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PROCEEDINGS 

THE COURT: Okay. You are -- you're Mr. Jared 

Childress? 

MR. CHILDRESS: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: Sir, it's a pleasure meeting you. 

Sir, if you would -- this lady sitting over 

here to my right, she's a court reporter. 

She's taking down everything that's said. 

Whenever you speak today, I need you to speak 

up loud enough so that she and everybody else 

can hear you. If ever during this process, 

you cannot hear one of the lawyers or me or 

anybody else when they're speaking, 

immediately let us know. We will speak up as 

well. 

Mr. Childress, I've got to administer an 

oath to you to start this process. If you 

would, please raise your right hand. 

(WHEREUPON, the defendant is sworn.) 

THE COURT: Mr. Childress, if you would, 

please listen to the solicitor, she's going to 

announce the case for us. 

MS. JORDAN: Thank you, Your Honor. Your 

Honor, before the Court is Jared Scott 

Childress. He is represented by his attorney, 
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Doug Brannon, who is also present. I'm 

Jennifer Jordan on behalf of the State. 

5 

Your Honor, he is entering guilty pleas 

today to five charges. They arise out of two 

separate incidences. The negotiated sentences 

for concurrent sentencing in the range of 

seven to thirty years. 

The first charge, Your Honor, is 2019-GS-

42-3252, failure to stop for a blue light 

where death results. 

The next is 2019-GS-42-3254, habitual 

traffic offender causing death when license 

has been suspended, canceled, or revoked. 

And, Your Honor, I failed to mention the 

failure to stop is -- is violent. 

Next is the trafficking and crack 

cocaine, 28 to 100 grams. It is a lesser 

included offense of the indicted charge. He 

is pleading guilty to that for the same 

negotiated range of seven to thirty years. 

That offense is listed under the statutes as 

violent and serious. 

He has a possession of a stolen vehicle 

more than 2,000, but less than 3,000. He is 

pleading guilty to that as well and a habitual 
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traffic offender. The possession of a stolen 

vehicle is under 2019-GS-42-3896. The regular 

habitual traffic offender with no death is 

under 19-GS-42-3016. 

THE COURT: So, Mr. Childress, you were able 

to hear the solicitor when she announced the 

five charges that are against you? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: The way that she announced the 

charges, is that consistent with your 

understanding of what you're pleading to 

today? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Childress, how old 

are you? 

THE DEFENDANT: . Thirty-four. 

THE COURT: How far did you go in school? 

THE DEFENDANT: Tenth grade. 

THE COURT: Did you ever receive a GED? 

THE DEFENDANT: I received it since I've been 

here. 

THE COURT: Okay. You have received one now? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Childress, I know 

it's difficult to speak with a mask. If you 
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are comfortable, you can remove the mask, but 

if not, I need you to really speak up, because 

we're having a little bit of problem hearing 

you, okay? 

THE DEFENDANT: You said I can remove it? 

THE COURT: Yes, sir. If you're comfortable 

doing that. 

All right. Presently, are you married, 

single, divorced, or widowed? 

THE DEFENDANT: Single. 

THE COURT: Do you have children? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: How many? 

THE DEFENDANT: Four. 

THE COURT: How old is your oldest? 

THE DEFENDANT: Fourteen-year-old twins. 

THE COURT: And your youngest? 

THE DEFENDANT: My youngest is seven, and I 

have a eight-year-old boy, also. 

THE COURT: Prior to being arrested on these 

charges, did you have a job outside of the 

home? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: What were you doing? 

THE DEFENDANT: Commercial electric work. 
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THE COURT: For whom? 

THE DEFENDANT: Atlantic Workforce. 

THE COURT: Ever serve in the military? 

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: And on these charges, how long of 

time have you been in jail? 

MR. BRANNON: 755 days, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Thank you, sir. Mr. Childress, 

within the last 24 hours, have you consumed 

any type of substance that's adversely or 

negatively affecting your ability to 

understand what we're doing today? 

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor. 

8 

THE COURT: In the past, have you ever been 

treated for any type of substance abuse issues 

or drug or alcohol problem? 

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Are you satisfied with the work 

that your lawyer has done for you in these 

cases? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Do you feel like you've had enough 

time to talk to him about the legal elements 

of the charges that you're pleading to, the 

facts that are behind these cases, as well as 
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any possible defenses you might have to these 

charges? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 
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THE COURT: Mr. Childress, has anybody come to 

you and threatened you in any way or promised 

you anything in order to get you to make the 

decision to enter these pleas today? 

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Am I correct to conclude that your 

decision to enter these pleas today that it is 

a free and voluntary decision by you? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Childress, I need for you to 

understand that under the law, you are 

presumed innocent of all of these charges, and 

you do have a right to a jury trial on any or 

all of these charges. 

At any jury trial that would take place, 

it would be the State that has the burden of 

proof. And the State would have to convince 

all 12 members of a jury that you are, in 

fact, guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of each 

and every one of these charges. 

Now, Mr. Childress, do you understand 

that you have a right to that jury trial on 
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each one of these charges? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. I do. 

THE COURT: Do you wish to have a jury trial 

on any of these charges? 

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor. 

10 

THE COURT: Sir, I need for you to understand 

that under the -- that there are other very 

important constitutional rights that you are 

entitled to, but that you have to give up in 

order to enter these pleas. You have to give 

up your right to confront and cross-examine 

the State's witnesses. You also have to give 

up your right to present evidence, which you 

and your lawyer might feel would establish a 

defense. And you have to give up your right 

of subpoena, as well as your right to remain 

silent. 

Mr. Childress, do you understand all of 

those rights? 

THE DEFENDANT: I do, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: And do you wish to give up all of 

those rights and go forward with these pleas? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Childress, please 

listen to the solicitor. She is going to tell 
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me the facts that are behind these cases. 

Please listen to her, sir, if you would. 

11 

MS. JORDAN: Thank you, Your Honor. As to the 

habitual traffic offender with no death and 

the possession of a stolen vehicle, that 

occurred here in Spartanburg County on 

February the 24th, 2019. The defendant was 

driving the vehicle that had been reported 

stolen earlier that month here in Spartanburg 

County by Christopher Greene's father, Randy 

Giles. The defendant was driving that 

motorcycle in the county when he was seen by 

Deputy Barton, who was at a residence on 

Cannons Campground Road. The deputy went to 

the defendant's address, also located on 

Cannons Campground Road after seeing him. The 

deputy was out of the vehicle, so he wasn't 

able to follow the defendant, so he spoke to 

several individuals who stated the defendant 

had just left on the motorcycle in the same 

direction the officer saw the motorcycle. 

Later that day, approximately 1800 hours, 

the deputy saw the same motorcycle at the 

defendant's house and saw the defendant 

wearing the same similar clothing to what he 
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had seen earlier and the motorcycle helmet. A 

records check showed that the defendant had 

been noticed and declared a habitual traffic 

offender for the period of May 7th, 2015 to 

2020. Your Honor, he was -- the officer did 

speak to him as far as the "why" he went into 

the house when he showed up -- when the 

officer appeared. He said that he went into 

the house when he saw the officer, because he 

wanted to put the keys up and hoping that he 

would not be charged due to not having a 

license. Your Honor, that was -- on March 

23rd was when he was arrested for those 

charges. He was released the next day. 

Two days later is when the remainder of 

the charges occurred. Those happened here in 

Spartanburg County as well. 

Former deputy, Cody Steiner, was on 

Cowtown Road here in Spartanburg County in 

reference to a noise complaint coming from the 

trailer there. He knew that, that trailer was 

-- belonged to Jared Childress and a Kenneth 

Bradley, who is my understanding is no related 

to my victim in this case, Ciara Bradley. 

They were currently living -- he had, had 
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previous reports that the defendant may be in 

a stolen gray/black Toyota car, and that he 

also may be in possession of methamphetamines. 

A vehicle passed the deputy when he was 

sitting stationary. It immediately increased 

its speed and failed to stop at the stop sign 

at the intersection of Cannons Campground Road 

and Foster Street. 

The officer watched the vehicle turn 

right on to Foster Street, and he began to 

follow the vehicle attempting to catch up to 

it on Foster Street. The vehicle was 

traveling at a high rate of speed on Foster 

Street heading towards Cowpens when the 

officer observed a large amount of black smoke 

coming from the passenger side of the vehicle. 

It appeared that one of the passenger's side 

tires had blown due to the driver being unable 

to maintain control of the vehicle. The 

vehicle went left of center two times while he 

was traveling behind it on Foster Street. He 

also watched the vehicle make a right turn on 

to Pickens Court, which is a dead-end drive. 

As the former officer was pulling onto Pickens 

Court to locate the vehicle, he observed the 
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14, 

vehicle leaving the roadway traveling through 

a residential yard and was attempting to get 

back around his vehicle. He made a left turn 

back on to Foster Street. At this point in 

time, the officer activated his blue lights 

due to another marked vehicle traveling on 

Foster Street and was about to reach the 

intersection at Pickens Street and Foster 

Street. Once the officer turned left onto 

Foster Street, he was able to see the suspect 

traveling on Foster Street and that he had 

wrecked at the intersection of Foster Street 

and Goforth Street. 

As he was approaching the vehicle to pull 

behind it, the vehicle pulled off again and 

continued to travel down Goforth Street 

heading towards Battleground Road. Your 

Honor, eventually the vehicle crashed into an 

18-wheeler. Ciara Bradley was a passenger in 

that vehicle, so the -- the lights and sirens 

were going on. 

We have provided to the Court, and we 

would ask to make the information we provided 

to the Court part of the record. We provided 

to the Court a body-worn camera that was from 
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former Deputy Steiner. In that body-worn 

camera, about 25 seconds into it, you can hear 

the crash. The officer goes up -- parks the 

vehicle, goes up to the vehicle. At about 

five to six minutes into it, is when you see 

the officer notice a large quantity of 

methamphetamines to the -- the defendant was 

driving -- it's to the defendant's rights 

(verbatim) -- or left side right up under the 

seat. It ended up in that baggy being 184.56 

grams of methamphetamines. They later also 

recovered 10.5 grams of methamphetamines. I 

will state that there was some -- a white 

powder substance taken from a purse or 

taken from a bag or purse belonging to the 

victim. There was no controlled or 

prescription substances detected. 

The drug report, which I'd also ask to 

make part of the record, was provided to the 

Court last week along with some other 

information. 

other 

Your Honor, the officers did not know 

that Ciara was in the vehicle. And she -­

this was on March 26th. She passed away from 

her injuries as a result of this crash on the 
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29th of March 2019. She was 23 years old. 

She -- as the Court has seen from her autopsy 

report, that I'd also ask to make part of the 

record. She died from an extensive resolving 

severe left skull and scalp and mid-right 

scalp hemorrhage secondary to trauma and 

placement of the right intracranial catheter. 

She had other injuries that are described on 

Page 6 of the autopsy report, including in 

Part 2, fractures of the left clavicle, the 

left anterior and right posterior ribs, the 

black -- bilateral shoulder fractures and 

dislocations, fracture of the right humerus, a 

fracture of the right femur with accompanying 

hemorrhage. She had abrasions with contusions 

and superficial lacerations to the head and 

body as described as well. She had other -­

other findings that are listed on Page 6 of 

that autopsy report as well, Your Honor. 

We also provided the defendant's driving 

record that shows that he was still under that 

same habitual traffic offender designation 

that I previously mentioned from 2015 to 2020. 

I believe we also gave to the Court last 

week six pages of photographs from the 
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Spartanburg County Sheriff's Department that 

were taken by the crime scene unit of the 

accident scene itself. 

17 

And I know the Court mentioned earlier 

that you did have an opportunity to view the 

video as -- as well as all of the items that 

we submitted. We would just ask that those be 

part of the record as part of the facts in 

this case. 

If I may just have one moment. The -­

MR. BRANNON: No objection to that request, 

Your Honor. 

MS. JORDAN: Thank you. And you can hear in 

the body -- in the body-worn camera that the 

officer was stating that there were speeds of 

around 80 right before the crash into the 

into the vehicle. The -- the vehicle was 

eventually found to have been stolen, and it 

had a tag on it that didn't belong to any 

license or any vehicle in the State of North 

Carolina. 

Your Honor, I believe that is all as to 

the facts of the case. I will state just in 

the part of the habitual traffic offender with 

death and failure to stop with death, is that 
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he does violate another law while driving 

while he's not supposed to be or driving while 

running from the blue lights and sirens. And 

we listed all of those. And we listed what we 

believe was proper in the indictments 

including: failure to maintain proper control 

of the vehicle, failure to exercise due care, 

driving too fast for conditions, speeding, 

failure to maintain the proper lookout for 

other traffic, reckless driving. The failure 

to stop was also referenced in the habitual 

traffic offender one along with the driving 

under suspension and failure to maintain 

proper control of his vehicle and failure to 

yield the right-of-way to oncoming traffic. 

THE COURT: And he does have a prior drug 

offense on his record? 

MS. JORDAN: He does, Your Honor. From 2011, 

he has a possession of a controlled substance 

out of Cherokee County. 

THE COURT: Presently on probation? 

MS. CARSWELL: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: The -- entering the pleas will be 

a violation? 

MS. CARSWELL: Yes, Your Honor. 
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THE COURT: Mr. Childress, you were able to 

hear the solicitor when she conveyed to read 

the facts behind these cases? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

19 

THE COURT: Do you believe that as she stated 

the facts to me that the solicitor is 

substantially correct of those facts? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Now, Mr. Childress, you understand 

that these pleas they're being presented to me 

as negotiated pleas of concurrent sentences 

between seven and thirty years? You 

understand that? 

THE DEFENDANT: I do, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: So that if I accept the pleas, I 

will be bound by those negotiations, and I 

will have to impose a sentence between seven 

and thirty years and run the sentences 

concurrently? 

THE DEFENDANT: I do, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Childress, you do also 

understand that by entering a plea it'd be a 

violation of your present probation cases? 

THE DEFENDANT: I do now. Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. And you still wish to 
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enter the plea, understanding it will be a 

violation of your present probation cases? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

20 

THE COURT: All right. Sir, you understand 

that on -- just to review with you what the 

potential sentences on these cases could be is 

that under the habitual traffic offender case, 

under Indictment 2019-3016, that, that is a 

potential five-year sentence? You understand 

that? 

THE DEFENDANT: I do, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Sir, you also understand that 

under the habitual traffic offender causing 

death, under Indictment 2019-GS-3254, that, 

that potential sentence would've been a -- or 

could be a sentence of -- between zero to 

twenty years and a fine of between 5,000 and 

$10,000? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: You understand that on the 

possession of a stolen vehicle, valued two to 

$10,000, that, that is a potential five-year 

sentence? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: You understand that on the failure 
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to stop for blue light resulting in death, 

that, that is a potential sentence of zero to 

25 years? You understand that? 

THE DEFENDANT: I do, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: You also understand that, that 

particular offense is classified as a violent 

offense under the law? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: And you have been able to talk to 

your lawyer as to the consequences and 

ramifications of that offense being classified 

as violent? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: And you still wish to enter the 

plea, understanding that classification and 

ramifications of it? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: And you understand that on the 

trafficking and ice/crack 28 grams or more, 

but less than 100 grams, second offense, that, 

that is a potential 30-year sentence and a 

required fine of $50,000? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes. Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: And under -- and you also 

understand that, that particular sentence is 
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offense under the law? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

22 

THE COURT: And have you been able to talk to 

your lawyers as to the consequences and 

ramifications of that offense being classified 

as both violet and serious? 

THE DEFENDANT: He explained it to me. Yes, 

Your Honor. 

THE COURT: And understanding the 

ramifications of those two classifications of 

violent and serious, you still wish to enter 

that plea? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Childress, are you in fact 

guilty of the trafficking and ice or crack or 

crank 28 grams, but less than 100 grams, 

second drug offense? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Are you also guilty of the failure 

to stop for blue light resulting in death 

under Indictment 3252? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Are you also guilty of the 

possession of a stolen vehicle value two to 
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$10,000? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Are you also guilty of the 

habitual traffic offender resulting in 

death when license has been canceled or 

suspended or revoked? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Are you also guilty of the 

habitual traffic offender under Indictment 

3016? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

in 

THE COURT: Mr. Childress, have all of your 

23 

answers to my questions today, have they been 

truthful and honest? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: (To both counsel) Discovery has 

been reviewed with the defense? 

MR. BRANNON: Yes, Your Honor. 

MS. JORDAN: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. And the prior record? 

