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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM BEAUFORT COUNTY
Court of General Sessions

The Honorable Cérmen T. Mullen, Circyit Court Judge

Warrant No (s):  2018A071020039975018A0710200400 )

Indictment No (s): 2019GSO700039

lew
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, SH@ flonis _ Commit +he ( Respondent.
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M Appellant,

- GEORGE HOLMES,
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Burglary 2" non-yiclent o
George Holmes appeals his trial, conviction and sentence on the charges of Burglary -

Second Degree (V1olent) and Safecrackmg befo1e the Honorable Carmen T. Mullen, Pres1d1ng

Judge, Fourteenth Judlclal Circuit. George Holmes also appeals the Denlal of his Motion for

| Direct Verdict on May 18, 2022 befo_re the Honorable Carmen T. Mullen, Presiding Judge,
Fourteenth Judicial Circuit, H o) U\) Con +M ‘}"f ! ‘O\\ ﬂl . g
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ARREST WARRANT
2018A0710200400
& o ':lmnor souam o
Beaufort
- m":a:::'i " 188324610
. George Holmes

Prone: ' ssu‘z :
Sex M Reca B Holght 5§ 7 Woigh 240

STATE OF S5OUTH CAROLINA
E] County/ D Municwpality of
Beaufort

Personally appearsd befors me the sffiant Jonathan M Hewitt
muwyma«mmwmmm
did within this: county and siate on or about
State of South Carcfina (or ordnence of @Couml D

In tha following particulers:

"
A

%
) ORIGINAL - 5 siiper Gesvas
) AFFIDAVIT e
)
who
George Holmes :
mmorr_rL vk The crmmal BWe ofthe
Runicipalty of Beaufort )

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Byrplary / Safecracking

] irlhet
. the cime

stolc that thero i probedio
so! foth ond thel probable cause is based on the following facts:

That on December 28th, 2018, at epproximately 0128 hours, the defendant, one George Holmes did knowingly, willingly and
untawfully violate the laws of the Statc of South Carolina in that he did commit the offensz of Safecracking. The defendant
unlawfully broke into the Navy Federal Credit Unlon ATM. Upon gaining entry gijerpted

cayse

fo betieve that the defendent named above & commit

to force entry intothe ATM box to stcal
Holmes was positively ideatified and 2 BCSO
ton he was found. This incident did occur at 102 Sea Island Parkoway, Beaufort,

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

DLSwle: QM oL# o
- DOB: i AgencyORI%: SC0070000
Prosecuting Agency:  Beaufort County Sheriffs Office . the currency Jocated within. The incident was ceptured on surveillance footage,
Prosecuting Officer:  Jonathan M Hewitt - S00393 Tracking Team was recalled and tracked to the |
Ofiense: Burglary / Safecracking
. : 10 the same.
Offense Code: 0141
Cede/Ordl Sec: 16-11-0390 Slaasture of Afhan)
T weram s ——CERIFIED FOR SERVICE W e
ool STATE OF EOUTH CAROLINA
D County/ D Hunicpalfy of The sccused m County/ - D Munlclpality of /;
o be ores me to be Beaufort )
deall with socording 10 ths law.
ws)
naivre of
" Dater
N aad o on orsbout  12/2872018
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RETURN WARRANT T0:
Beaufort County General Sessions

PO Box 1128
* 102 Ribaut Read, Rm. 208
Beaufort, SC 299011128

*  ORIGINAL ORIGINAL

2001 Duke St

Affanfe Address &V
Beaufort; SC 29902-
Affiant’s Telephone

ARREST WARRANT

YO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR M}JNICIPAU‘N OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY:
It eppearing from the ebdove ofdevit that there ame reasonsble grunds to  balive  that

George Holmes

did viclate the criminal taws of 1o State of South Carolina {or oadinance of

E'Comlyl D Munidpallty of

Beaufort

) @s sol forth below.

