (Non-Violent)) one (1) count of Safecracking, and one (1) -
‘count of Indecent Exposure, to submit to an evaluation for competency to stand trial pursuant to

State v, Blair, 275 8.C. 52.9, 273 S.B.2d 536 (1981) and S.C. Code Ann. § 44-23-410 (1976).
BASIS FOR ORDER. [ have considered the showing made in support of the motion -

requesting this evaluation and have reason to believe defendant may lack the competency to
understand the criminal proceedings or to assist with the defense as a result of a lack of mental
-competence, —
’['lns order is issued for the following reasons: Due to Defendant s extensive mental health
hlStO and as a result there is the concern that client ap ears to not be able to understand
or ass1st attorney in his own defense.
THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED: Defendant shall be exammed and observed at an
‘appropriate facility by two examiners of the Department of Mental Health if suspected of havmg
a mental illness or by two examiners designated by the Department of Disabilities and 'Special

Needs if suspected of having an intellectual dxsablhty or a related disability;to render an opinion
Certified - ATIIEC

whether defendant is competent to stand trial.

'SCCA 221 (02/2012) 20f 8




&

21 Nature ofprellmlnary hearing, 22 C.J.S. Cnminal Procedure and R|ghv.s of .

Rule 2 pd

22 C.J.S. Criminal Procedure an ngh(s ol'Accused §21

Corpus Juris Secundum | March 2019 Update
Criminal Procedure and Rights of the Accused

[:lizabeth A1, Buseh, J.D.2 M. Elaine Buccied, 3.00.: James Buchwalter. § D.2 Pavt M. Coltofl, 1.0.. Cecity Iulr 2.0 John Glenn, ) .2
Amy G. Gore, 1.0, of the stall of the National Legal Research Group, tnc.: Lonnic K, Grilfith, fr.. ... L:leanor L. Grossman, 3 1D | of the
staff of the National Legal Research Group, Iue.: Glenda K. Haraad, J. 1.2 Janice Holben, 1.D.: Alan ) Jacabs, 3 D : Jolm Kimphaw ) D
Tulimona Frisch Kittelson, J D2 Jack K Levin, L1 1 William f.ndsley, J.D.2 Annc 2. Melley. L. LLM , of the stafT of the National Lepal
Research Group. Ine.. Karl Oakes. LD, Jeffrey J. Shampe, S22 and Hoe € Suretfe. In

Part One. Complaint. Jusisdiction, Venue. and Arvests lavestigation

1. Preliminary Matters: Contplaint, Alfidavit, Warrant. Iicaring, and Commitment ; : ‘\% z IO ] m 65

D. Preliminary Heaving or Examnination

e
Rule,

Topic Summary References Correlation Table

West’s Kc) Number Digeﬂ

V.A preliminary hearing is not a trial, rather, it is a hearing to determine whether or not an accused probnbl)
‘committed a crime, and thus should be held over for trial or set free, as the facts warrant,

A “preliminary examination” is a public hearing conducted before a gi at which the prosecuhon and the defendanl
may present evidence.! Unlike a trial, a prehmmary hearing is not a trial of the guilt or innocence of the accused,? rather, it is
a hearing to determine whether an d probably itted 2 crime.* The determination thereof is not a final judgment.*

Subject 1o the rights secured to a person accused of a crime by the provisions of the constitution, the legislature may in
general pmvnde for preliminary hearings or investigations,’ but the rules that govern. criminal pleadmg and the scope and
import of trial issues and the relevancy of evidence are not apphcahle thereto*

Purposes: QM‘QJOQ P(‘Q,ll h’]/l’)af}l ﬁ@ﬂ@?

In general, a preliminary heanng serves a limited purpose: to determine if there is probable cause to believe that the

defendant commitled the crime charged,’ so as to warrant further proceedmgs, or to hold the accused for prosecution if °

warranted.”

pary ﬁ%mmg @/J/& /- QOJC{A)r
% m.g/ Bogufrt Iy &aj
Francis (. Amendola J.1.: Joseph Bassano. J.D.. Krisina B Mg Birof LD . uéle{ml\l the Nationat l.c;::glg;]r: Ciroup, l ls+ra+brcul

o Stale, V- nge, Holmes, AFPe,llexl'e. Cose Mo.g093 - 000

ring. 22 J S Crumnal Procedure and Rights of...

Moreover, the preliminary hearing or examination 1s used to protect the accused who is unjustly or improperly charged from
being compelled to.stand trial,” to ferret out groundiess xnd improvident prosecutions," to prevent the accuseg’s detention
without probable cause,” to preserve the evidence and keep the witnesses within the control of the state, and to determine the
amount of bail" if the offense is bailable.”

On the other hand, it is not the purpose of a preliminary hearing to establish guilt or innocence,” since it is not a mini-trial,'*
and as such the defendant cannot assert a mistake of law defense to overcome the charged offense at a preliminary hearing.®

A prel Y ination is not available to the d for the purpnse of ascertaining in advance the evidence relied on by

the pr tion,™ nor is a preliminary hearing the proper forum o choote between conflicting facts or inferences, or to weigh

the s(ate s cvldence apainst evidence favorable to the defendant.” Althcugh some discovery results as a by-product of the
inary hearing® di y is not the purpose of the hearing.?

Westhan  * 2019 Mamson Reuters. Ne Claim lo Ozig. U5, Govt, Wosks
Footnotes

' Cal.—People v. Martinez, 22 Cal. 4th 750, 94 Cal. Rpir. 2d 381, 996 P.2d 32 (2000).