MS. JORDAN: Your Honor, he has, going back to 

2004, an accessory after the fact. He has a 

2008 trespassing, public disorderly conduct, 

driving under suspension, and DUI. There's a 

2009 breach of peace. The 2011 possession of 
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a controlled substance that I've already 

referenced, along with the driving under 

suspension. In 2012, driving under 

suspension, second; 2013, criminal domestic 

violence, second; 2014, driving under 

suspension; 2015, driving under suspension; 

2016, assault and battery in the second 

degree; 2017, driving under suspension times 

two; driving too fast for conditions and 

speeding; and in 2018, he was before Your 

Honor on a habitual traffic offender and 

failure to stop. He received an 18-month home 

detention sentence and was later sent to the 

Department of Corrections in March of that 

year on a violation. 

THE COURT: Before I hear from the victim's 

family, he's presently on probation? 

MS. CARSWELL: Yes, Your Honor. For assault 

and battery, second degree. It's out of 

Cherokee County. It's 2015-GS-11-1005. He 

had a three-year sentence suspended to four 

days and five years probation. In 2018 -- in 

January of 2018, when he pled to the -- the 

new habitual traffic charges, you revoked 18 

months of that, so there's 18 months left. I 
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understand that the amount of time that he's 

served satisfy that, roughly. There is 

restitution in the matter of about $4500 that 

we would request to convert to civil judgment. 

THE COURT: Anything from the victim in that 

case with restitution? 

MS. CARSWELL: Your Honor, the victim is 

currently incarcerated in SCDC. We were 

unable to make contact, but I do have a note 

that the victim was contacted during the last 

VOP, but did not show up; and he wanted it 

handled with this plea. 

THE COURT: Thank you, ma'am. 

MS. CARSWELL: Uh-huh. 

THE COURT: Do you have people that wish to 

address the court on behalf of the victim? 

MS. JORDAN: Yes, Your Honor. I do. 

Present in the courtroom are six people 

who are here. There's a cousin, Kacey 

Rhinehart (phonetic); stepmom, Christina 

Painter (phonetic), and then the mother's 

boyfriend, Chad Beheler (phonetic.) They will 

not be addressing the Court, but they are here 

in support of Ciara. 

Present, though, is Amanda Baiter, who's 
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her mother. She would like to address the 

Court. Where would you like for her to come? 

Right here? Oh. 

THE COURT: Ms. Baiter, just come right up in 

here. I think she needs to be last. 

MS. JORDAN: Oh, okay. I'm sorry. I -- I 

will actually call the -- Christina Bradley's 

sister -- Christina Bradley. 

MS. BRADLEY: Christine. 

MS. JORDAN: Christine Bradley. She's the 

sister of Ciara. 

THE COURT: I just need to let you know we are 

making a recording of everything that happens, 

so really speak up so the court reporter and I 

both can hear you. Just start by giving us 

your full name, if you would. 

MS. BRADLEY: Theresa Danielle Christine 

Bradley. 

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am. I'd be more than 

happy to hear from you. 

MS. BRADLEY: I'm Ciara Bradley's sister. On 

March 26 -- on March 26th, 2019, Jared 

Childress took away a piece of me. My sister 

meant the absolute world to me, and now I'll 

never get the chance to see her again or hear 
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her voice or tell her I love her. She will 

never get the chance to have children or get 

married because of the decision -- because of 

his decision to run from the police. 

Jared Childress will never understand 

what he took from me and my family. Ciara was 

the type of person who lit up every room she 

walked into. She always radiated positivity 

and and make everyone laugh. She barely 

got to live her life before Jared took it away 

from her. He took everything from her with 

just one selfish decision. He gave her no 

choice but to sit in that car and to wait for 

what was to come. 

Jared Childress has shown everyone, the 

Court included, that he will not stop 

offending, doing drugs, running from the law, 

stealing cars, and finally taking my sister's 

life. She was only 23. She had her whole 

life ahead of her. He deserves to serve his 

life in prison for every year that she will 

miss out on. Thank you. 

THE COURT: Thank you, ma'am. 

MS. JORDAN: Your Honor, next is Karen 

Gilreath. She was Ciara's aunt. 
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THE COURT: Ma'am, if you would just speak up 

loud enough so both the court reporter and I 

can hear you. Just start by giving us your 

name, if you would. 

MS. GILREATH: Karen Gilreath. Give me just a 

second. 

THE COURT: Uh-huh. 

MS. GILREATH: I'm Karen, Ciara's aunt. She 

called me "K.K.'' Thank you for letting me 

talk about my sweet niece. She was one of the 

kindest person (verbatim) that I know. She 

would give anyone the shirt off her back. 

When she walked into a room, just her 

smile would light the whole room up. 

When she was little, I would ask her from 

the time she could talk, I'd -- I would say, 

''Ciara, how pretty are you?" and she'd always 

reply, "So pretty it hurts." I always wanted 

a girl, but God seen different ways and gave 

me two boys; so there was a bond that me and 

Ciara had. 

When Ciara was took (verbatim) from us, 

my whole family lost so much. I can't even 

explain what my whole family has lost since 

she's been gone. 
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I know anything that happens today is not 

going to bring Ciara back. I do not 

understand why Jared decided that his and 

Ciara's life were not worth more than running 

from the police. 

I hold Mr. Childress responsible for the 

death of my sweet Ciara. And I am begging 

this Court to sentence him to 30 years. 

That day, he had choices that he didn't 

give Ciara. I still have nightmares at least 

a once (verbatim) a week where I'm in the back 

of that car and I can't get to her and she's 

yelling and screaming for him to stop. 

Was she saying that? That's all I want 

to know. Was she saying it? I know she was 

scared. She once got pulled over for a seat 

belt ticket, and this child stops in the 

middle of the road. The officers felt so bad 

for her, he gave her a warning and let her go. 

Ciara has one brother and three sisters. 

The oldest two of her sisters graduated in 

2019, the year that she passed away -- passed 

away. One of her sisters was the 

valedictorian of Chesnee High School, and her 

whole speech was about her sister and the 
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choices that we make. Ciara -- Ciara's 

brother has two kids, which would be her niece 

and nephew, that will never know the wonderful 

aunt that they had. We will never get to plan 

her wedding, see her walk down the aisle, have 

her first children, buy her first home. 

I do understand that Jared has four kids, 

but his decision to run from the police that 

day stopped my niece from ever having 

children. 

For every decision we make in life, there 

is a consequence. My niece just wanted a ride 

home that day, not knowing it would be her 

last. 

I forgive you. I will never forget that 

our sunshine was ripped out of our lives 

because of your choices. I pray God has mercy 

on Jared's soul; the mercy he didn't show my 

niece that day. 

Again, me and my family are begging this 

Court to give justice to Ciara, and sentence 

Mr. Childress to 30 years for the death of my 

sweet and caring niece. Thank you. 

THE COURT: Thank you, ma'am. 

MS. JORDAN: Your Honor, while her mother 
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comes up, they do have a photograph that they 

would like for me to show the Court of her. 

They just wanted the Court to see what she 

looked like outside of the autopsy report and 

everything. 

MS. BOITER: Can I hold it? 

MS. JORDAN: Can we keep it right up here? 

We'll prop it up here. 

THE COURT: Ma'am, if you would, just speak 

loud enough so that both the court reporter 

and I can hear you. And just give us your 

full name. 

MS. BOITER: My name is Amanda Suzanne Beiter. 

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am. 

MS. BOITER: And I'm the mom. I -- I know 

you've heard a lot about Ciara's smile could 

light up a room and how she did light up a 

room. And, as you can tell, she's beautiful 

and vibrant and 23 and, oh, she wasn't a 

saint. She but she was smart and she 

learned she learned quick. 

And I thought the day that I -- the day 

that she -- they told me that the brain 

activity was completely gone and they had 

had to take her off the life support and she 



32

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

32 

was a donor. She did save six people's lives, 

and she -- she was positive, like everybody 

was telling you; and so I knew that she would 

want to do something to help. We donated 

portions that helped that helped her to be 

donated to an actual person, to education. 

When Ciara graduated, she was given a 

a lifetime scholarship to Spartanburg 

Methodist College. And she didn't finish 

that. And like I said it -- it was one of her 

regrets. 

She was a hard worker. She went work to 

full-time. She worked in plants. She would 

come home dirty as any man you've ever seen. 

I just want the Court to understand what 

type of a person she was; what type of person 

that we lost. 

And she was planning on going back to 

school. 

But, like I said, I just wanted to let 

the Court know what kind of person she was. 

And I've prepared just a little bit of how I 

felt the day that -- that I first saw her. 

She was pronounced dead on March 29th, 2019, 

after several days of her body fighting to 
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stay alive in the ICU, but because of the 

severity of the head trauma, there was no 

brain activity. I was told by doctors that 

this occurred, because the brain was deprived 

of oxygen for so long after the crash. It 

took more than two hours for Ciara's body to 

be extracted from the vehicle, because it was 

driven under an 18-wheeler. My daughter, my 

baby, my first-born child was almost 

unrecognizable to me. That's how swollen she 

was and how much of her body was injured in 

the result of the accident. I heard that more 

than half of the bones in her body was broken. 

That day -- the days leading up to her 

death, I questioned every decision I've ever 

made as a mother and anything -- I questioned 

God. I questioned -- I questioned him. I 

questioned everything. But today I question 

the Court, and I ask the Court to for Mr. 

Childress to be responsible, because he has 

shown repeatedly that he will run from the 

law. And he's shown repeatedly that he will 

let -- he didn't have no concern or care or 

regards for his life, for other people on the 

roads life, or for Ciara's life. I -- I just 
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accordingly to the maximum. That I -- and 

while I know it won't bring her back. 

34 

I've tried to forgive you, Jared. That's all 

I got. 

THE COURT: Thank you, ma'am. 

MS. JORDAN: Your Honor, if I could just add, 

as you know, she wasn't the driver. She 

didn't have the opportunity to pull over for 

the police. He was the one that had that 

opportunity. He was the one that made the 

decision not to do that. He was the one that 

placed Ciara's life, along with all the other 

people that were on the road that night, in 

harm's way. 

She was 23. Twenty-three years old is so 

-- I look back at my life and think of what 

I've done, you know, 23 years since then. 

I know you'll probably hear a lot about 

the injuries that he suffered in the car 

accident or in the wreck that he caused that 

day. I'd just like to point out that he has 

the ability to recover from his injuries. 

Ciara did not. 

He had only been out of the Department of 
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Corrections for about five months when this 

accident occurred. He went to the Department 

of Corrections on a home detention conversion 

in March of 2018 and was released on November 

the 1st of 2018. The Court's already heard 

the date of March 26th -- November 1st, 2018, 

and then March 26th, 2019, was the date of 

this wreck -- accident -- or wreck that he 

caused. He has a lengthy record with numerous 

driving convictions. We just ask the Court 

that you take all of that into consideration 

and that you sentence him to the maximum 

punishment possible. 

THE COURT: Thank you, ma'am. Yes, sir, Mr. 

Brannon. 

MR. BRANNON: Your Honor, my client has 

prepared a statement he would like to read. 

Would you allow him to do that first? 

THE COURT: Yes, sir. Sir, if you would, when 

you speak, speak up loud enough so that both 

the court reporter and I can hear you. You're 

-- you're talking a little soft, okay? So I 

need you to speak up, all right? 

THE DEFENDANT: So -- just really I just want 

to talk to you-all. I really wanted to be in 
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the courtroom to be able to look at you. You 

be able to look at me. I mean, I'm -- I can't 

say nothing but I'm sorry, you know. I'd like 

to say that I'm sorry, I mean, with all of my 

heart. 

Well, actually that night were the worst 

mistakes I've ever made. I mean -- and why 

there's not a day that goes by that I don't 

pray for Ciara's soul. I pray for the 

heartache and pain that I've caused, I have, I 

mean, everyday. It's -- I do. I know "sorry" 

isn't going to fix it. I know it don't do 

nothing, but I don't know what else to say; 

and there's nothing else I can do. I know it 

doesn't fix it. I know -- it bothers me to 

know that my action took her life. 

But she was someone I did care for. She 

was someone I had learned to love. I mean, I 

didn't know her long, but when we were 

together, she -- y'all know how she was. She 

was just awesome, you know. I'll never forget 

that someone that I loved passed away because 

of me. And that won't never be okay with me. 

I can't expect for any of you to forgive me, 

because I can't -- because I can't forgive 
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forgive me, but -- oh, man. 
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All I ever meant to do, really, was to 

give Ciara the world. I never meant to take 

it from her. I made some awful decisions that 

day. I deserve, you know, the penalty. I'm 

sorry. I just don't know what you want me to 

say, but I just . 

MR. BRANNON: Your Honor, may it please the 

Court. You're not going to hear about the 

injuries that my client suffered in this 

accident. My client did not want me to tell 

you. He does not want me to make him the 

focus of anything in this matter. The focus 

needs to be Ciara. 

Your Honor, a tragedy occurred on that 

roadway in Cowpens, South Carolina. A 

tragedy. My client is standing here today to 

be accountable for his actions. Your Honor, I 

was hired shortly after this accident, and the 

first time I saw -- I talked with Jared, it -­

this was the plea, "This is my fault. I did 

this. I must take accountability for my 

actions." He has been that way from the 

moment this happened until today where he just 
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Your Honor, I want to tell you a 

different story. I want to tell you about the 

family that's sitting on this side of the 

courtroom. You see, Your Honor, there's a 

beautiful mama sitting right here and there's 

the mother of his two younger children sitting 

back there and there's a grandmother sitting 

back there. And while they're crying because 

their son is going to go to prison today, 

they're crying because Ciara died on that 

night. 

Your Honor, Jared Childress wasn't born 

an addict. Jared Childress was given the 

opportunities to be a productive member of 

this society. He was given the opportunity by 

that family to become a professional 

electrician, but, Your Honor, it doesn't 

matter where you come from; it doesn't matter 

what the color of your skin is. When you get 

addicted to drugs, they take you down. They 

don't care who you are, and that's what this 

is. Jared got himself addicted to drugs. The 

drugs caused him to do the things that he did. 
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Your Honor, since he's been incarcerated 

now for 755 days, you've heard he got his GED; 

and, Your Honor, he's taking every course that 

they would give him in -- in the Spartanburg 

County Detention Center. He took therapy for 

-- for drug addiction. He took every class 

that they would give him until COVID struck, 

and they had to stop those classes. He's 

tried to do what he can understanding what he 

did. 

Your Honor, I'd ask that you sentence him 

to a period of time less than the 30 years. I 

thank you for -- and your consideration. I 

will tell this Court with all sincerity I've 

never met a defendant/a client that was more 

remorseful for his actions than this man. 

Thank you, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Anybody wish to address that? 

MS. JORDAN: (No response.) 

THE COURT: Mr. Childress, do you agree with 

those statements that were just made by Mr. 

Brannon to me? 

THE DEFENDANT: I do, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Childress, I know that you've 

already spoken to the family of the victim, is 
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there anything else that you would like to say 

to me or want me to know or consider? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. I'd just -­

like the solicitor stated, I -- I wasn't home 

long. I mean, I was home for four or five 

months, however long she says. I just want 

you to know that, like, less than a month 

before I come home, my father had passed away. 

And I come home to -- my brother had just 

passed away right before I went in. I come 

home to -- I left a five-person family. I 

come home to me and my mama and brother. So, 

I mean, I come home really depressed. 

The mother of my children left, and it 

was just me and I just -- I just turned to 

drugs and just wanted people around. I had my 

family already there. I don't know what I was 

thinking, but I did the wrong thing. And then 

I just -- I don't want nothing to take away 

from it. I'm just -- I just want you to know 

that I was severely depressed, and I just made 

the wrong decisions. 

Dealing with drugs, you know, I should 

have never been doing. I just started selling 

drugs which I shouldn't have never been doing. 
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I don't know what I was doing. 

I hate that this short period hurt so 

much of my life. It took me away from so many 

people that love me, and -- and I won't get to 

raise my kids. And the kids, it just drives 

me crazy. And I understand it, it's just so 

much. It's just so much to try to explain to 

you, but I can't. But I was in a bad place, 

and I made the wrong choice. I just want you 

to think that too. I'm sorry. I'm sorry to 

everyone. 

THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Childress. 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: I find that there is a 

substantial, factual basis for the plea. I 

find that the defendant's decision to enter 

the plea is made freely, voluntarily, 

knowingly, and intellectually by him. I find 

that it's a willful violation of the terms and 

conditions of probation by having entered the 

plea. 

On the probation cases, we can do a full 

revocation; give him credit for the 755 days. 

Any outstanding monetary obligations can be 

reduced to civil judgment that cannot be 
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On these charges, on the trafficking 28 

grams, but less than 100, second offense, that 

will be a 30-year sentence and a minimum of 

$50,000 fine. He will receive credit for the 

755 days. I'm indicating he needs the 

addiction treatment unit while he's at the 

Department of Corrections. That'll run 

concurrent to the 20-year sentence and the 

habitual traffic offender resulting in death 

in which you'll receive credit for 755 days. 

Again, the addiction treatment unit while he's 

at the Department of Corrections. 