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Burglary/ Safecracking

)
)

Having found probatle cause snd o sbove affiant having swom before me, yau are mred and %{o arrest the said defendan) and bring him o¢
p k vored 16

het bafore me forthwith 1o be deall with £ccoraing bo law. A copy of this Arrest V¥

attetime of [ts execulion. or Bs

104 Ribaut Rd

ORIGINAL ORIGINAL

= e eeen Judge's Addross,
sy )  Beavfort, SC 299012207
| Jodoes Taeghcne (843)255-5700
) Issuing Court: ‘Maglstrate [:] Municips! [ et
ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL
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- —  RECEIVE[) A

' : | AUG 08 2027
'STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ') . IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSrlt{)gkqp P eals
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Indictment No.(s): 2019GS0700039-40,
» : 2019GS0700547
). A/W arrant No.(s): 2018A0710200399-400,
2019A0710400105
The State of South Carolina, ) _ '
) ORDERFOR COMPETENCY TO STAND
Plaintiff, )  TRIAL EVALUATION PURWAN‘E‘O
L ) SIATEV.BLARRS =
: R E—
: EVALUATION Hzr ™ '
RE /{Pﬂ/ %fa”?b Va gz@rqy/ﬂo m% ) (Select Only On8IZz: =
_ ) L) 2; % * O
Rellae, Cﬂfﬂ«,/l/o,él()}a 060 79% ) _X_ Department of Mental %Féﬁl & ntal -
Illness) : w‘; o
GEORGE HOLMES, ) OR
Defendant. )
) __Department of Dlsabllmes and Special

HOW con bhe dial Needs
Cnorog, W A C,ma%r )  (Intellectual Disability or Related Disability)

0fense, of Buralary 2" nd Violant 1117917

This matter.is-before me for an order requiring defendant, George Holmes, charged with
one (1) count off urg]ary, 2™ Degree (N on-Violent)) one (1) count of Safecrackmg, and one (1)
count-of Indecent Exposure, to submit to an evaluation for competency to stand trial pursuant to
State v. Blalr 275 8.C. 529,273 S.E.2d 536 (1981) and S.C. Code Ann. § 44- 23-410 (1976) v

‘BASIS FOR ORDER I have consmered the showmg made in support of the motion

requésting 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,
| Thiis order is issued for the followmg reasons: Due to Defendant s extenswe mental health

h1sto and as a result there is the concern that chent appears to not be able to understand

or assist attorney in his own defense.
HEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED: Defendant shall be examined and observed atan-

appropriate faclhty by two exammers of the Department of Mental Health if suspected of having

a mental illness or by two exammers designated by the Department of Disabilities and Speclal
ility,-to_render an opinion

whether defendant is competcnt to stand tnal

SCCA 221 (02/2012)  2of8




STATE OF SOUTH CAROQILINA ) INTIIE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
) FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
) WARRANT #s:
) 2018A0710200399 and 2018A07] 0200400
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT )
)
STATE OF 8OUTH CAROLINA )
) .
-¥§- ) ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT'S
) MOTION FOR BOND
)
GEORGE HOLMES )
: )
Defendant, - )
_—

This matter is before me putsuant (o a motion by Charles W, Patrick, 111, appointed
counsel for the Defendant, George Holmes, for an own recognizance bond on the above
referenced cases. Following a phonc eonference hearing held on March 25, 2020, 1 prdered that,”

T2

should Mr, Holmes provide a stable living address, hé would be allowed rclcasc;gx_"_f:iaji_;f; ovi‘iri"
' R
recognizance pending trial in the above reference matter. Mr. Holmes’s pcrmancx,i_'t_}{d?:lrcsﬁ}’s;

. 5N
George Holmes ot

39 Samue] Lane -
8t. Helena Island, SC 29920 o
Bond is hereby ordered as follows: ;.

1. Mr. Holmes shall be released on his own recognizance,

2. Mr. lolmes shall reside at 39 Samucl Lane, 8. Helena Island, SC 29920 until the resolution
of his casc and shall be on house agest,

3. Mr. Holmes may only leave this residence for ecurt appearances, meetings with his attorney,
and for his employment, | |

AND IT IS 80 ORDERED.