2 . N.D.—State v. Foley, 2000 ND 91, 610 N,W,2d 49 (N.D. 2000).
Pa—Com. v. Sanchi2z, 623 Pa 253, 82 A.3d 943 (2013),

As 10 delenmination as to guilt or i of donp
Summary proceeding only
Ap inary hearing as to probable cause is not a prefiminary trial or a full evxdenmry trial on the issue of guill
beyond 2 reasonable doubt; mlher, it is intended 10 be a summary p ding to ial or basic facts as to
probability.
Wis.—State v. Anderson, 2005 WI 54, 280 Wis, 2d 104, 695 N.W.2d 721 (2005).

Yy ination, sce § 32

N.D.—State v. Foley, 2000 ND 91, 614 N.W.2d 49 (N.D. 2000),
Idaho—State v. Schall, 157 1daho 488,337 P.3d 647 (2014).
W. Va.—State v. Davis, 232 W. Va. 398. 752 $,C.2d 429 (2013).

Ariz.—State ex rel. Mahoney v Stevens. 79 Ariz. 298, 288 P.2d 1077 (1955).
Wyo.—Stale v. Spears. 76 Wyo. 82, 300 1.2d $51 (1956).

Or.—State v. Pirkey, 203 Or. 697, 281 P.2d 698 (19535).

Statute valid

La~State v. Naas, 409 So. 2d 535 (La. 1981).

Tex—Pierce v. State, 636 S.W.2d 734 (Tex. App. Compus Christi 1982).

& §32.

1daho—State v. Schall, 157 Idaho 438, 337 P.3d 47 (2014).

Mich.—People v, Perkins. 468 Mich. 448, 662 N.W.2d 727 (2003).

W. Va~—Siate v, Davis, 232 W. Va. 398, 752 $.E.2d 429 (2013).

Felony X

Wis.—State v. Anderson, 2005 W1 54, 25 Wis, 2d 104, 695 N.W.2d 731 (2005).

Protection of accused

Primary purpose of preliminary examination is to protect nccused from hasty, lmpmVldenl or malicious prosecution
and to discover wheliier there is sub fal basis for b ion and further denying accused his sight to
liberty; upon delermination that bind over is warranted on at leasl ane count, that purpose has been served.

Wis.—Slate v. Williams, 198 Wis. 2d 516, 544 N.W.2d 406 (1996).

U.S.—Barber v. Page, 390 U.S. 719, 88 S. Ct. 1318, 20 L. Ed. 2d 255 (196R); Jaben v. US., 381 U.S. 214, 85 8. C1.
1365, 14 L. Ed. 2d 345 (1965).

Wyo.—Messer v. State, 2004 WY 9896 P.3d 12 (Wyo. 2004),
Asto dlscharge of m:cused gener'\ll), see 5 39,




8 16-11

) 350, Satecracking,, sc 51 § 1611335 '

{

§ 16-1 1-380. Sn!u:ncklnn., sc S:T § 1.6-11-350
.

I MrQece {iy] mes.dicl net e
Notesofoedglomﬁo)_ b;}SM:SSW GCF-QW O‘F &Q_C(‘C\dﬁ;,g
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)
{/\ 1tls not assengiy) to constitute 3 sifecracker thag he shail be Successtul In his &HEmpt to break open thesafe. Mifier s,
: Stateofs.c, (p.cse. 15701309 FSupp, 1287 . -
Code 1976 § 16-11.990 . ) 4 g x .
. L . \X'Safetampaﬂng" falls within the a‘i_me definad as "sa!e:nddng" Inthis section [ Code 1952 § 16-337), Miller v, Stare of
. - §16-11-390, Safecracking ' (7 5.C[D.C5.C. 1970) 305 F-Supp, 1387 . Burglary - )
LEASE SEE It ' & I€Orcle.
) Curventness 3 ) m ' Oefendant’s Possesslon, following lin:env of safe, of Propesty of the nature stolen, wi, his adtmlszion 1o athers that he hag
. - . 1 - “obhlned them from the safein subjict, were sufficlent to sustain his conviction of tha offenze of safscracking, Statey,
r\'Q.S WCLY ro.rH-JD 8AD_I [OQ—OOLIQO [G~’ 1-6346 NO Blue (s.C. 1975) 264 5.c. m,ms;g.zu 305. Burghry 45 -
Itis unfawfyy) for a person to use éxplosivea, tools, or any other implement i érahoul 8 safe uged for keeping money or other %’l ' _]_ \l k‘u.m of a hammer to femove 3 safe l;;:l‘one CouRty, although it was notapened untli carried intg 5 second county, constituted
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wsufficient probable cause).

SC-JICRIM 2-50, Anderson, S.C. Requests to Charge - Criminal, § 2-50 . . * Burns v. Clayton, 237 S C. 316,117 S. 2d 300, 303-09 (1960) € ** **** * “Aithough the crime of subomation of
S . " perjury was not consummated, the attempt 1o comimit it was j itself 2 crime, bei dct d i i
Anderson’s South Carolina Requests to Charge - Criminal, 2nd Ed. | « prs\'enxung the c;ue c:l::sle :f j:s:‘"c:'g. 478 e st done with theinteation of
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However, one may be conivicted of an attempt to commit this, even if the witness allegedly suborned did not actually swear

falsely. ) _ K @ . !
*S.C. Codg Ann § 16-9-10(A) (2003); sec aiso S.C. Code Ann. § 16-9-10(B) (2003) ("(1) A person who violates the : ﬂ]@, S‘I"Od' 2 V. Geo_rgé. H O[meé, 74 P P Q” d}@ A

provisions of subsection (A)(1) is guilty of a felony and, upon conviction, must be fined n the discretion of the court or
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» 8.C. Code Ann. § 16-9-10(C] (2003).
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