There will be a 25-year sentence on the 

failure to stop for blue light resulting in 

death. That'll run concurrent with the other 

charges, 755 days of credit, ATU while he's at 

the Department of Corrections. That'll run 

concurrent with the five-year sentence on the 

habitual traffic offender and a five-year 

sentence on the possession of a stolen vehicle 

two to $10,000. Both of those run 

concurrently to each other as well with the 

other offenses. He will get 755 days on each 
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of those. Again, the addiction treatment unit 

while he's at the Department of Corrections. 

The Court had previously reviewed the 

information provided by the State. That'll be 

marked as an exhibit to the proceeding. 

(WHEREUPON, the documented information 

were marked as State's Exhibits Numbers 

1-5.) 

THE COURT: Mr. Childress, good luck to you, 

sir. 

MS. JORDAN: Thank you, Your Honor. 

(Whereupon the within hearing was 

concluded at 2:22 p.m.) 

(*This transcript may contain quoted material. 

Such material is reproduced as read or quoted 

by the speaker.) 
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COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG 
CERTIFICATE 

Be it known that Amber J. Payne took the 
foregoing proceeding and hereby attests: 

that I was then and there a notary public in and 
for the State of South Carolina-at-large; 

that the defendant was first duly sworn to 
testify to the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, concerning the matter in the 
controversy aforesaid; 

that the foregoing transcript represents a true, 
accurate, and complete transcription of the testimony 
so given at the time and place aforesaid to the best 
of my skill and ability; 

that I am neither a relative nor an employee of 
any of the parties hereto, nor of any attorney or 
counsel employed by the parties hereto, nor 
interested in the outcome of this action; 

that, if a recording of an event was supplied by 
another party for purposes of transcription and I was 
not present during that event, the foregoing pages 
were transcribed to the best of my skill and ability; 
additionally, any identifications of speakers were 
provided to me by the party supplying the recording; 

that, in the event of a nonappearance by the 
defendant, the foregoing details for the 
nonappearance are accurate. 

In witness thereof, I have hereunto affixed my 
signature and title. 

Amber J. Payne, CVR 

Date: 2/6/2022 
Notary public for South Carolina 
My commission expires August 12, 2029 
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Since every application mus1 be sworn under oa1h, any false statement of a material fact therein may serve as the basis of prosecution and conviction for perjury. Applicants should, lherefore, exercise care to assure thal aJI answers are true and correct. 

If the application Is taken in fonna pauperjs, It shall include an affidavit (attached al the back of the form) setting forth information which establishes that applicant will be unable lo pay the fees and costs oflhe proceedings. When the application is completed~ the origin•! shall be malled to the Clerk of Court for the County in which the applicant was convicted. 

I. · Placeofdetention ~(\~ CG~ ~&.if.oo 

4. The indictment number or numbers (if known) upon which and tho offenses for which 

; 

;'i1 
0 
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s. 

6. 

7, 

8. 

9. 

cc> df>\;tl/ldiJ. )()\Wl ~ Di:t 

Eli~!I~~ Check whether a finding oFguilty was made: ~ (a) after a plea oFguilty _,c,__ _______________ _ 
(b) after a plea oFnot guilty ________________ _ 
(c) after a plea of nolo contenderc ______________ _ 
Did y(jippeal from the judgment of conviction or the imposition ofsenlence? 

Jfyou answered •yes• to (7)1 list: 

(a) the name oFcach Co to which you appealed: 
i. 

ii. 

iii. 

(b) 
i. 

ii. 
iii. 

Court to which you appealed: 

(c) the date oF each such result: 
I. 

ii. 

iii. 

~ = ·~ 
0 

-I 

"' 
:,:: 

w 
N 

(t.i) if known, citations ur any wrhien opin' no; ord~rs .;:i:~i'Cd ;:,1:rsurmt tc au:;h 

i. 

ii. 

iii. 

results: 

IF you answered. "no" to (7), state your reasons For not so ap~;ling: 

(a) J: -G~ ID p~S 001<¥'·~ G-G(lr~l.~ 
Ch> My C'.m-rlll:Aoo or-'~½1'4' .fY4fb~ 

2 

Tl 

' ~--li 
a 
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(c) 

10. Slate ccncisely the grounds on which you base your allegation that you arc being held in 

~·miars~ 
11. State concisely and in the same order the facts which support each of the gtounds set out 

12. 

13. 

in (10): (\ 

<•> fre. C\~:'\:()C.lh@ ~o,~C 
(b) 

(c) 

Prior to this application hove you tiled with respect to this conviction: 
(a) any petition in a Slate Court under South Carolina Law?__.l\_.l,..CJ~·~-----
(b) any pctitiN in State or Federal Courts for habeas corpus or post-convictions 

relier? C) 
(c) any petition in the United States S~: Court for certiorari other than petitions, 

if any, already specified in (8)?-i~~'V.,_"'--________ ~~--
(d) any other petitions, motions or applications in this or any other Court? ~C) 
If you answered •yes" to any part of(l2), list with respect to each petition, motion or 
appliCDtion: 

(a) the specific nature thereof: 
i. 

ii, 

iii. 

iv. 

(b) 

i. 

ii. 

iii. 

iv. 

the name and location of the C 

jl 
/ 

in which each was filed: 

3 

:ll C') 
= ~ 

,:. $! IT1 
:, -- :;:r; ~ 
-:co-~ N 
;.CO en 
..::: -- "1] 

0'5g ,., 
:,: 

c:~ . ..... w 
::;! N 

·:Tl ·-;- i 
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(c) the disposition thereof: 

i. 

ii. 

iii. 

iv. 

(d) the date of each such disposition: 

i. 

ii. 

iii. 

iv. 

(e) if known1 citations of any written opinions or orders entered pursuant to each such 

i. 

ii. 

iii. 
iv. 

disposition: 

14. Has any ground set forth in ( I 0) been previously presented to this or any other Court, Stair Qederal, In any petition, motion or application which you have filed? 

IS. If you answered ''yes" to (14) identify: 

(a) 

i. 

ii. 

iii. 

(b) 

i. 

ii. 

iii. 

which grounds have bezscnted: 

7 
I ; 

the proceedings in which each ground was raised: 

4 
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16, If any wound set forth in (10) has not prcvio1!5IY been presented to any Court, State or 
Federal, set rorth the ground and state concisely the reasons why such ground has not 
previously been presented: 

17. 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

Were you represented by an attorney at any time during the course or. 
(a) your arraignment and pica? ..,,..,~r,..::.e:::'::S:::" ____________ _ 

(b) your trial, if~ny? __ ~-+"'~''-'~'----------------(c) yoursentencmg? _y~f£.6 ..,_. _______________ _ 
(d) your appeal, !:"y!m the judgment of conviction or the imposition of 

sentcnce?_:!"ll_.._._-::t\... __ .f-''------------------­,.., (e) preparation, presentation or consideration or any petitions, motion<£,:,r ~ 
~~-;; app ic tions with respect to this conviction, which you flied? ·:.:-: > ~ ~ 

s::z~ (') 
18. l(you answered "yes• to one or more parts of (17), list: 

(a) tho name and address of each attorney who represented you: 
i. .0(1( i:g C:,,o,/\ ('&)/), 

ii. 

iii. 

(b) 

i. 

ii. 

iii. 

\li@nMy m,nnoo l LLC.: 

s Revised 3/2003 
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19. State clearly the reliefy~u seek in filing this application~ ~ , 1 va.ea:re CfYJ\6 clocq \ ~ep,,,oo. ~,c, 

20. Are you now under sentence from any other coun that you have not challenged? 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
VERIFICATION 

) 

County of c't)·1. (\ C ,(\'O • 9 ~ 

I, :Sc s:~ ~ b ,' ~~ . being duly sworn upon my ooth,;pose a;; say that I have subscribed to the tbregoing application; that I know the contents thcreofi that it in.eludes every ground known to me for vacatlng1 setting aside or cor~ting the conviction and sentence attacked in this application; and that the matters and 
allegations therein set forth are true. r:J;O~ 
SWORN to and subscribed before me this I :l • 
day of I • Jld;J/ 
-..J/.l:.~l!l=..-1i~t,J/:J,.&:::=----<L.S.) 

Nolary Public 

My Commission Expires: -"A'-lp.!!rc..,:c.,(---",Jl'-'/c,....a¢=d..e.3:...,..l 
I 

6 
Revised 3/2003 
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APPLICATION TO PROCEED WITHOUT PAYMENT 
OF COSTS AND AFFIDAVIT 

IN SUPPORT THEREOF 

I,.~ Ydrt:(64l&r:e8S ,herebyapplyforlcaveto 
prtc°ccd in this action without prepayment of fees or costs or security therefor. In support of my 
application I declare under penalty of perjury that the following facts arc true: 

I am the applicant in this action and I believe I am entitled to redress. (I) 

(2) Because ofmy poverty I am unable tr, pay the costs of'said proceeding or give 
security thereof. 

Nalary Public 

My Commission Expires: ...Ll4f'a"-c,_, ·L../_.,Jul""", ~fl-o,,3CL./ 

"' ~ ·c z > 
"' C') ,... 51 f;; 0 ..., 

:.:"'-. '1 --, 
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"'"'"' :,,, 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG 

Jared Childress, #375636, 
Applicant, 

v. 

State of South Carolina, 
Respondent. 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
FOR THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

Case No. 2021-CP-42-03644 

RETURN AND MOTION FOR A 
MORE DEFINITE STATEMENT 

NOW COMES Respondent, moving for a more definite statement and making its return 

to the· post-conviction relief (hereafter "PCR") application filed on October 26, 2021 by Jared 

Childress (hereafter "Applicant"). Respondent respectfully offers the following in support of its 

return: 

I. Procedural History 

Applicant is presently confined in the South Carolina Department of Corrections pursuant 
to orders of commitment from the Spartanburg County Clerk of Court. During its June 2019 

term, the Spartanburg County Grand Jury indicted Applicant for habitual traffic offender (2019-

GS-42-3016), failure to stop at a blue light (2019-GS-42-3252), trafficking in methamphetamine 

(2019-GS-42-3253), and habitual traffic offender causing death (20 I 9-GS-42-3254). During its 

July 2019 term, the Spartanburg County Grand Jury indicted Applicant for possession of a stolen 
vehicle (2019-GS-42-3896). Applicant was represented by N. Douglas Brannon, Esquire. 

Assistant Solicitor Jennifer A. Jordan of the Seventh Circuit Solicitor's Office prosecuteq the 
:·:· •. , case. On April 19, 2021, Applicant appeared before the Honorable J. Mark Hayes, U;-citiuh /.} ~;:·,.\',::· :~7 court judge, and pled guilty to five indictments and to negotiated concurrent sentences rangini! 

from seven to thirty years' imprisonment. Judge Hayes sentenced Applicant to ti~i}~;ars[;-
.:/::. i ~ ., 

Page I of 12 
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imprisonment for trafficking in methamphetamine, twenty-five years' imprisonment for failure 

to stop for a blue light, twenty years' imprisonment for habitual traffic offender resulting in 

death, and five years' imprisonment for both habitual traffic offender and possession of a stolen 

vehicle, sentences running concurrently. Judge Hayes also revoked Applicant's probation in full. 

Appl_icant did _not pursue a direct appeal. 

II. Statement of Facts 

Concerning the habitual traffic offender without death and possession of a stolen vehicle 

offenses, on February 24, 2019, Applicant was driving a vehicle reported stolen earlier in the 

month. (Tr. 11 ). Applicant was driving the vehicle when seen by Deputy Barton who was at a 

residence on that road. (Tr. ! l). The deputy was not in his vehicle and, therefore, was unable to 

stop Applicant. (Tr. I 1). However, he conferred with several witnesses who stated Applicant left 

on the motorcycle in the same direction the officer saw the motorcycle. (Tr. 11 ). Later that day, 

the deputy saw the same motorcycle at the defendant's house and saw him wearing similar 

clothing to what he was seen in earlier. (Tr. 11 ). A records check showed Applicant was noticed 

and declared a habitual traffic offender from May 7, 2015 to 2020. (Tr. 11-12). When asked why 

he entered the home upon seeing the officer, Applicant stated he went inside to put his keys up, 

hoping he would not get charged as a habitual offender. (Tr. 12). 

Two days later, former Deputy Cody Steiner received a noise complaint coming from a 
trailer. (Tr. 12). He knew Applicant and Kenneth Bradley were currently living in the location. 

(Tr. 12-13). Previous reports indicated Applicant may have stolen a gray/black Toyota q_ar and 
'.;, .. ,. may be in possession ofmethamphetamine. (Tr. 12-13). A vehicle passed the depuiy,ihcii he'°/ 

.\. . . . ·- .. ; 
was sitting stationary. (Tr. 13 ). The vehicle immediately increased its speed anif~fi~a•to sti>b at •·· ,, 

./'.- :' <-, 
the stop sign. (Tr. 13). The officer began following the vehicle, which was trav~!i'11g·'at .{high 

.::./ ::.-: ..... _. ..... 
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rate of speed. (Tr. 13), The officer observed a large amount of black smoke coming from the 
passenger side of the vehicle, which was seemingly rooted in a passenger tire being blown due to 
the driver being unable to control the vehicle. (Tr. 13). The vehicle went left of center two times, 
made a right tum on a dead-end road, and travelled through a residential yard when attempting to 
tum around. (Tr. 13-14). The officer activated his blue lights and saw the suspect after he had 
wrecked his car in the middle·ofthe intersection. (Tr. 14). When he approached, Applicant took 
off down the road, ultimately crashing into an 18-whecler. (Tr. 14). Ciara Bradley was a 

passenger in that vehicle. (Tr. 14). 

Body-camera footage was entered into evidence at the plea hearing. (Tr. 14-l 5). Twenty­
five seconds in a crash sound occurred. (Tr. 15). The officer parked his vehicle and went up to 
the vehicle. (Tr. 15). The officer spotted a large amount of methamphetamine five or six minutes 
in. (Tr. 15). The baggie contained 184.56 grams of methamphetamine and an additional 10.5 
grams of rnethamphetamine was also recovered. (Tr. 15). White powder was recovered from a 

purse that belonged to the victim. (Tr. 15). Passenger Ciara Bradley passed away from her 
injuries resulting from the crash. (Tr. 15-16). 

III. Current Action before the Court 

In his prose PCR application, Applicant alleges he is detained unlawfully for the 

following reasons (excerpts verbatim): 

l. Ineffective assistance of counsel. 
a. Petitioner would have accepted the State's more favorable offer of 15 years had Counsel informed Petitioner of offer. 
b. Failed to adequately communicate to Petitioner that the State 15 year plea offer would be withdrawn if the petitioner chose to attend the bond he,!ring, the State would recommend 25 years day for day. · :· c. Failed to call character witness at plea trial 1 

.-:, , ·;• ... ,. . . 
·:· :-', : / 1 Respondent interprets this allegation as a failure to call character witnesses in n:iitigati~n o(ihe sentence. 

" · · · · ,'. · 

Page 3 of 12 
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1. Petitioner's mother, grandmother, mother of children, and friend were all there to give testimony on Petitioner's behalf. 

Attached to and incorporated herein are Applicant's Spartanburg County Clerk of Court 

Records, Applicant's South Carolina Department of Corrections Records, the plea transcript, and 
the current PCR application. Respondent reserves the right to amend this return upon receipt of 

additional relevant information. 

IV. Argument 

Ineffective Assistance of Counsel 

In a PCR action, the applicant bears the burden of proving allegations contained in the 

application. Butler v. State, 286 S.C. 441, 334 S.E.2d 813 (I 985). Effective assistance of counsel 

does not mean perfect or mistake-free representation. See Weaver v. Massachusetts, 137 S. Ct. 

1899 (2017) ("[A] defendant has a right to effective representation, not a right to an attorney who 

performs his duties 'mistake-free."' (citation omitted)); Burt v. Titlow, 571 U.S. 12, 24 (2013) 

("[T]he Sixth Amendment does not guarantee the right to perfect counsel; it promises only the 

right to effective assistance[.]"); Yarborough v. Gentry, 540 U.S. I, 8 (2003) ('The Sixth 

Amendment guarantees reasonable competence, not perfect advocacy judged with the benefit of 

hindsight."). Instead, it simply means assistance that was o~jectively reasonable under prevailing 

professional norms. Strickland, 466 U.S. at 687-688. 