----

Marche @ 2020




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
‘ : . ) Indictment No(s): 2019GS070039-40
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) Warrant No(s): 2018A0710200399-40
) felss
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
V8. ) CONFLICT ORDER
| | )
GEORGE HOLMES, )
)

Defendant

_ The 14% Circuit Public Defender’s Office has been appomted to represent the Defendant
in the above-captioned matters. /0 egﬁe/a//‘sm 755 - My

‘ 2nd Degree and Safecracking. The
, 2020. This hearing was heard on

The Defendant is charged with Burglar
Defendant filed a Motion to Relieve Counsel on February

February 26, 2020. M/OM/ i 5

ITIS THEREFORE ORDERED that the 14® Circuit Public Defender—s Oﬁ'ice?:@ relieved
of the Representation of the Defendant, and Contract Attorney, Charles Patrwk,,ls app.g;nted to

represent the Defendant.
[T IS SO ORDERED,

The Honorable Carmen T. Mullen
Presiding Judge
Fourteenth Judicial Circuit

Beaufort,. South Carolina
February 26, 2020

. Ceriified - A True Co' '
— TG

Jerri Afih Rogeneayf -
Beaufoyt Couhty, S

Jenmf’r Pateoff 5
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2018A0710200399

L_Kfl County/ : D Municipality of
Beaufort '
THE STATE 188324815 -
R against

orge Holmes | .
ress: . . ' o
%_‘..- _—
ne: SSN
.smlI:I Race: . EL#.  Height 5 7 Weight 240
3: )

— Agency ORI#: SC0070000
seculing Agency:  Beaufort County Sheriffs Office

iécuting Officer  Jonathan M Hewitt - S00393

nse: Burglary /| urglary (Non-Violent) - Second degree

e —————

nse Code: )
elOnﬁnanoe Sec:
i warrant s
Countyr

0080 -
16-11-0312-

1 ) i n ~
D Municipality of
. The accused
to be

to be arrested “and  brought. Befors ' me
t with according to the law.

Signaiure of Judge

RETU
opy of thi apest

ndant ¢on,;_

,2'1/ o S//S—-

CrS e

Scam

RN
delivered to .
Ay

JRN WARRANT TO:

Beaufort County General Sessions
PO Box 1128 ' '
102 Ribaut Road, Rm: 208
Beaufort, SC 299011128

FENDANT COPY . DEFENDANT COPY

+ Having found probable cause and the abow,
her before me forthwith

STATE OF SOUT& CAROLINA

. | ): | DEFENDANT o
K] Countst ;[T Municipaity of ) - AFFIDAVIT CoPy &Rz
Beaufort - ’ . ) _ . )

Personally * aipeared before me the affiant  Jonathan M Hewitt: _ “who
being duly swom deposes. ang says that defendant George Holmes » . :
did within this county and state on orabout  [2/28/20(F . viclate the criminal Taws ofthe
State of South Carolina (or ordinance of Countyl 1™ "Wunicpaity of Beaufort ' )
in the following parﬁwlars.

DESCRIRTION OF OFFeNSE Burglary / Burglary (Non-Violen) - Secong degree

led and tracked to the
> South Carolina and within the

GLHTCrS aré witness to the same,

Signature of Affiant ) ':'r'.//, o -’ /%

ET Zo::\:? o cﬁomﬁdpalﬂy of /gr Affiants Address 2001 Duke St .

! ) __Beaufort, SC 29903-
‘Beaufort I . "I Affiants Telephcne - .

i ARREST WARRANT

;) _ _

TO ANY LA\IY ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNIC!PALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY

! It appearing from the

to’ believe that

- defendant  George Holmes

did viclate the ciminal. laws of the "State of South Carolina (or ordinance of

County/ Municipality of
K] - [ Municipaiy o

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Burglary / Burglary' (Non-Violent) - Second degree

) as set forth below:

bove aitiant having swom befare M. you are empowered ang directeq 10 amest the said defendant ang bring him or
1o ce dealt with 2ecordlng to aw. A copy cf ihis Arrest Wanrant shall be delivered to the defendant at the time of its-execution, or as
Saon thereafter as is practiczble - . : L - ‘ :
Swom to and sy€ribed bafore me ) . .

r —— “sagAddress 104 Ribaut Rq-
! sy ) .0 Beaufort, $C 399012207
S ) Judge's Telephare (843)255-5700

) Issuing Court; E Magistrate -
FEND,

D Munidpal O Cir.:uit*'

NT COPY . DEFENDANT COPY DNECeainasme o ..



the Biiblic Defender

W lildicial Circuit
OITiigs; i Circuit Defender

’»——,'