When an applicant asserts ineffective assistance of counsel as a ground for relief, the 

applicant must show "counsel's conduct so undermined the proper functioning of the adversarial 
....... , 

process that [itJ cannot be relied upon as having produced a just result." Stricklandy. /.·.-,., -~;' 
. ..... ,. / 

Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 686 (l 984); Butler, 286 S.C. at 442, 334 S.E.2d at 81.'(ii;ie'(f~cti~'l 
. -..... . .· .' .... assistance of counsel is governed by the Sixth Amendment, as explained by th/.Uri_it~ S!~~s 

,< _1 .: :· •• 

Supreme Court in Strickland v, Washington. 
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Pursuant to the first prong of the Strickland analysis, the applicant must prove defense 

counsel's performance was deficient. Id. at 686; Cherry v. State, 300 S.C. 115, 117, 386 S.E.2d 

624, 625 (1989). To show deficiency, the applicant must prove by a preponderance of the 

evidence that counsel's actions fell outside of the zone of"reasonableness under prevailing 

professional norms." Strickland, 466 U.S. at 688. See also Rule 71.l(e), SCRCP ("The applicant 

has the burden of establishing his entitlement to relief by a preponderance of the evidence."). 

Rea_sonableness is determined by the "variety of circumstances faced by defense counsel or the 

range of legitimate decisions regarding how to best represent a criminal defendant," and the 

scope of the reasonableness inquiry is limited to facts counsel had available at the time of 

representation. Id. at 689. "Counsel is strongly presumed to have rendered adequate assistance 

and made all significant decisions in the exercise of reasonable professional judgment." 

Yarborough v. Gentry, 540 U.S. I, 5 (2003) (citing Strickland, 466 U.S. at 690); see Dunn v. 

Reeves, 141 S. Ct. 2405, 2410 (2021) (noting counsel's strategic decisions arc to be afforded 

'"strong presumption' of reasonableness that the defendant must overcome); Cullen v. 

Pinholster, 563 U.S. 170, 189 (2011) ( explaining a defendant must show defense counsel failed 

to act reasonably considering all the circumstances in order to overcome the presumption of 

adequate representation). Judicial scrutiny of counsel's performance remains highly deferential 

towards defense counsel with a strong presumption that counsel acted competently, because 

competent representation may be executed in virtually "countless" ways. Strickland, 466 U.S. at 

688-89. 

Second, counsel's deficient performance must have prejudiced the applic~.Flr' s·o th~t .. / 
"there is a reasonable probability that, but for counsel's unprofessional errors, th~ r~~µlt ofth~ 

. .: ' 
proceeding would have been different." Cherry, 300 S.C. at 117-18. "A reason&~le)robiisllity is .. · 

' ;:, 
' 
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a probability sufficient to undermine confidence in the outcome." Strickland, 466 U.S. at 694. 
The court makes this determination based upon the totality of the evidence. Id. at 695. 
Importantly, "[t]he likelihood ofa different result must be substantial, not just conceivable." 
Harrington v. Richter, 562 U.S. 86, 112 (20! I). 

The standards do not establish mechanical rules; the ultimate focus of inquiry must be on 
the fundamental fairness of the proceeding whose result is being challenged. Strickland, 466 U.S. 
at 696. A court need not first determine whether counsel's performance was deficient before 
examining the prejudice suffered by the defendant as a result of the alleged deficiencies; if it is 
easier to dispose of an ineffectiveness claim on the ground of lack of sufficient prejudice, that 
course should be followed. Id at 696-97. 

In the context of a guilty plea, the applicant must show there is a reasonable probability 
that, but for ineffective assistance of counsel, he or she would not have pied guilty but, instead, 
would have insisted on going to trial. Hill v. Lockhart, 474 U.S. 52, 59 (I 985). Applicant's right 
to contest the validity of a plea is usually, but not invariably, foreclosed because of the inherent 
solemnity and truthfulness included in the guilty plea process. See Blackledge v. Allison, 431 
U.S. 63, 73-74 (1977) ("Solemn declarations in open court carry a strong presumption of verity. 
The subsequent presentation ofconclusory allegations unsupported by specifics is su~ject to 
summary dismissal, as are contentions that in the face of the record are wholly incredible."). 
Absent valid reasons why the applicant is entitled to depart from previous judicial admissions 
made at the plea hearing, statements made during the original proceeding remain conclusive. 
Dalton v. State, 376 S.C. 130, 137-38, 654 S.E.2d 870, 874 (Ct. App. 2007) (citing Crawford v. 
UnitedStates,519F.2d 347,350(4thCir.1975)). 

For a plea to be valid, the applicant must have been aware of the nature and:crii~ial. · -
~ .. ~, :_ ......... · .. ·--. 
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elements of the offense the maximum and minimum penalties, and the rights he is waiving by 
accepting the plea. Boykin v. Alabama, 395 U.S. 238 (1969); Roddy v. State, 339 S.C. 29 (2000). 
A plea is not knowing or voluntary if a defendant "Jacks knowledge of material evidence in the 
prosecution's possession." Gibson v. State, 334 S.C. 515, 523, 514 S.E.2d 320, 324 (1999). 

A defendant's knowing and voluntary waiver of statutory or constitutional rights must be 
established by a complete record, and "may be accomplished by colloquy between the court and 
defendant, between the court and defendant's counsel, or both." Roddy v. State, 339 S.C. at 34, 

528 S.E.2d at 42 I (citing State v. Ray, 3 IO S.C. 431,437, 427 S .E.2d 171, 174 (1993 )). ''.' (T]he 
voluntariness of a guilty plea is not determined by an examination of the specific inquiry made 

by the sentencing judge alone, but is detennined from both the record made at the time of the 
entry of the guilty plea and the record of the post-conviction hearing.'" Dalton, 3 76 S.C. at 138, 
654 S.E.2d at 874 (quoting Harres v. Leeke, 282 S.C. 131,133,318 S.E.2d 360,361 (1984)). 

Further, "guilty pleas, freely and voluntarily entered, act as a waiver of all non-jurisdictional 

defects and defenses, including claims of a violation of a constitutional right prior to the plea." 

Whetsell v. State, 276 S.C. 295,297, 277 S.E.2d 891, 892 (1981). 

Failure to Convey Plea Offer 

Applicant alleges ineffective assistance of counsel because Counsel failed to present a 

favorable plea to Applicant before the offer expired. "[AJs a general rule, defense counsel has the 
duty to communicate formal offers from the prosecution to accept a plea on tenns and conditions 

··:, that may be favorable to the accused." Missouri v. Frye, 566 U.S. 134, 145 (2012). Furth.er,, 

ineffective assistance is given "[w]hen defense counsel allow the [plea] offer to expire. without/ . . - •., 
advising the defendant or allowing him to consider [the plea]." Id at 145. 

When determining prejudice for failure to convey a plea, a case-by-case d,et~r~in;;,ion is.. , ·•; r,. .· -' ,: .. ) ·,., _ _,.: ,. , 
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made "assessing whether but for counsels deficient performance a defendant would have 

accepted the State's proposed plea bargain and that he would have benefited from the offer.'" 
Bell v. State, 410 S.C.436, 443, 765 S.E.2d 4, 7 (2014 ). Prejudice is found if applicant "would 
have taken the plea ofter had [he] been afforded effective assistance of counsel", if"the plea 
would have been entered without prosecution canceling it or the trial court refusing to accept it", 
and "the end result of the criminal process would have been more favor-able by reason of a plea 
to a lesser charge or a sentence of less prison time." Collins v. State, 422 S.C. 250, 262, 810 

S.E.2d 871, 877 (2018) (quoting Frye, 566 U.S. 147) (quotations omitted). Presumed prejudice is 
reserved to limited situations. Bell, 410 S.C. at 443, 765 S.E.2d at 7. 

Here, Applicant alleges that his attorney failed to convey a plea offer to him before it 
expired. If true, Respondent concedes this constituted deficient assistance of counsel. However, 
Applicant fails to specify how he was prejudiced by this deficiency. Consequently, Respondent 
is unable to ascertain whether or not Applicant was prejudiced and, accordingly, entitled to relief 
sought. Thus, Respondent requests a more specific statement regarding this claim to ascertain the 
mez:it, or lack thereof, of the allegation. Additionally, an evidentiary hearing is requested because 
this is an allegation that raises questions of fact the record does not conclusively refute. See 
Sharper v. State, 279 S.C. 264,265,305 S.E.2d 247,248 (1983) ("Where an application for post-
conviction relief alleges specific instances of ineffective assistance of counsel which are not 
conclusively refuted by the record before the lower court, a question of fact is raised which can 
only be resolved by an evidentiary hearing."). 

Failure to Mitigate Sentence 

Applicant claims Counsel was ineffective for failing to mitigate the sente:~cQ:Co\!nsel 
may be found deficient for failing to sufficiently investigate and present mitigaii~g evj~~~cc. Se.r:/ 

Page 8 of 12 
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Council v. State, 380 S.C. 159, 172,670 S.E.2d 356,363 (2008) (finding it unreasonable for 

counsel not to further investigate the defendant's background and present even minimal 

mitigating evidence obtained); Wiggins v. Smith, 539 U.S. 510,521 (2003) (finding it 

unreasonable when Counsel failed to investigate mitigating evidence beyond a couple retained 
records, including the presentence investigation report and social service records); Williams v. 

Taylor, 529 U.S. 362, 398 (2000) (finding that Counsel was unreasonable for failing to evaluate 
the totality of available mitigation evidence). An applicant is prejudiced by this deficiency if 
there is a reasonable probability that a different sentence would have been imposed but for 
Counsel's failure to investigate and present mitigating evidence. Council v. State, 380 S.C. 159, 

171,670 S .E.2d 356, 362 (2008). 

Applicant has not shown why Counsel was deficient for failing to call his family 

members or how he was prejudiced by the deficiency. Accordingly, Respondent contends that 
Applicant likely cannot meet his burden of proof on this ground. Still, the ineffective assistance 
of counsel allegations probably raise questions of fact that the record does not conclusively 
refute. Accordingly, Respondent respectfully requests an evidentiary hearing to fully resolve this 
issue. See Sharper v. State, 279 S.C. 264, 265, 305 S.E.2d 24 7, 248 (1983) ("Where an 

application for post-conviction relief alleges specific instances of ineffective assistance of 

counsel which are not conclusively refuted by the record before the lower court, a question of 
fact is raised which can only be resolved by an evidentiary hearing."). 

V. Motion for a More Definite Statement 

Respondent moves for a more definite statement regarding Applicant's _;iii~ga,tion~:. 

Applicant alleges that plea counsel was constitutionally ineffective. However, he.·db~s _,;i~t' 
explain exactly what Counsel did that constituted ineffective assistance of cou~~e!. Ap;,licani · j 
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fails to set forth with specificity any facts and circumstances upon the claim is based. The 

Uniform Post-Conviction Procedure Act requires that applicants must "specifically set forth the 

grounds upon which the application is based." Section 17-27-50 of the Code of Laws of South 

Carolina ( 1976). In a PCR application, it is incumbent upon applicants to make at least a prima 

.facie showing which would entitle him to relief before an evidentiary hearing will be scheduled 

and held. Welch v. MacDougall, 246 S.C. 258, 143 S.E.2d 455 (1965); Blandshaw v. Stale, 245 

S.C. 385, 140 S.E.2d 784 (1965). The Supreme Court of South Carolina has provided that: 

[M]ere allegations of incompetency or ineffectiveness of counsel will not ordinarily suffice as grounds for a new trial under the Post-Conviction Procedure Act. The bare assertion by the appellant that he was deprived of counsel is insufficient. 

Coardes v. State, 262 S.C. 493, 497, 206 S.E.2d 264, 265 (1974). 

Furthermore, Rule 8(a), SCRCP, requires all civil pleadings include "a short and plain 

state_ment of the facts showing that the pleader is entitled to relief." Respondent moves pursuant 

to Rule 12(e), SCRCP, to require Applicant to provide a more definite statement of his claims. 

Respondent moves to require Applicant to file an additional amended application well in 

advance of any evidentiary hearing concerning this matter. If Applicant fails to file a timely and 

responsive amended application setting forth specific allegations for relief, Respondent reserves 

the right to move to dismiss the allegation. 

VI. Other Allegations Denied 

Each and every other allegation in Applicant's PCR application not explicitly aqmitted, 

qualified, or explain in this return is hereby denied by the Respondent. 

VII. Assertion of Rights to Notice of Amendments, Experts 

Applicant should raise any claims he intends to raise at the PCR eviderfriary·headng weli 
. ·..:. ., . 

in advance of the hearing. Here, Applicant's court-appointed attorney is the oni"~ i~divid~al 
. ' ...., · .. 
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authorized to file amendments to this application, given his representative capacity, Rule I !(a), 
SCRCP and pro se filings will not be considered at the PCR hearing. State v. Devore, 4 I 6 S. C. 
115, 123, 784 S.E.2d 690, 694 (Ct. App. 2016) (Prose filing is a nullity where person was 
represented by counsel); Miller v. State, 388 S.C. 347,697 S.E.2d 527 (2010) ("Since there is no 
right to 'hybrid representation' that is partially prose and partially by counsel, substantive 

documents, with the exception of motions to relief counsel, filed prose by a person represented 
by counsel are not to be accepted unless submitted by counsel."). 

Respondent reserves the right to request that any amendments withheld until the last 
minute be stricken because of undue prejudice to Respondent or, in the alternative, continue the 
matter to permit adequate time to investigate and address the claims. See Mangat v. State, 42 ! 
S.C. 85, 805 S.E.2d 568 (2017) ("In most PCR cases ... we have refused to excuse the pleading 
and issue-preservation requirements that apply in all civil cases."); Love v. State, 428 S.C. 23 l, 
242,834 S.E.2d 196,201 (2019) ("When analyzing the substance of a proposed amendment and 
any prejudice the State might suffer, a PCR court should consider all relevant circumstances, 
including, but not limited to, the timing of the motion, the complexity of the new issue, the 
degree of surprise to the State, the need for and availability of necessary witnesses to defend 
against the claim, and whether the substance of the proposed amendment is readily apparent 
from the underlying plea or trial record."); see also Rules 15(a)-(b), SCRCP (explaining how to 
amend a pleading). Pursuant to Section 17-27-150 of the South Carolina Code of Laws, 

Applicant may not invoke formal discovery processes to issue subpoenas or otherwise obtain 
discovery materials unless the Court grants leave upon good cause shown. Furthermore,· 
Respondent requests that all potential exhibits and materials used to produce poteihial expert i 
witness testimony be sent to Respondent well in advance of the evidentiary hearing. Resp~ridenJ · 
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reserves the right to request a continuance and oppose witness testimony and exhibits withheld 
until the last minute resulting in undue prejudice to Respondent. 

VIII. Conclusion 

WHEREFORE, Respondent requests that the Court require Applicant to provide a more 
definite statement and then hold an evidentiary hearing regarding Applicant's allegations. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ALAN WILSON 
Attorney General 

W. JEFFREY YOUNG 
Chief Deputy Attorney General 

MEGAN HARRIGAN JAMESON 
Senior Assistant Deputy Attorney General 

CHELSEY F. MARTO 
Assistant Attorney General 

By: (_Qe ~ C:, \ \ '\/\-:7\. 
ATfORNE¥S FOR RESPONDENT 

Office of the Attorney General 
Post Office Box 11549 
Columbia, South Carolina 29211 
Telephone: (803) 734-0386 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG 

Jared Childress, #375636 

Applicant, 

v. 

State of South Carolina 

Respondent, 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
FOR THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL 
CIRCUIT 

Case No.: 202 l-CP-42-03644 

Certificate of Service by Mail 

1. I am an employee of the Respondent in the above-captioned action. 

2. Regular communication by mail exists throughout the State of South Carolina and that this 
is a proper circumstance of service by mail. 

3. I have this day served a copy of the Return and Motion for a More Definite Statement in the 
above-captioned matter on the following person by depositing the same in the United States mail, 
postage prepaid: 

DATED this 8th day of February, 2022. 

Rodney Wade Richey, Esquire 
Richey & Richey, PA 
PO Box 10916 
Greenville, SC 29603-0916 

Grayson Horton, Legal Assistant 
For Respondent 
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THE COURT: Yes, ma'am. 1 

2 MS. MARTO: Thank you, Your Honor. May it please the 

3 court. 

4 we are here today on the case of Jared Childress vs. 

5 the State of south Carolina, Docket No. 2021-CP-42-03644. 

6 My name is Chelsey Marta and I represent the 

7 respondent in this matter and Mr. Rodney Richey is 

8 representing the applicant. 

9 The applicant is presently confined in the south 

10 Carolina Department of corrections. During its June of 

11 2019 term he was indicted for habitual traffic offender, 

12 failure to stop for a blue light, trafficking in 

13 methamphetamine and habitual traffic offender causing 

14 death. 

15 During its July 2019 term he was indicted for 

16 possession of a solen vehicle. He was represented by 

17 Mr. Douglas Brannon, and Assistant solicitor Jennifer 

18 Jordan prosecuted the case. 

19 on April 19th of 2021 he appeared before the Honorable 

20 J. Mark Hayes and pled guilty to five indictments to 

21 negotiated concurrent sentences ranging from seven to 30 

22 years imprisonment. 

23 THE COURT: say that one more second. Negotiated 

24 plea? 

25 MS. MARTO: For a range between seven and 30 years 

3 
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1 imprisonment. 

2 THE COURT: Negotiated plea of a range of -- okay. so 

3 meaning that there were different pleas to different 

4 charges that were negotiated, or just negotiating for the 

5 

6 

7 

8 

range? 

MS. MARTO: 

THE COURT: 

MS. MARTO: 

It was just negotiated to the range. 

Okay. All right. 

And then he was sentenced to 30 years 

9 imprisonment for trafficking methamphetamine, 25 years for 

10 failure to stop for a blue light, 20 years for habitual 

11 traffic offender resulting in death and five years for both 

12 the habitual traffic offender and the possession of a 

13 stolen vehicle, all sentences running concurrently. 

14 THE COURT: All right. 

15 MS. MARTO: Judge Hayes also revoked his probation in 

16 full, and he did not pursue a direct appeal. 

17 The application was filed October 26th of 2021 and the 

18 return made February 7th of 2022. 

19 And with that, I'll turn it over to Mr. Richey. 

20 MR. RICHEY: Thank you, Your Honor. At this time we 

21 call Pamela Childress. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

4 
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Pamela Childress 
Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 PAMELA CHILDRESS, having been 

2 first duly sworn, testified as follows. 

3 DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. RICHEY 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

Ma'am, do you 

Yes. 

And how do you 

That's my son. 

And and you 

know Jared Childress? 

know him? 

were involved when these cases were 

9 going on in the case. 

10 A Yes. 

11 Q where you talked to the lawyer? so you had some 

12 knowledge of the case. 

13 A 

14 Q 

15 A 

16 Q 

Yes, sir. 

And at the guilty plea, were you present? 

I was. 

And -- and did you have an opportunity to speak on 

17 your son's behalf? 

18 A 

19 Q 

20 A 

21 Q 

I did not. 

And do you know why not? 

No. I don't have no idea why not. 

And if you had an opportunity to speak on his behalf, 

22 what would you have said? 

23 A I would liked to have spoke to the family and 

24 apologized as much as I could for what happened. And I'd 

25 lost a son, so I know what it is to lose a child. I think 

5 
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Pamela Childress 
cross-examination by Ms. Marta 

1 my son was responsible for that and-but I don't think that 

2 30 years being elevated for her death or drugs was a 

3 sentence that he should have gotten. 

4 Q But -- but you would have informed the Court of some 

5 of the positive aspects about him, correct? 

6 A of course. 

7 Q And you believe that that would have benefited him, 

8 correct? 

9 A 

10 Q 

11 A 

12 Q 

13 A 

14 Q 

I think of that, yes. 

And that was something that you wanted to do. 

Yes. 

And did you talk to Mr. Brannon about doing that? 

No. 

okay. Did you have conversations with him about the 

15 mitigation that was being presented? 

16 A No. But was just informed that the date was set and 

17 to show up, and we didn't even know what time. 

18 Q And during the course of this case there was a lot 

19 talked about, in some terms 15 years, correct? There was 

20 some talk about it. He could get 15 years and face 15. 

21 was that some of the talk that was done? 

22 A 

23 Q 

24 A 

25 Q 

Yes. 

And -- and was that talk with the lawyer? 

Yes. 

with Mr. Brannon? 

6 
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Pamela Childress 
cross-examination by Ms. Marto 

1 A Yes. 

2 Q okay. Thank you. Answer the questions the attorney 

3 general will have for you. 

4 CROSS-EXAMINATION 

5 BY MS. MARTO 

6 Q 

7 A 

8 Q 

9 A 

Good morning, ma'am. 

Good morning. 

so what did you talk to counsel about? 

I had basically with Doug, I just told him, you know, 

10 he knows the case and he was familiar with Jared. And he 

11 said, well, you know that he's looking at at least 15. And 

12 then I was, like, for what he had done and what had 

13 happened that was a fair sentence. 

14 Never was told of any other time until the morning of, 

15 and then he said 20. so when he got 30 that morning, we 

16 all walked outta here stunned wondering what just happened. 

17 Q okay. But were you aware that he was pleading to a 

18 range between seven and 30 years? 

19 A 

20 Q 

21 A 

22 Q 

23 A 

24 Q 

25 A 

No. 

You were present for the plea hearing? 

There was no plea hearing. 

what do you mean, there was no plea hearing? 

I don't remember a plea hearing. 

Do you remember showing up at the courthouse? 

That was the plea hearing, the day that he was tried? 

7 
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Judy Cantrell 
Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 The day that he got 30 years is the day of the plea 

2 hearing? 

3 Q Yes. 

4 A okay. Then I was present, yes. 

5 Q okay. And you don't recall him ever pleading to a 

6 negotiated range between seven and 30? 

7 A No. 

8 Q Now, did you ever talk to -- you never talked to Mr. 

9 Brannon about speaking on behalf of your son at the plea 

10 hearing? 

11 A 

12 Q 

13 A 

I wasn't asked or told to. 

okay. Did you offer? 

I would have. I mean, I wasn't asked. I don't know 

14 the proceedings of this. 

15 Q 

16 A 

okay. so you didn't know there was an option. 

No. I know the judge asked and Doug spoke up and 

17 said -- when he asked if we, you know, had anything to say. 

18 Doug said no. 

19 Q And going back to the negotiated range, would you be 

20 surprised if the judge stated on the record or the state 

21 stated on the record that he was pleading to a negotiated 

22 range? 

23 A 

24 Q 

I would be. 

well, I'm looking at page five of the transcript 

25 starting with line 18. It says he was pleading guilty to 

8 
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Judy Cantrell 
Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 that with the same negotiated range of seven to 30 years. 

2 You have no recollection of that? 

3 A If that was said that morning, no. That didn't -- I 

4 didn't understand it. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

MS. MARTO: No further questions. 

MR. RICHEY: No other questions. 

THE COURT: Thank you, ma'am. You can step down. 

MR. RICHEY: call MS. Cantrell. 

9 JUDY CANTRELL, having been 

10 first duly sworn, testified as follows: 

11 DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. RICHEY 

12 Q 

13 A 

14 Q 

15 A 

16 Q 

17 A 

18 Q 

Ma'am, could you state your name, please? 

My name is Judy Cantrell. 

Ms. Cantrell, do you know Jared? 

I do. 

And how do you know him? 

He is my grandson. 

okay. And were you -- were you present during his 

19 plea hearing or when he went to court? 

20 A 

21 Q 

I was present at the court. 

okay. Did you have any positive things to say about 

22 him at that time before the judge? 

23 A 

24 Q 

25 A 

of course I would have said positive things. 

And is that something you wanted to do? 

of course I did. 

9 
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Judy Cantrell 
cross-examination by Ms. Marto 

1 Q 

2 A 

3 Q 

And -- and did you get an opportunity to do that? 

No. 

Tell just tell me briefly some of the things you 

4 would have said. 

5 A well , first off, like my daughter, I would have 

6 apologized to the family because I definitely understand 

7 the loss of a loved one. I've lost three grandchildren. 

8 And not making light of what happened, I would have loved 

9 to have apologized to them on their behalf and showed my 

10 sorrow for them, because I am sorry. 

11 But I would have also liked to have spoken up for 

12 Jared because he was an excellent father. was he perfect? 

13 No. But he was a good father. He was a great grandson, 

14 and he was all over a good person, but he was a drug 

15 addict. 

16 Q Yes, ma'am. And do you believe those drugs was the 

17 cause of all of this. 

18 A 

19 Q 

I know they were. 

okay. Thank you, ma'am. Answer any questions the 

20 attorney general has for you. 

21 THE COURT: Mr. Richey, who is the victim that the 

22 witnesses keep referring, because it was a trafficking 

2 3 case, right? 

24 

25 

MR. RICHEY: The traffic accident. 

THE COURT: But the 30-year sentence was trafficking 

10 
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Judy Cantrell 
cross-examination by Ms. Marto 

1 methamphetamine, right? 

2 

3 

4 

MR. RICHEY: Yeah, and 25 on the other one. 

THE COURT: okay. so --

MR. RICHEY: They're alleging -- when they say victim, 

5 they're alleging the young lady that was in the car at the 

6 time of the accident. 

7 

8 

9 

THE COURT: But the charge he got 30 years on -­

MR. RICHEY: Right. 

THE COURT: -- was the trafficking in methamphetamine 

10 with no victim. 

11 

12 

13 Q 

MR. RICHEY: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: okay. 

Thank you, ma'am. Answer any questions the attorney 

14 general has for you. 

15 CROSS-EXAMINATION 

16 BY MR. MARTO 

17 Q 

18 A 

19 Q 

Good morning, ma'am. 

Good morning. 

Did you ever have any conversations with Mr. Brannon 

20 about this case? 

21 A Just the morning of when my daughter and I went to his 

22 office to see where we were supposed to go for the court 

23 proceeding. 

24 He said that he would get 20 years. I remember that 

25 conversation exactly because I spoke up and said, well, I 

11 
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Jared Childress 
Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 guess I'll never see him walk out. And his exact words was 

2 probably not. 

3 Q And so you -- you were present at the plea hearing, 

4 right? 

5 A 

6 Q 

7 A 

I'm sorry? 

You were present at the plea hearing? 

I was present at the if you call it the plea 

8 hearing, yes, when he got sentenced. 

9 Q And do you have any recollection of the solicitor 

10 stating he was pleading to a range of between seven and 30 

11 years? 

12 A 

13 Q 

I never heard that. 

okay. Are you disputing that it is reflected in the 

14 transcript based upon what you heard in court today? 

well, I hate to put it that way, but I never heard the 15 A 

16 seven to 30. I always just heard the 15 or the 20. 

17 MS. MARTO: No further questions. 

18 THE COURT: Mr. Richey. 

19 MR. RICHEY: No other questions. 

20 we call Jared. 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

12 



78
Jared Childress 
Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 JARED CHILDRESS, having been 

2 first duly sworn, testified as follows: 

3 DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. RICHEY 

4 Q 

5 A 

6 Q 

sir, will you state your name, please? 

Jar'ed Childress. 

And are you currently 1n the department of 

7 corrections? 

8 A 

9 Q 

10 A 

11 Q 

12 A 

Yes, sir. 

You've got to speak up in that mic. 

Yes, sir. 

okay. what are you 1n there for? 

Trafficking methamphetamines, failure to stop for a 

13 blue lights resulting in death and habitual traffic 

14 offender resulting in death. 

15 Q 

16 A 

17 Q 

who represented you on those charges? 

Doug Brannon. 

And you filled an application for post conviction 

18 relief because you believe he did not effectively represent 

19 you, is that correct? 

20 A 

21 Q 

Yes, sir. 

And one of the -- maybe -- the first issue is did you 

22 talk -- did you talk to Mr. Brannon sufficiently enough to 

23 your case? 

24 A I never spoke with Doug Brannon except for the 12 

25 hours before I come to court. 

13 
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Jared Childress 
Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 Q okay. Prior to coming to court, you didn't have any 

2 conversation with him. 

3 A 

4 Q 

one phone call maybe through my mother. 

okay. And that phone call, where were you at when 

5 that phone call took place? 

6 A 

7 Q 

Spartanburg county Detention Center. 

okay. Did he come to the detention center and see you 

8 prior to those 12 hours? 

9 A 

w Q 

11 A 

12 Q 

13 A 

Never. 

If did not -- did he send you discovery or something? 

would not send me my discovery in the county. 

what's that? 

He would not allow me to have my discovery in the 

14 county. He said that -- he would not send it to me. 

15 Q So how how did you get the knowledge of your case 

16 prior, I mean? 

17 A I never had none. I never had no knowledge of 

18 everything that happened with my case till 12 hours before 

19 I went to court when he visited me on Sunday to tell me 

20 that we were going to plea, the court, Monday morning. 

21 Q 

22 A 

okay. 

so I found out most of my case that day that I should 

23 have known the whole time. 

24 Q okay. so -- so you're saying he came over to the 

25 jail, sat down with you and discussed the case with you. 

14 
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Jared Childress 
Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 A Yes, on Sunday evening. 

2 Q And how long was that discussion? 

3 A Ten minutes tops. 

4 Q Ten minutes? 

5 A Probably tops, yes. 

6 Q well, you got a trafficking case, right? 

7 A Yeah. And actually he told me that that all he 

8 really told me was to expect 20 years tomorrow. He told me 

9 that I got caught with 217 grams of meth and 263 grams was 

10 in her pocketbook. So I don't really know. That's all I 

11 really heard. That's all I really got told. 

12 Q well, you understand that the state has to prove that 

13 beyond -- all of that stuff, right? 

M A 

15 Q 

16 A 

Yes, sir. 

okay. Did you have a discussion about all of that? 

I mean, no. Maybe the next day right before court 

17 here on Monday morning. Maybe when I signed the papers 

18 really quickly. 

19 Q so you didn't -- that's when you had a discussion 

20 about your constitutional rights with him. 

21 A 

22 Q 

It was too short. what we're referring to. 

well, in the plea transcript where the court asked you 

23 about you waiving these rights to a jury trial and all of 

24 that -- right --

25 A Yes, sir. 

15 
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Jared Childress 
Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 Q -- did you discuss that waiving of your rights with 

2 your lawyer? 

3 A I'm not really sure. 

4 Q okay. Did he go over the elements of each crime with 

5 you? , 

6 A I remember sitting in the room and he was explaining 

7 that my trafficking charge -- I remember him saying that 

8 this is a violent and most serious, 85 percent for that one 

9 and every other charge after that. I remember him telling 

10 me that. 

11 one of them was violent, but it wasn't most serious, 

12 so that would have been 65 percent violent. I do remember 

13 something along those lines, but I remember him telling me 

14 only one charge of mine was a lead indictment, which 

15 mattered, which was the trafficking methamphetamine. 

16 Q 

17 A 

18 Q 

19 A 

20 Q 

21 A 

22 Q 

23 A 

24 Q 

where were the drugs located? 

where were they located? 

Yeah. 

My motion says somewhere in the floor of the car. 

So they were not on you. 

No. 

was that 

No, sir. 

okay. Did you ever talk about trying to suppress the 

25 drugs at trial or anything? 

16 
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Jared Childress 
Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 A I have no idea about nothing I could have done. I 

2 wish I could have been led by my lawyer to those things. 

3 Q You didn't understand you had a right to ask to 

4 suppress. 

5 A I ~on't even know really. I still don't -- I still 

6 I'm just now fully getting to understand those type of 

7 terms. so at that time, no, I had no clue. 

8 Q okay. And you discussed in your paperwork -- you 

9 talked about a 15-year plea offer. 

W A 

11 Q 

U A 

13 Q 

Yes, sir. 

Is that correct? 

Yes, sir. 

okay. Talk to me about how you came about 

14 understanding this offer. 

15 A okay. I don't have my paper. I don't remember what 

16 day the -- I can't put dates on it. 

okay. 17 Q 

18 A But the corona virus was going on. The chief of --

19 justice or chief of -- I can't remember the right word 

20 but the guy over the whole state stated the people who were 

21 in jail is deferred if they didn't have a capital crime or 

22 have victims or c.o.v.s or stuff like that. They would be 

23 released on bond, on P.R. bonds, for the whole state to 

24 lower the jail population. 

25 so I had my mother and my grandmother and my friends. 

17 
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Jared Childress 
Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 I had everybody I know to contact Doug to say put me in for 

2 a bond. I wanted to go home for a little while. 

3 Well, he put me 1n for a bond, and so he actually done 

4 it. so I was on the bond docket for Friday for that week. 

5 I'm talking to my mother this week, and around 

6 Wednesday I talked to her. she said I got some bad news. 

7 I'm like, oh, God, what's going on. 

8 well, she told me that Doug had contacted her and told 

9 her that the solicitor had saw me on the bond docket to go 

10 on for bond and that they had said that they aren't letting 

11 me go home on bond, they have a plea ready for me and 

12 they're ready to go to court. 

13 so what was told to my mother was that they're 

14 offering me 15 years violent for my charges but if I step 

15 foot in the courtroom to attempt to go on my bond they will 

16 withdraw the 15-year plea and recommend 25 years day for 

17 day. 

18 Now, I told my mother I don't care what they said, I 

19 want to go anyway. But she -- anyway that didn't happen, 

20 and I know that he put me in for bond because he withdrew 

21 me off the bond docket without asking me if I wanted to or 

22 not. so something had to have been said for him to pull me 

23 off that docket. That's my understanding. 

24 Q 

25 A 

was that ever conveyed directly to you? 

I never was offered, never talked to Doug, never seen 

18 
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Jared Childress 
Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 Doug, so. 

2 Q so Mr. Brannon -- let me. Mr. Brannon didn't write 

3 you a letter. He didn't do anything in terms of this 

4 offer. 