BEAUFORT COUNTY ALLENDALE, HAMPZQ, S&;‘JASPER COUNTIES COLLETON COUNTY

Human Services Building 1 Courthouse Square 319N. 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 Stote 1. 6@0{@6 HalM%,APFLHq’fe_ C&m /Vo JZDJ& 000738

George Holmes :
Inmate ID No.: 289114 - % A
Kirkland Correctional Center
4344 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29210

-

Dear Mr. Holmes,

Tam wr1t1ng to you 1n response to your letter dated June 1 2022 Regardlng your reguest for™ / 9
your sentencing sheets, I have attached a copy to this letter. In regard to your request for the transcripts QF 4/;)/ :
from your trial, the Office of Appellate Defense has ordered those in preparation and review for your /7‘?/}
appeal from trial. Your attomeys w1th SC Appellate Defense should be able to provide you a copy of the -

r\u (o_corc\mg fo.cs WoR ﬂ%«f&/& |

e‘&\)rehmlhary hearing recording, we looked into that QLQ‘WO*TWQQ,
and ing your trial. The Beaufort Magistrate Court does not maintain recordings from hearings that

took place that long ago. I was not assigned to your case at that tlm/c{/ m -(E P \
m Ot False Slatement 3211oFure of Pediminary heaans
InefRchive Assistant of Counal 9; C35.Laminal’ ProcdueSRishts chcuseol
C'?'Q@Wﬂ” ‘HO LA i ReSpectfuuy, g@yg }%ZW
Ru’é@@ Pre\;m/nary Hearij' /

/)‘ ¥,

(L7 Colin J. Hamilton, Esq.
I‘F Bee\w(:dﬁ Masishate Court- JW&&\O{:M{(@M P{e/mmar‘/ h&mﬂﬁ o
On 3-1-201% When Hhe incident Occurred, Tts Tamfering with Evidence - Facks

WOw... DNAL

Thanks
with * Kindest Re_cm_mls T'wm 2, Hal
| 2orde Hplmes
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e 21~.N‘i|_tu[cv: of preliminary hearing, 22 C.J.S. C-iminal Procedure and Rights of...

Qulgﬂ (e fm/’"mry zlfzqrmg o

22 C.J.S. Criminal Procedure and Rights of Accused § 21

g

! C%W

Corpus Juris Secomdum March 2619 Update

Ny Iy g -,
Criminal Procedure and Rights.of the Accuseil Qéy’ (\%#c‘- /}7‘@>

Francis €. Aniendola. L1 Joseph Bassano. J.1D., Kiistina 2 Miese Binl1 Do “Wé stall of the Karonal 1.
F lizabeth M. Bo M. Flaine Buecier, 1.1, James Buchwalter, 1 1.2 Pagl M (Coltof?, 10 Cecily
Amy G Giore, 1.0, o the stafT of the National Legal Research Creap, toc . Lonme B CGrdTih, Jr LD L or L. Grossman, 1 D ol the
stfl'of the National | egal Research Group, Ine., Glonda K- Hamad, J 1.2 Janice Tolben, LD . Alan 3 Jaeobz, T2 John Kimplien. J 3.
Tubaona Frisch Kittelson, J D, 1 William §indsies. J.D.: Anae 12 Mellew, L9 LL AL, of the stafl ol the Natroual L
Rescirch Group. Toe . Rarl Qakes. L0, Jefliey 1 Shampe, HE 2 and Eue C Suretle. 11D -

Research Ciroup. Inc..
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_ Part One. Camplaind. Sarisdiction, Yenue, and Arrests lnvestigation /\
N o

1. Hearing, and Commitment ;‘\7% rck/ HO ) an ej
ol W%}w% Elpmpp
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I: Preliminaey Matters: Complainf, Affidivit, War

0, Preli

Ryl @7

ey Hearing or Examination

” X
g [N / PR
. 7§ 21. Nature of preliminary hearing P(() [’ m,‘
e, 27 T
" - ! -
Topic Summary References Correlation Table 72 .,
West('s Key Number Digest @)

Lo
1
Vi A preliminary hearing is not a trial, rather, it is a hearing to determine whether or not an accused probably

fgk'com mitted a crime, and thus should be held over for trial or set free, as the facts warrant.

s

Infe

A “preliminary examination” is a public hearing conducted before a magistrate at which the pr and the
may present evidence.' Unlike a trial, a preliminary hearing is not a trial of the guilt or innocence of the agcused,® rather, it is
a hearing to determine whether an accused probably committed a crime. The determination thercof is not a final judgment.*

Subject to the rights secured to a person accused of a crime by the provisions of the constitution, the legislaturc may in
general provide for preliminary hearings or investigations,’ but the rules that govern criminal pleading and the scope and
import of trial issues and the relevancy of evidence are not applicable thereto.”