5 A No. All he did was talk to my mother about us 

6 about my case that I never even gave him permission to talk 

7 to her about. 

8 Q okay. Did -- did y'all have any discussions about a 

9 plea offer -- you and Mr. Brannon -- at all? 

10 A 

11 Q 

No. Till 12 hours before court. 

okay. And tell me about those discussions that y'all 

12 had about a plea offer at that point. 

13 A 

14 Q 

Tell you about what, now? 

About the plea offer. You said you talked about 12 

15 hours before court. what did y'all talk about? 

16 A Just that, basically, he just told me to expect 20. I 

17 mean, that's -- that's all I really can remember getting 

18 out of our conversation. 

19 I found out how much methamphetamines they said I had 

20 on -- in the car. They found how much methamphetamine they 

21 said were on someone else. 

22 I mean, I didn't know nothing about my case until 

23 right then. It was a lot to take in, and then I had to try 

24 and go on and write a letter to -- I mean, I had a lot 

25 going on that day. 

19 
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Jared Childress 
Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 Q 

2 A 

He said expect 20? 

I needed to expect 20, yes. He just said -- he said 

3 I'm not saying you're going to get 20 years but I need you 

4 just be ready for that. 

5 Q 

6 A 

7 Q 

,so -- so this --

It wasn't a discussion of 30 until the next day, so. 

okay. You wanted Mr. Brannon to have your family 

8 testify in mitigation, isn't that correct? Isn't that 

9 right? 

10 A 

11 Q 

12 A 

13 Q 

on my behalf? 

Yes. 

I had a courtroom full of people here. 

okay. And did you want Mr. Brannon to give them the 

14 opportunity to speak on your behalf? 

15 A 

16 Q 

Yes, sir. 

And did you talk to him about that or did you just 

17 assume that? 

18 A I just assumed it. You know, there was a whole side 

19 of the family over here that was talking against me and 

20 saying everything they could bad for me. It'd be nice to 

21 have people saying something good for me. 

22 Q 

23 case. 

24 A 

And you believe that would have an impact in your 

I believe the judge had to look to me like, well, if 

25 his family's not going to say nothing good, there can't be 

20 
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Jared Childress 
cross-examination by Ms. Marto 

1 nothing good, so, you know, that had to have hinder me in a 

2 bad way. 

3 Q okay. And so how much total time did you have with 

4 the lawyer in preparing your case? 

5 A 

6 Q 

7 A 

8 Q 

9 A 

10 Q 

11 A 

How much time did I have -- me? 

Total time, yes. 

I was given 30 minutes, and that's giving him some. 

Thirty minutes. Did you get any letters from him? 

Never. 

No letters. You got one phone call. 

I may -- I may have got a letter, maybe. I don't 

12 think I did, but I'm going to give a maybe on that. 

13 Q 

14 A 

15 Q 

And you had one phone call. 

I connected with him one time on the phone call, yes. 

And you -- you've had a history with this lawyer, 

16 right? 

17 A 

18 Q 

I've used this lawyer before, yes. 

Right. And did that surprise you, how little contact 

19 you got? 

It surprised me, yes. 20 A 

21 Q Thank you. Answer any questions the attorney general 

22 will have. 

23 

24 

25 

21 
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l CROSS-EXAMINATION 

2 BY MR . MARTO 

3 Q Good morning, sir. 

4 A Good morning. 

5 Q ,So are you saying that you really only talked to your 

6 attorney for ten minutes the day before the plea? 

7 A 

8 Q 

9 A 

10 Q 

Absolutely. 

Nothing more? 

Never. 

so why did you feel comfortable entering a plea if you 

11 only had a 10-minute chat? 

12 A Because he's always been a great lawyer, led me in a 

13 great way and never done me wrong. And I feel like he 

14 really just throwed me for a favor later that day. 

15 Q 

16 A 

And --

That's my thoughts on the thing. I don't know really 

17 what to tell you, but I trusted my lawyer because he's 

18 always been a good lawyer. 

19 Q okay. And so you thought that he had your best 

20 interest in mind? 

21 A 

22 Q 

23 A 

I thought so. 

And that was why he was encouraging you to plead? 

Yes, ma'am. And I'd been in jail for two years, I 

24 mean, yeah. 

25 Q were you facing more time at trial? 
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1 A 

2 Q 

No. I got the maximum on everything I got. 

Now, on that 10-minute chat, what did you talk about? 

3 was it really just you have a plea hearing the next day and 

4 you needed to show up or --

5 A 'Rea 71 y, a 17 that happened is he read my fi rst page of 

6 my motion where it said that I got caught with 217 grams of 

7 methamphetamines and that Ciara Bradley had 263 grams of a 

8 white crystalline substance in her pocketbook. other than 

9 that, I mean, he looked at me and told me I had no -- I had 

10 no strategy to take this to trial, I have nothing I can do, 

11 you need to expect 20 and we'll see you in the morning. 

12 THE COURT: Ms. Marta, I have a question. 

13 Mr. Childress, I'm looking at the transcript, and 

14 Judge Hayes asked you, "Do you feel like you have had 

15 enough time to talk to him" -- that means your lawyer 

16 

17 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: "about the legal elements of the 

18 charges that you're pleading to, the facts that are behind 

19 these cases as well as any possible defenses that you might 

20 have." And you answered yes. 

21 

22 

23 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: were you telling the truth to Judge Hayes? 

THE WITNESS: I mean, I was just really -- this is 

24 a -- you know, this is a scary situation. I'm really just 

25 answering yes just to go along with the proceedings to get 
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1 my plea to get what he was trying to tell me. I mean, this 

2 15 

3 THE COURT: You said yes to Judge Hayes, but that 

4 really was not the truth. 

5 , THE WITNESS: I'm just saying yes because that's 

6 really just the answer you have to say for, you know, 

7 the -- the proceeding. If I would've said no, it was not 

8 my plea, right, is the way I understand it and what I was 

9 told. If I'd said no to any question, it stops my plea. 

10 

11 Q 

12 A 

13 Q 

THE COURT: Ms. Marta. 

so you really wanted to plead, sir? 

Ma'am? 

You didn't want to go to trial, correct? You wanted 

14 to plead. 

15 A I wanted a fair day. I don't want to say that I 

16 didn't want to plead, yeah. I wanted to. I wanted a 

17 better deal. Yes. I would have went to trial, yes. 

18 Q You just wish you'd got a lesser sentence when you 

19 pled? 

20 A I wish I would've got what I was offered, if he 

21 would've brought me what I was offered. 

22 Q was your attorney ever promising that you would get 20 

23 years or 

24 A Not even saying 30. I mean, I'm not saying 20. I'm 

25 saying I wanted the -- the chance to get the 15, the 15 
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1 that was recommended for me. so that's the whole point of 

2 everything here. 

3 Q when were you told about the 15-year offer? 

4 A I never was told by him because he never brought it to 

5 me, but right before my bond, before I got removed from the 

6 bond, which is -- I can't remember the day. I don't have 

7 my papers. But that week, I mean, I know that something 

8 was said because I was removed from the bond docket without 

9 telling him to remove me from the bond docket. 

10 so he didn't communicate with me none there. I mean, 

11 that's my choice, if I just want to go to bond and then 

12 give my 25 years day for day. That should have been my 

13 choice. It wasn't his to make; it wasn't my mom's to make. 

14 But they both knew about it. I didn't. 

15 Q Mr. Brannon never told you you would get a 15-year 

16 offer, correct? 

17 A No. He never offered it to me, never brought it to 

18 me, no. 

19 Q Do you recall the state saying you were pleading to a 

20 range of between seven and 30 years at the hearing? 

21 A 

22 Q 

Do I remember that? Yes. 

And you still decided to go forward with your plea 

23 regardless, right? 

24 A 

25 Q 

Yes, to expect 20 years. Yes. 

okay. so at the hearing you were informed and you 
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1 decided to plead anyway knowing you could get up to 30 

2 years. 

3 A 

4 Q 

Yes, I mean, yeah. 

And, again, you didn't -- you were never shown any of 

5 the discovery or evidence or anything like that? 

6 A No. Never. wasn't allowed to have it. That's what 

7 he told me. He would not send it to me in the county, no. 

8 Q okay. And he never showed up to review it with you in 

9 person. 

10 A Right. Before Sunday evening to go to court Monday 

11 morning. I don't really see how that'd be fair. 

12 Q okay. And at the plea hearing the judge walked you 

13 through all of the rights you were waiving, correct? 

14 A 

15 Q 

16 A 

17 Q 

Yes, ma'am. 

You knew you were waiving all of those rights. 

And my non-being led way, yes, I mean. 

And you informed the court that you were pleading 

18 freely and voluntarily? 

19 A 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

I did inform the court of that, yes. 

MS. MARTO: No further questions. 

THE COURT: Mr. Richey. 

MR. RICHEY: No other questions. 

we call Mr. Brannon. 
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Direct examination by Mr. Richey 

1 NORMAN DOUGLAS BRANNON, having 

2 been first duly sworn, testified as follows: 

3 DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. RICHEY 

4 Q sir, could you state your name, please? 

5 A 'Norman Douglas Brannon. 

6 Q And, Mr. Brannon, are you a practicing attorney in 

7 Spartanburg county? 

8 A 

9 Q 

I am. 

And did you have occasion to represent Jared 

10 Childress? 

11 A I did on multiple occasions, but specifically, yes, as 

12 to this case, yes. 

13 Q And I'm going to go through these kind of in an order 

14 deal and ask you about it. The first thing is the 

15 testimony. How many -- did you go to the jail to see him? 

16 A 

17 Q 

went to the jail to see him three times. 

Three times. And -- and do you -- do you have any 

18 reason why he would say you only came once? 

19 well, let me ask it this way. was one of those times 

20 the day before the plea hearing? 

21 A 

22 Q 

It was, yes. 

okay. And so it's your testimony there are two other 

23 times that you 

24 A 

25 Q 

correct. 

-- physically went down there. 
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1 A 

2 Q 

correct. 

And -- and when you went down there did you discuss --

3 what did you discuss with him? 

4 A well, the first time that I went to see him was --

5 see, he actually did have a bond hearing. Let me correct 

6 that. He had a hearing to revoke his bond on charges -- he 

7 was -- he was out on bond for other charges when we entered 

8 this plea, and he was on probation. 

9 we had a hearing 1n front of Judge Keith Kelly and 

10 they did not revoke his bond or revoke his probation. They 

11 left him in the Spartanburg county Detention center. 

12 I did not file for a bond initially. That was a 

13 revocation hearing. So I met him the day before that 

14 hearing to talk about that hearing. I did not want him to 

15 go to D.O.C. because then I wouldn't be able to communicate 

16 with him or meet with him. And Judge Kelly left him here 

17 in Spartanburg. 

18 Q okay. And so -- so what was the second time that you 

19 went? 

20 A The second time was after I got the first group or 

21 first production of discovery materials. 

22 Q 

23 A 

24 Q 

25 A 

okay. And did you go over that information with him? 

With what I had, yes. 

okay. And did he request a copy of them? 

He did and I -- and of his testimony that is -- that 
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1 is truth. I do not give defendants who are incarcerated in 

2 any detention center their discovery because the next thing 

3 you know their cellmate is a witness against them. And 

4 that's exactly what I told Jared. 

5 Q ' okay. You told him that you had a reason for not 

6 giving him that. 

7 A 

8 Q 

That's correct, yes. 

And in -- in terms of the drug case, was there a 

9 argument that could have been made for suppressing any of 

10 those drugs? 

11 A There may have been, yes, but what you need to 

12 understand is the very first time that I met with him this 

13 was a plea. He told me straight up I'm guilty, I'm going 

14 to pay my price. 

15 Now, but keep in mind also that he told me that he 

16 didn't believe that the victim's family -- the victim of 

17 the traffic-accident's family -- would be angry at him. 

18 They believed that -- he believed that they would be 

19 sympathetic to him. okay. That's what my notes indicate 

20 from the first meeting with him. 

21 Q Do you recall -- Mr. Childress testified about this 

22 15-year offer, talking to mom. At any point did you say I 

23 believe that he could get 15 because Mr. -- because by 

24 Mr. Childress' testimony there was no direct offer from 

25 you. But do you know why this 15 years is out there like 
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1 this? 

2 A Absolutely. I made an offer to Jennifer Jordan to 

3 resolve all of these cases for 15 years. I made that offer 

4 and it was rejected. 

5 In response Ms. Jordan allowed me to pick my judge and 

6 gave me the sentencing range of seven to 30. 

7 okay. I made the offer of 15, which was flatly 

8 rejected by the solicitor's office. 

9 Q And did you discuss that with his mom that you made 

10 that? 

11 A There was a conversation with -- I thought it was his 

12 mother and his grandmother. They came in the office. 

13 But -- but that offer was flatly rejected. I guess I 

14 misspoke. It wasn't flatly rejected. It was no but I'll 

15 give you seven to 30. 

16 Q In terms of the -- you were ,n the courtroom when his 

17 mom and grandma testified. 

18 A 

19 Q 

Yes. 

Do you -- do you know why they were not called as 

20 witnesses? 

21 A I do. And -- and let me tell you. The meeting the 

22 night before the plea, it took -- it was -- it was an hour 

23 or more. okay. And we talked about the letter that he 

24 read the next day to the family. we talked about that 

25 letter, and the conversation was I don't want this to be 
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cross-examination by Ms. Marto 

1 about me. 

2 okay. His mom and his grandmother, and I believe the 

3 mother of his children or two of his children, were in the 

4 courtroom. But he said I don't want this to be about me. 

5 And when in my recitation to Judge Hayes, I said you're not 

6 going to hear anything about him today, he doesn't want 

7 this to be about him, he wants it to be about her, that was 

8 it. And that's why I didn't ask the mother or the 

9 grandmother to speak. 

w Q okay. Let me ask you. You said the meeting before. 

11 who was at that meeting? You said at the meeting we 

12 discussed that, what you just referred to. 

13 A 

M Q 

Just he and I. 

okay. You and him. 

15 A Yes. 

16 Q okay. And -- and that didn't include then the 

17 grandmother or the mother. 

18 A 

19 Q 

20 A 

21 Q 

22 was? 

23 A 

No. 

okay. 

But I did speak to them that -- the next morning. 

okay. And did you inform them about what the strategy 

I don't know that I did, but I did not ask them to 

24 speak. I don't know that the strategy was -- I don't know 

25 that it was necessary for me to disclose to them. 
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1 Q so this case -- when you saw him -- this from your 

2 position, this was never a trial. He wanted to plead and 

3 get what he was going to get. 

4 A He did. That's correct, yes. 

5 Q And so y'all didn't -- so he didn't ask you questions 

6 about any strategies in the case. 

7 A None whatsoever. 

8 Q Suppressing the drugs and all of that. 

9 A It was a -- it was a plea from the get-go, and I told 

10 Judge Hayes that in my recitation to the court. 

11 Q Answer any questions the attorney general will have 

12 for you. 

13 CROSS-EXAMINATION 

14 BY MS. MARTO 

15 Q 

16 

17 A 

18 Q 

19 A 

Good afternoon, sir. 

Now, you gave a statement in mitigation. 

I did. 

And generally what did that consist of? 

That he truly loved this young lady, that he wanted to 

20 give her the world. He certainly didn't intend to take it 

21 away from her. 

22 I told the Court about his children. I told the court 

23 about -- I mean, he had on the day of his plea been in jail 

24 for 755 days. He got his G.E.D. in jail and he took every 

25 single course or -- or therapy session that was available 
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1 to him. 

2 I thought that was important for Judge Hayes to know. 

3 But he didn't -- he didn't -- he did not want it to be 

4 about him. 

5 Q' was he dating the deceased victim at the time? 

6 A He was. 

7 Q And so he felt bad for taking her life and didn't want 

8 more attention on that, right? 

9 A what -- what I knew was that he had been arrested 

10 shortly before the traffic accident. The victim is the one 

11 who bonded him out of jail on that charge. And it was that 

12 statement. He said she bonded me out of jail, they won't 

13 be mad at me. okay. 

14 Q Now, and, again, you told Mr. Childress that it was 

15 you that was making the 15-year offer and then that the 

16 state rejected it. 

17 A I told him that I made the offer and that it was 

18 rejected, yes. 

19 Q And all discovery you received you reviewed with Mr. 

20 Childress. 

21 A I did I did. In fact, I remember when he came to 

22 the pictures, he didn't want to see them. 

23 Q And he had -- from your understanding he had a full 

24 understanding of what he was pleading to, correct? 

25 A Without hesitation. I had the code sections in my 
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1 file where I went over each of the charges, the potential 

2 sentencing ranges, the elements to each charge. 

3 I went over his constitutional rights, what he would 

4 waive. And keep in mind I had represented him in the past 

5 where he entered a guilty plea. And I went over those 

6 rights at that time. 