- 4 . e )
E 5 - TR = S P P
In general, a preliminary hearing serves a limited purpose: to delermine if there is probable cause to believe that the

defendant committed the crime charged,’” so as to warrant further proceedings.” or 1o hold the accused for prosccution if ©
warranted.”

T Guvetnnien W

iy ot oo

P Thanisar

§ 21.Nature of preliminary hearing, 22 ;.J.5. Cninal Procedure and Rights of,

Moreover, the preliminary hearing or examination: 15 used to protect the accused who is unjustly or improperly charged from
being compelled to stand trial,” to ferret out groundless nd improvident prosecutions,' to prevenl the accused’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 prelinunary hearing 1o establish euilt or innocence,” since it is not a mini-trial,
and as such the defendant cannot assert a mistake of law defenise to overcome the charged offense ata preliminary hearing.”
A preliminary examination is not available to the accused for the purpase of ascertaining in advauce the evidence relicd on by
the prosecution,”™ nor is a preliminary hearing the proper forum to choose between conflicting facts or inferences, or 10 weigh
the state’s cvidence against evidence favorable to the defendant.” Althcugh some discovery results as a by-product of the

-preliminary hearing,” discovery is not the purpose of the hearing.®

Westlaw ¢ 2019 (hossnn enters. No Claim o Oy 1 5 Gost, Waiks
Footnotes
i Cal—People v. Mantines, 22 Cal. 4th 750, 94 Cal. Rpir. 24 384, 96 P.2d 32 (2000).

: N.D.—State v. Foley, 2000 ND 91, 610 N.W.2d 49 (N.D. 2000).
Pa—-Com. v. Sancl 2, 623 Pa. 253, 82 A.3d Y43 (2013).
As to determination as (o guilt or i ¢ of accused on preliminary
Summary proceeding only -
A preliminary heacing as to probable cause is not a preliminary tria! or a full evidenticry trial on the issue of guilt
beyond a reasonable doubt; rather, it 1s intended to be a summary proceading to determine essential or basic facts as to

see § 32,

Y.
aie v. Anderson, 2005 W 54, 280 Wis. 2d 104, 695 N.W.3d 131 (2005).

2 N.D —State v. Foley, 2000 ND 91, 611 N.W.2d 49 (N.D. 2000).
[daho—State v. Schall, 157 Idaho 488, 337 P.3d 647 (2014).
. Va—State v. Davis. 232 W, Va, 398, 752 $.E.2d 429 (2013).

4 ' Ariz—State ex rel. Mahoney v Stevens, 79 Ariz. 298, 288 P.2d 1077 (1955).
Wryo.—State v. Spears, 76 Wyo. 82, 300 P.2d 351 {1u56).

* Or--Slate v. Pirkey, 203 Or. 697, 281 P.2d GU§ (1955).
Statute valid
La.—State v. Naas, 409 So. 2d 533 (La V81,
Tex.—Pierce v. State. 636 $.W.2d 734 (Tex. App. Corpus Clristi 1982).

¢ ¥

: 1dahio—State v. Schall, 157 Idaho 488, 337 P.3d 647 (2014).

Mich.—People v. Perkins. 468 Mich. 348, 662 N.W. 2d 727 (2003).

W. Va—State v. Davis, 232 W, Va, 398, 752 §.1.2d 429 (2013).

Felony

Wis.—Slate v. Anderson, 2005 W1 34, 280 Wis. 2d 104, 698 N.W.2d 731 (2005).

Protection of accused

Primary purpose of preliminary examination is fo protect accused from hasty, improvident, or malicious prosecution
and to discover whether there is ial basis for bringing p ion and fusther denying accused his right lo
fiberty; upon determination that bind over is warranted on at least one count, that purpose has been served.
Wis.—State v. Williams, 198 Wis. 2d 516, 544 N.W.2d 406 (1996).

¥ U.S.—DBarber v. Page, 390 U.S. 719, §8 S. Ct. 1318, 20 L. Ed. 2d 258 (1968); Jaben v. US.. 381 U.S. 214,85 8. C1.
1365, 14 L. Ed. 2d 345 (1965).

M ’ Wyo.—Messer v. State. 2004 WY 98, 96 P.3d 12 (Wyo, 2004).
As to discharge of accused, generally, see § 39,
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SC-JICRIM 2-50, Anderson, S.C. Requests to Charge - Criminal, § 2-50
Anderson’s South Carolina Requests to Charge - Criminal, 2nd Ed.

Part [1. Offenses
Ralph King Anderson, Jr, ) 9
2nd Edition, 2012 u Q/

Rul @%Pm\ minary HearnnJo @

s 2-50.Perjury and Subomatmn of Peljm'v (§ 16-9-10)
e
Section 16-9-10(A) of the South Carolina Code of Laws prowdes

(1) It is unlawful for a person to willfully give false, mxslendmg, or incomplete testimony under oath in any court of
record, judicial, administrative, or regulatory pri ling in this State.

(2) It is unlswful for a person to willfully give false, misleading, or inc plete infor ion on a do L, record,
report, or form required by the Inws of this State,

Subsection (C) provides:

A person may be convicted under this section if he induces, procures, or persuades another person to commit perjury
or if he commits perjury by his own act, consent, or agreement.

2, The crime of subornation of perjury ists of two ial el #@6’
f} (1) procuring or inducing one to commit perjury; and
(2) commission of perjury. H d [ Vy) e >

However, one may be convicted of an attempt to commit this, even if the witness ullegedly suborned did not actually swear
falsely.

*S.C. Codg Ann § 16-9-10(A) (2003); see also S.C. Code Ann. § 16-9-16(B) (2003) (“(1) A person who violates the
provisions of subsection (A)(1) is guilty of a felony and, upon conviction, must be fined m the discretion of the court or
imprisoned not more than five years, or both. (2) A person who violates the provistons of subsection (A)(2) is guilty of a

misdemeanor and, upon conviction, must be imprisoned not more than six months or fined not Jess than one hundred

dollars, or both.™) !

S.C. Code Ann. § 16-9-10(C) (2003).

-%— Collins v.'Loe, 343 S C 119, 539 S.E.2d 62 (Ct. App. 2000), rev'd on alllcrgnmmlr 3528 C 462, 574 S.L.2d 739
(2002) {****** “ “Giving false testimony at trial constitutes the felony of perjury and subjects the perjurer to a finc and/or
up to five years imprisonment.”) (citing S.C. Code Ann. § 16-9-10 (Supp. 1999))

. In re Diggs, 344 8.C. 397, 403, 544 S.I:2d 628, 632 (2001) (** ** “[A]ny attorney who provides falsc information on
a notarized CLE [Continuing Legal Education] Ii report its a false swearing to a tribunal, which
constitutes perjury.”); State v. Stanley, 365 S.C. 24,35 615 S.E.2d 455, 460 (Ct. App. 2005) (“Giving false information
in a document or report required by the lows of this Sla!e is peqjury.” (c:lm;z S.C. Code Ann. § 10—‘)-] O(A)(ZJ (2003)),
see also State v. Davis, 354 S.C. 348, 580 S.1.2d 778 (Ct. App. 2003) (di ing whett y
information was intentionally or recklessly withheld from the magistrate, rendering a search warrant dcfccuvc), State v.
lwux 331 5.C: 228,500 S.E.2d 499 (( Qy\pp 1498) (dlscussmg uﬂ'mnl s false slalemcnl as basis for {'ndmb

§ 2-50 Parjury ang Subomallon of Perjury (§ 16-9-10), Anderson, 5 C. Requests to...

- sufficient probable cause). .

* Burns v. Clayton, 2375 C. 316, 1 17 S.E 2d 300, 308-09 (I%O) (= * “Aithough the crime of subomnation of
perjurv was not consummated, 1he attempi to commit it was in itself a crime, being an act done with the intention of
preventing the due course of justice.”).
Copynght ©2012 by South Carolina Bar Continuing Legal Education Division

End of Docnment

¢ 2015 Thomezan Reuters. No claun o oniginal 13 § (‘m\mmnmu Worhs
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