And then the Court went over his rights again. 

Absolutely. 

7 Q 

8 A 

9 Q okay. And he had a full understanding he was pleading 

10 up to 30 years in prison? 

A I certainly believed he did. 

Q was that communicated to him by you? 

A Yes. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

Q And that was communicated to him by the court? 

A That is correct. But he did ask what do I 

16 I'm sure that I did say you need to expect 20. 

But you never promised him 20. 

Absolutely not. 

think, and 

17 Q 

18 A 

19 Q And, again, it was Mr. Childress' decision not to have 

20 his mom and grandma testify or speak at the plea hearing. 

21 A I don't know that that's a truthful statement. I 

22 mean, he did not want this plea to be about him, and I took 

23 from that that the only person that should speak would be 

24 him. And he wrote it out. okay. 

25 MS. MARTO: No further questions. 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

THE COURT: Mr. Richey. 

MR. RICHEY: No other questions. 

THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Brannon. 

THE WITNESS: May I be excused, Your Honor? 

THE COURT: Yes, sir. 

THE WITNESS: Thank you. 

(whereupon, the witness was excused.) 

MR. RICHEY: No other witnesses, Your Honor. 

MS. MARTO: No witnesses. 

THE COURT: Argument, Mr. Richey? 

MR. RICHEY: Your Honor, it is our position that 

12 Mr. Childress is entitled to a new trial. what I base that 

13 on is the first issue in terms of discussing the case with 

14 Mr. Childress. 

15 I will tell the court that this is a case where he got 

16 a seven to 30-year range and there was a death in a traffic 

17 exam. 

18 so this was a substantial case in terms of what I 

19 perceived to be the evidence, the penalty and those type of 

20 things. And I think Mr. Childress testified that the 

21 lawyer saw him 12 hours before the trial. 

22 okay. And I would think that would be insufficient 

23 for this type of case with -- and the evidence in this 

24 case. 

25 But Mr. Brannon's testimony, I think, to a way 
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1 corroborated Mr. Childress' testimony 1n that Mr. Brannon 

2 says he went and saw him three times. 

3 The first time Mr. Brannon was, like, I saw him about 

4 the revocation from previous charges. so we know that 

5 .visit was about the other case. 

6 And the second visit Mr. Brannon said that he 

7 discussed the case with him. Now, this is a lot of 

8 information in these type of cases. 

9 He did not allow the client to have discovery. 

10 That's -- so the client did not have the ability to read 

11 the documents. And so it's our position that that -- that 

12 he should be granted a new trial. 

13 As to this offer that was being bantered around, I 

14 would say, Your Honor, that -- that my client testified 

15 that he believed the offer was made. But I think the 

16 testimony of Mr. Brannon, he said expect 20. 

17 Now, I don't think there was any guarantee of 20 but 

18 he expected that, and he said you can expect that. 

19 But I do believe in this particular case the amount of 

20 time that was spent with him could be deemed insufficient. 

21 And I realize Mr. Brannon testified that the case was going 

22 to be a plea from the start, and I'm familiar with that 

23 process, but in this case where you have a traffic fatality 

24 and you have this much drugs and the client is not given 

25 the discovery that he --
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1 THE COURT: Well, but he was shown -- well, Mr. 

2 Brannon testified he was shown the discovery, correct? 

3 The -- the issue is whether or not he had a copy to 

4 keep. 

5 MR. RICHEY: well --

6 THE COURT: That's a pretty common policy, is it not, 

7 among the criminal defense bar for the reason Mr. Brannon 

8 explained, that if you give a copy of the discovery, then 

9 the cellmate or the other inmates suddenly become witnesses 

10 for the state and they know the facts of your case from the 

11 discovery? 

12 MR. RICHEY: well, I would say my position on that has 

13 been over the years that the client has a right to his 

14 files unless it's unreasonable. 

15 so if the client requests his file at the jail, I 

16 don't believe the lawyer can decline that. I think the 

17 lawyer has to give it to him with the caveat, because I 

18 think there's a number of cases -- we get them all of the 

19 time -- about the file is the client's property and dah, 

20 dah, dah. 

21 And so you -- my position is -- and I understand Mr. 

22 Brannon's position. I understand that position. But my 

23 position is if the client requests a file, I mean, you 

24 don't have any way of really not giving it to them, but I 

25 can appreciate Mr. Brannon's position on that. 
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1 THE COURT: Even -- even if that's correct, in order 

2 for me to grant the P.C.R., I have to believe your client 

3 would have not pled guilty and gone to trial if he'd seen 

4 the discovery, correct? 

5 ' MR. RICHEY: Yeah. Well, I think you'd -- you'd have 

6 to find that -- that he didn't have enough information 

7 about his case to make an informed plea. 

8 THE COURT: Right. But -- but then he -- but if he 

9 would have pled anyway if he'd been fully informed, then 

lo h I • h 7 t ere s no P.C.R., rig t. 

MR. RICHEY: well, if well, see, we jump 

because we don't know what he would have done if 

informed because under this logic he was not. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

THE COURT: Well, to wrap up, wouldn't the 

discovery -- had he gotten the discovery, what in 

16 discovery would have changed his mind? 

the hurdle 

he's fully 

the 

17 MR. RICHEY: Well, Judge, at -- at this stage of the 

18 game he could have suppressed, moved to suppress, the 

19 drugs. 

20 I mean, he could've -- he could've had a full-blown 

21 suppression hearing. And I don't know if he even got the 

22 discovery. The dope wasn't found on him. It was in the 

23 car; it was on the person. 

24 I mean, he could've had a suppression hearing and 

25 said, hey, I was not in possession of the drugs because it 
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1 wasn't found. 

2 Now, the success of it, who knows, but he could've 

3 made an argument, and you only make those arguments unless 

4 you have the discovery and you can discuss it with the 

5 'client. And that's his position, is, hey, I didn't have 

6 the stuff, I requested it but I didn't have it. 

7 And I found, oh, and I just believe that if the client 

8 has the file and they're able to sit down and for 700 days 

9 and look at their stuff, you know, then they'd be 

10 they'll be more informed. 

11 And I appreciate Mr. Brannon's position that he takes, 

12 and I know a lot of people that take that position. I'm 

13 not one. 

14 The client requests a file, I give it to them with a 

15 caveat, hey, man, it's your file, I believe that I'm 

16 required to give you a copy of your file. But I can give 

17 you a caveat don't spread it on dah, dah, dah. But -- but 

18 if you request it, it's my position that you're going to 

19 get it. 

20 For this particular reason, is because now the client 

21 always in these cases, they come in and say I never had the 

22 file, I never reviewed it, the lawyer -- because really 

23 and I will say this about state grand jury cases. This is 

24 the problem we have when when you can't go down there 

25 and show them the file. we always say, look, we got in 
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1 those cases thousands of pages of discovery. I mean, I 

2 can't go down there and sit with the man for a week to go 

3 over this stuff. 

4 And that's the problem we run into. And when we get 

5, in this environment when the client doesn't have that file 

6 and he's down there 700 days, then we get into this type of 

7 issue. 

8 THE COURT: Mr. Richey, the difficulty I have and I'm 

9 sure you can understand me, he told Judge Hayes he wanted 

10 to plead. 

MR. RICHEY: Yes, sir. 11 

12 THE COURT: He told Judge Hayes he'd had enough time 

13 to talk to the lawyer. He told Judge Hayes he had seen 

14 everything he needed to see. And now he's coming back and 

15 telling me that wasn't the truth and he wants another bite 

16 at the apple because he doesn't like the sentence he got. 

17 That's a tough argument. 

18 MR. RICHEY: well, Your Honor, I -- if -- if it's 

19 couched in that manner, very tough, but when we look at it 

20 from the evidence presented today is we know he did not 

21 review his entire discovery. we know that. 

22 I just say that and -- and so under that theory the 

23 lawyer gave the information, this is what it takes for you 

24 to plead, and he's just saying today that he would have 

25 liked to have more time. 
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1 THE COURT: okay. Let me ask it this way. 

2 would you agree with me that a defendant can go 1n 

3 front of a judge and say, Judge, I don't want to see the 

4 discovery, I've not seen it and I don't want to see it, I 

5 , want to plead right now? And the judge can take that plea, 

6 right? 

7 MR. RICHEY: I would agree if the defendant says, 

8 Judge, I know the facts, I've seen the -- I don't want to 

9 see the discovery, if he's 

10 I will agree with that. 

if he's that matter of fact, 

11 THE COURT: Isn't that basically what Mr. Childress 

12 told Judge Hayes? 

13 MR. RICHEY: No. see, Judge, I don't -- I don't think 

14 he told him I seen everything that I need to see because 

15 the lawyer presented it to him, but I'm just saying in this 

16 particular process I just think the client should have his 

17 file and so he can make a reasonable decision that, hey, 

18 this is your stuff, I got it, you down here for 700 days. 

19 If they get it and testify against you, that's on you. 

20 But I believe under the rules when a client makes a 

21 reasonable request for their file and we get all of 

22 these letters from the jail about in-re Hadden and all of 

23 this stuff that the file is given to them, they review it 

24 and we don't have this issue that we have. 

25 THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Richey. 
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1 Ms. Marto. 

2 MS. MART0: Yes. Your Honor, may it please the court. 

3 For the first issue being that his attorney, I guess, 

4 didn't meet with him enough, I think that the case law 

~ establishes that brevity of time spent in consultation with 

6 counsel alone isn't sufficient enough to find a plea 

7 invalid. 

8 And the state's argument would be that it's not 

9 credible that Mr. Childress would spend all of ten minutes 

10 talking to his attorney over the course of two years and 

11 then enter a plea of this magnitude. 

12 And so Mr. Brannon discussed the fact that during 

13 those meetings he had several. He did discuss all of his 

14 rights, all of his charges, all of his discovery. 

15 The only discovery Mr. Brannon said that Mr. Childress 

16 didn't see were photographs. And that wasn't because Mr. 

17 Brannon was unwilling to show them to him but because 

18 Mr. Childress decided not to see them. And that is his 

19 right. 

20 As Your Honor pointed out, it's not incumbent upon 

21 counsel to provide a copy of the discovery, especially 

22 given the fact that he had a strategic decision in not 

23 wanting his client's cellmate to testify against him at a 

24 trial, thereby inhibiting the ability to secure any plea 

25 offer, a favorable sentence at all. 
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1 Additionally, I think that the offer -- concerning the 

2 offer, counsel credibly testified that the only person 

3 extending a specific year offer in this case was Mr. 

4 Brannon himself. He extended it to the state and that was 

5' rejected by the state. Instead, what was given in return 

6 was a seven-to-30-year sentence. 

7 He may have been told to expect 20 years, but he 

8 certainly wasn't promised that he would be serving 20 

9 years. And the record shows that he pled to a range of 

10 seven to 30 years imprisonment. 

11 Additionally, Mr. Brannon did deploy any mitigation 

12 strategy in painting him as a sympathetic person who just 

13 killed a loved one and that he had taken the steps in 

14 prison to better himself through getting a G.E.D. and 

15 taking classes, and has also stated that Mr. Childers 

16 indicated he didn't want the plea hearing to be about him, 

17 likely because he still loved this woman that died as a 

18 result of the crime that was committed. 

19 And so it would be the state's position that these 

20 witnesses wouldn't mitigate this fact, likely would not 

21 lead to a lesser sentence in this regard, and therefore 

22 prejudice isn't found and that Mr. Brannon did act 

23 reasonably in deploying the mitigation strategy he used. 

24 And so for these reasons we request you deny the 

25 relief. 
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THE 

MR. 

THE 

MS. 

END 

COURT: Mr. Richey, any reply? 

RICHEY: Nothing in response, Your Honor. 

COURT: I'll take this matter under advisement. 

MARTO: Thank you, Your Honor. 

OF REQUESTED TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG 

Jared Childress, #375636, 
Applicant, 

v. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

State of South Carolina, ) 
Respondent. ) 

IN Tiffi COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
FOR THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

Case No.: 2021-CP-42-03644 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

~ 
~ p ~- -~~ ~ :::Sf" G') 

'l:;'.~ ~c I 
".).,;:le, "' .c. c:. •:'\ 
,.:?Jc, ~ C) ,., ..;-

S c:io. 't~ ~ -..! -1 ~ ,- C ~ c..,:, 
.-7 0 :;:., This matter comes before this Court by way of Applicant's post-conviction relief -<-

application filed October 26, 2021. Respondent made its return on February 8, 2022, requesting 
.__,,/. an evidentiary hearing be convened. An evidcntiary hearing was held on June 6, 2022, at the 

Spartanburg County Courthouse. Rodney W. Richey, Esquire, represented Applicant. Assistant 
Attorney General Chelsey F. Marlo represented Respondent. 

Applicant testified on his own behalf at the evidentiary hearing. Counsel N. Douglas 
Brannon also testified. After reviewing all records and evidence before this Court, this Court 
finds Applicant cannot meet his requisite burden of proof of establishing he is entitled to post• 
conviction relief and denies and dismisses this application with prejudice. Findings of fact and 
conclusions of law are set forth below. 

Procedural History 

Applicant is presently confined in the South Carolina Department of Corrections pursuant 
to orders of commitment from the Spartanburg County Clerk of Court. During its June 2019 
tem1, the Spartanburg County Grand Jury indicted Applicant for habitual traffic offender (2019· 
GS-42-3016), failure to stop at a blue light (2019-GS-42-3252), trafficking in methamphctamine 
(2019-GS-42-3253), and habitual traffic offender causing death (2019-GS-42-3254). During its 
July 2019 term, the Spartanburg County Grand Jury indicted Applicant for possession of a stolen 
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vehicle (20 I 9-GS-42-3896). Applicant was represented by N. Douglas Brannon, Esquire. 
Assistant Solicitor Jennifer A. Jordan of the Seventh Circuit Solicitor's Office prosecuted the 
case. On April 19, 2021, Applicant appeared before the Honorable J. Mark Hayes, If, circuit 
court judge, and pied guilty to five indictments and to negotiated concurrent sentences ranging 
from seven to thirty years' imprisonment. Judge Hayes sentenced Applicant to thirty years' 
imprisonment for trafficking in metharnphetaminc, twenty-five years' imprisonment for failure 
to stop for a blue light, twenty years' imprisonment for habitual traffic offender resulting in 

death, and five years' imprisonment for both habitual traffic offender and possession of a stolen 
vehicle, sentences running concurrently. Judge Hayes also revoked Applicant's probation in full. 
Applicant did not pursue a direct appeal. 

Summary of Relevant Facts 

Concerning the habitual traffic offender without death and possession of a stolen vehicle 
offenses, on February 24, 2019, Applicant was driving a vehicle reported stolen earlier in the 

month. (Tr. 11 ). Applicant was driving the vehicle when seen by Deputy Barton who was at a 
residence on that road. (Tr. l l ). The deputy was not in his vehicle and, therefore, was unable to 
stop Applicant. (Tr. l l ). However, he conferred with several witnesses who stated Applicant left 
on the motorcycle in the same direction the officer saw the motorcycle. (Tr. 11 ). Later !hat day, 
the deputy saw the same motorcycle at the defendant's house and saw him wearing similar 
clothing to what he was seen in earlier. (Tr. I!). A records check showed Applicant was noticed 
and declared a habitual traffic offender from May 7, 2015, to 2020. (fr. I 1-12). When asked why 
he entered the home upon seeing !he officer, Applicant stated he went inside to put his keys up, 
hoping he would not g:et charged as a habitual offender. (Tr. 12). ~ ~ 

>c, ~ Two days later, former Deputy Cody Steiner received a noise complaint c11~fr~a 71 -_,, 2 ,,,_ C,"') ...,_ 

~ C:J;,t t ---< c::: O <.O i -:,- ;o"TI !""'M 
nG>O :,:,. ;II 
0 r'.> Q :;i: 'i-"1 "QC: ...., Page 2 of I 6 '" c::: ;;: '?. __ , 
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trailer. (Tr. 12). He knew Applicant and Kenneth Bradley were cul!ently living in the location. 
(Tr. l 2-13). Previous reports indicated Applicant may have stolen a gray/black Toyota car and 
may be in possession ofmethamphetarnine. (Tr. 12-13). A vehicle passed the deputy when he 
was sitting stationary. (Tr. 13). The vehicle immediately increased its speed and failed to stop at 
the stop sign. (Tr. 13 ). The officer began following the vehicle, which was traveling at a high 
rate of speed. (Tr. 13). The officer observed a large amount of black smoke coming from the 
passenger side of the vehicle, which was seemingly rooted in a passenger tire being blown due to 
the driver being unable to control the vehicle. (Tr. 13). The vehicle went left of center two times, 
made a right tum on a dead-end road, and travelled through a residential yard when attempting to 
tum aro.und. (Tr. 13-14). The officer activated his blue lights and saw the suspect after he had 
wrecked his car in the middle of the intersection. {Tr. 14). When he approached, Applicant took 
off down the road, ultimately crashing into an 18-whecler. (Tr. 14). Ciara Bradley was a 
passenger in that vehicle. (Tr. 14). 

Body-camera footage was entered into evidence at the plea hearing. (Tr. 14-15). Twenty­
five seconds in a crash sound occurred. (Tr. 15). The officer parked his vehicle and went up to 
the vehicle. (Tr. 15). The officer spotted a large amount ofmethamphctaminc five- or six­
minutes in. (Tr. 15). The baggie contained 184.56 grams ofmethamphetamine and an additional 
10.5 grams of metharnphetamine was also recovered. (Tr. 15). White powder was recovered 
from a purse that belonged to the victim. (Tr. 15). Passenger Ciara Bradley passed away from her 
injuries resultingfrom the crash. (Tr. 15-16). 

Current Action Before this Court 
L1 ~ ., ...., ln his current PCR application, Applicant alleges he is being held in custo~ ~lai/;.tlly i1 

-,~r-1 C: -::,,.._?J 0-;) ---because of ineffective assistance of counsel in that: =< 6"' 1 t 
..,- CO v::, ·"'M 
,"'. :;:J 
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I. Ineffective assistance of counsel. 
a. Petitioner would have accepted the State's more favorable offer of 15 years had Counsel informed Petitioner of offer. 
b. Failed to adequately communicate to Petitioner that the State 15-year plea offer would be withdrawn if the petitioner chose to attend the bond hearing, the State would recommend 25 years day for day. c. Failed to call character witness at plea trial. 1 

i. Petitioner's mother, grandmother, mother of children, and frie~were -all there to give testimony on Petitioner's behalf. tP <;:l, - , ;. . • ,c Cl 'f!: ,:.,,. ~\": ~ < At the PCR hearing, Applicant proceeded forward on the following allegatio~l.p- , ' ·"\\ 7~~?- .;p · .. A I. Ineffective Assistance of Counsel. 
a. Brevity of time in consultation. 
b. Failure to properly mitigate the sentence. 
c. Failure to provide a copy of the discovery to Applicant. 
d. Failure to convey fifteen-year plea offer. 

2. Involuntary plea. 
a. Failure to discuss charges. 
b. Telling him to expect a twenty-year sentence. 

·-;,.. ~ 9., ~ ,._, 
'Z~(l ~ 
.{! 't. ~ <?--%~, ~ 

';:,. ..... ~ --

All other allegations raised in his initial application and amendments are deemed waived 
and abandoned and, accordingly, will not be addressed in this order. 

Summary of the Testimony 

Mo/lier's Teslim011y 

Applicant's mother testified at the PCR hearing. She stated she did not speak on her son's 
behalf at the PCR hearing. She stated she wished she had had the opportunity to speak because 
she would have apologized to the victim's family. She stated she never talked to Counsel about 
being a mitigating witness during sentencing. 

On cross-examination, Applicant's mother stated that she talked to Counsel about 
Applicant's sentence .. However, she stated she was unaware of the sentencing range Applicant 
pied to. She stated she never talked to Counsel about speaking during sentencing because she did 

1 Respondent interprets this allegation as a failure to call character witnesses in mitigation of the sentence. 
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not know proper court procedure. 

Grandmother's Testimony 

Applicant's grandmother testified that she was present at the plea hearing. She stated that, 

if asked, she would have said positive things about Applicant during sentencing. She stated she 

would have said Applicant is a good father and great grandson. On cross-examination, she stated 

that the only conversations she had with Counsel revolved around Counsel telling her where to 

go for the plea hearing. She stated she did not recall being informed of the seven- to thirty-year 

range Applicant pied to. 

Applicant Testimony 

Applicant testified he believed Counsel did not effectively represent him. Applicant 

testified that he never had any conversations with Counsel prior to arriving at the courthouse on 

the day of the pica. Applicant stated he may have had one phone conversation hcfore the plea, 

but that he first met Counsel the morning ofthe plea. He stated that they had a ten-minute 

conversation about the ease on the Sunday before the plea. Applicant slated that he never 

received any discovery. Applicant stated he was unsure whether he discussed the rights he was 

waiving with Counsel. Applicant stated that the only charge he discussed with Counsel was the 

lead indictment. He stated that the drugs were found on the floor. He stated that he did not ask 

Counsel to suppress any of the evidence because he did not know he could ask for Counsel to do 

that. Applicant stated he contacted Counsel about being on the bond list because of COVID-19. 

He stated that Counsel took him off the bond list. He staled that Counsel spoke to his mother 

without his permission about the case. Applicant stated that Counsel told him to cxpei:t a twgity-,,,. ., _, ..... -~· ~ ~ year sentence about twelve~ prior to the plea. Applicant stated that he wanted C~el ·I!:'!: ,i 
~>~ G') --contact his family to speak in mitigation at the sentencing hearing. He stated that bt~t-itis I 
:<::o . rn r, G') 0 ,,,. 
o oq :x r-"I xoc - "-,_,,/ c:: ;o 9. 
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-1 C) Page 5 of 16 -< 



116

would have led to him getting a lesser sentence. 

On cross-examination, Applicant stated he pied because he trusted Counsel and thought 

he had his best interest in mind. Applicant stated that the day before the plea hearing Counsel 

told him to expect twenty years and read off the indictments. Applicant stated that he wished he 

received the fifteen-year offer Applicant stated he was told of. Applicant stated he knew he was 

pleading to a range between seven and thirty years but decided to plead anyway. He stated he 

was not allowed lo have his discovery. Applicant stated he informed the pica court that he was 

pleading freely and voluntarily. 

Collnsel Testimony 

Counsel testified that he visited Applicant at the jail about three times, one of which was 

the day before the plea. Counsel testified that Applicant had a probation revocation hearing at the 

same time. Cow1sel testified that he does not give his incarcerated clients a personal copy of 

discovery while their cases are pending to avoid their cellmatcs from becoming a State's witness 

at trial. However, he stated that discovery was shown to Applicant prior to the pica. Counsel 

stated that there was an argument for suppressing the evidence in this case, but Applicant 

decided to plead instead. Counsel testified that Applicant always wanted to plead. Counsel 

testified that he contacted the State about a potential fifteen-year pica offer, but this was rejected 

by the Solicitor's office. Counsel testified that the Solicitor's office offered a pica to a range of 

seven to thirty years' imprisonment. Counsel testified that he did oot contact Applicant's family 

about speaking at sentencing because Applicant did not want the plea hearing to be about him. 

Counsel testified that this case was never going to go to trial. 
<I> ~ 
:u "" On cross-examination, Counsel testified that his mitigation strategy at the pJiiiilii'earj;ilg -M 

.,., -'-rm c: I 1 
4 ► ~ ea, --was to illustrate that Applicant took therapy session and obtained his GED when ~ .@i;Colll:Jsel r 
:E--i,, m . - ' nG>C'l ~ • 
c;,r.,O - .-, xg~ 0 \J ' .. 2 .... w 
~ 0 
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testified that Applicant was dating the victim previously and felt bad for taking her life. Counsel 

testified he told Applicant that he was the one that made the fifteen-year offer and that this was 

rejected by the State. Counsel testified that Applicant seemingly understood what he was 

pleading to. Counsel testified that the Court informed Applicant that he was pleading to a seven­

to thirty-year sentence and that he never promised Applicant a twenty-year sentence. 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

This Court has had the opportunity to review the record in its entirety and has heard the 

testimony and arguments presented at the PCR hearing. Before this Court arc the Spartanburg 

County Clerk of Court Records, Applicant's South Carolina Department of Corrections Records, 

the plea transcript, and this PCR action's records. This Court has further had the opportunity to 

observe each witness who testified al the hearing, and to closely pass upon their credibility. This 

Court has weighed the testimony accordingly. Set forth below arc the relevant findings of fact 

and conclusion oflaw as required by South Carolina Code Annotated Section 17-27-80 (2003). 

Ineffective Assistance of Co1111sel 

In a PCR action, the applicant bears the burden of proving allegations contained in the 

application. B11l{er v. State, 286 S.C. 441,334 S.E.2d 813 (1985). When an applicant asserts 

ineffective assistance of counsel as a ground for relief, the applicant must show "counsel's 

conduct so undermined the proper functioning of the adversarial process that [it] cannot be relied 

upon as having produced a just result" Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 686 (l 984); 

Butler, 286 S.C. at 442,334 S.E.2d at 814. Ineffective assistance of counsel is governed by the 

Sixth Amendment, as explained by the United States Supreme Court in Strickland v. 
(j') 1'-..l Washington. ::g ~ 
::;., (') r-,..) 

~r- pi 
Pursuant to the first prong of the Strickland analysis, the applicant must p~il: \;;l.f~ 

-<ro~ I 
.... co I..O :.:: ;o~ri 

,, 
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counsel's performance was deficient. Id. at 686; Cherry v. State, 300 S.C. 115, 117,386 S.E.2d 

624, 625 (1989). To show deficiency, the applicant must prove by a preponderance of the 

evidence that counsel's actions fell outside of the zone of"rcasonablencss under prevailing 

professional norms." Strickland, 466 U.S. at 688. See also Rule 71.l(e), SCRCP ("The applicant 

has the burden of establishing his entitlement to relief by a preponderance of the evidence."). 

Reasonableness is determined by the "variety of circumstances faced by defense counsel or the 

range of legitimate decisions regarding how to best represent a criminal defendant," and the 

scope of the reasonableness inquiry is limited to facts counsel had available at the time of 

representation. id. at 689. "Counsel is strongly presumed to have rendered adequate assistance 

and made all significant decisions in the exercise ofrcasonable professional judgment." 

Yarborough v, Gentry, 540 U.S. l, S (2003) (citing Strickland, 466 U.S. at 690). Judicial scrutiny 

of counsel's performance remains highly deferential towards defense counsel with a strong 

presumption that counsel acted competently, because competent representation may be executed 

in virtually "countless" ways. Strickland, 466 U.S. at 688-89. 

Second, counsel's deficient performance must have prejudiced the applicant so that 

"there is a reasonable probability that, but for counsel's unprofessional errors, the result of the 

proceeding would have been different." Cherry, 300 S.C. at 117-18. "A reasonable probability is 

a probability sufficient to undermine confidence in the outcome." Strickland, 466 U.S. at 694. 

The court makes this determination based upon the totality of the evidence. Id. at 695. 

Realistically, this matters '"only in the rarest case"' because "[t]he likelihood of a differenlg:sult 
tr1 t:'"'"--> ~::: ~ 

must be substantial, not just conceivable." Harrington v. Richter, 562 U.S. 86, 111-~~0li -n 
)>>:c G") ~ (quoting Strickland, 466 U.S. at 697). S ~"' ,b l 
~~~ ,Tl 

The standards do not establish mechanical rules; the ultimate focus of inqul\j' ~~! b~n ·o 
><0_,'1 C, 
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the fundamental fairness of the proceeding whose result is being challenged. Strickland, 466 U.S. 

at 696. A court need not first determine whether counsel's performance was deficient before 

examining the prejudice suffered by the defendant as a result of the alleged deficiencies; ifit is 

easier to dispose of ru1 ineffectiveness claim on the ground oflack of sufficient prejudice, that 

course should be followed. Id. at 696-97. 

I11vo!lmtary Plea 

In the context of a guilty pica, the applicant must show there is a reasonable probability 

that, but for ineffective assistance ofcounsel, he or she would not have pied guilty but, instead, 

would have insisted on going to trial. Hill v. Lockhart, 474 U.S. 52, 59 (1985). Applicant's right 

to contest the validity of a plea is usually, but not invariably, foreclosed because of the inherent 

solemnity and truthfulness included in the guilty pica process. See Blackledge v. Allison, 431 

U.S. 63, 73-74 (1977) ("Solemn declarations in open court carry a strong presumption of verity. 

The subsequent presentation of conclusory allegations unsupported by specifics is subject to 

summary dismissal, as are contentions that in the face of the record are wholly incredible."). 

Absent valid reasons why the applicant is entitled to depart from previous judicial admissions 

made at the plea hearing, statements made during the original proceeding remain conclusive. 

Dalton,,. State, 376 S.C. 130, 137-38, 654 S.E.2d 870,874 (Ct. App. 2007) (citing Crawfordv. 

United States, 519 F.2d 347,350 (4th Cir. 1975)). 

For a plea to be valid, the applicant must have been aware of the nature and crucial 

clements of the offense the maximum lllld minimum penalties, and the rights be is waiving by 

accepting the plea. Boykin v. Alabama, 395 U.S. 23& ( 1969); Roddy v. State, 339 S.[;;. 29 (~0). 
~ ~ 

A plea is not knowing or voluntary if a defendant "lacks knowledge of material evi~ itffiie 
~~~ c:> 

-n 
prosecution's possession." Gibson v. State, 334 S.C. 515,523,514 S.E.2d 320, 32~~). J, 

..t::;o""r'I 
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A defendant's knowing and voluntary waiver of statutory or constitutional rights must be 
established by a complete record, and "may be accomplished by colloquy between the court and 
defendant, between the court and defendant's counsel, or both." Roddy v. State, 339 S.C. at 34, 
528 S.E.2d at 421 (citing State v. Ray, 310 S.C. 431,437,427 S.E.2d 171,174 (1993)). '"[T]he 
voluntariness of a guilty plea is not determined by an examination of the specific inquiry made 
by the sentencing judge alone, but is determined from both the record made at the time of the 
entry of the guilty plea and the record of the post-conviction hearing.'" Dalton, 376 S.C. at 138, 

654 S.E.2d at 874 (quoting Harres v. Leeke, 282 S.C. 131, 133, 318 S.E.2d 360, 361 (l 984)). 
Further, "guilty pleas, freely and voluntarily entered, act as a waiver of all non-jurisdictional 
defects and defenses, including claims of a violation of a constitutional right prior to the plea." 
Whetsellv. State, 276 S.C. 295,297,277 S.E.2d 891,892 (1981). 

Applicant claims the plea was entered freely, knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily. 
Applicant stated he understood he was pleading to a negotiated range of seven to thirty years' 
imprisonment. (Tr. 5). He stated he intended to plead to the charges as announced. (Tr. 5-6). He 
stated he did not use any substances prior to the plea hearing and that he was never treated for 
substance abuse. (Tr. 8). Applicant stated he was satisfied with Counsel and that they had enough 
time to talk. {Tr. 8). Applicant stated that no promises or threats were made to get him to plead 
and that the plea was free and voluntary. (fr. 9). He stated he understood he was waiving his 

right to a jury trial, right to call and confront witnesses, right to present evidence, right to 

establish a defense, right to subpoena witnesses and evidence, and right to remain silent. (Tr. 9-
10). He agreed with the facts as slated by the prosecutor. (Tr. I 9). He stated he understood the 
potential sentences on all charges and that the Court was bound to negotiations if th'tf lea ~ - (") ..... 
accepted. (Tr. 19-22). He stated he understood what charges were classified as vi~~~ seiius, "!! 

-<ro 1 1 
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and the consequences of those extensions. (Tr. 21-22). He then stated he was guilty of aU 
charges. (Tr. 22-23). At the PCR hearing, Counsel credibly testified that he thought Applicant 
understood what he was pleading to, Thus, this plea was seemingly entered freely, knowingly, 
intelligently, and voluntarily and cannot be withdrawn now. 

Brevity of Time 

Applicant alleges that Counsel was ineffective for failure lo maintain regular contact with 

him. "[B]revity of time spent in consullation with a defendant alone is not indicative of 

inadequate trial preparation." Smith v. State, 404 S.C. 493, 500, 745 S.E.2d 378,382 (2012). 

Applicant must show evidence indicating "how additional preparation or communication would 

have resulted in a different outcome." Id. See Jackson v. State, 329 S.C. 345, 353-54, 495 S.E.2d 
768, 772. (1998) (where application failed to show ineffective assistance of counsel based. on lack 
of preparation by neglecting to show evidence of what counsel failed to discover or what 

defenses counsel could have pursued had he more fully prepared for the case}; Skeen v. State, 

325 S,C. 210, 214-15, 481 S.E.2d 129, 132 (1997) (where applicant failed to show ineffective 

assistance of counsel when he did not present evidence showing how additional preparation 

would have impacted the trial). 

Applicant claims that Counsel did not speak with him about the case enough. However, at 
the plea hearing, Applicant stated that he was satisfied with Counsel and that he had enough time 

to talk to Counsel. (Tr. 8). Additionally, Counsel credibly testified he met with Applicant several 
times to discuss the case. Beyond that, Applicant has failed to show how this brevity of time 

spent in consultation impacted Counsel's representation of Applicant. There is no indication that 
the results of the proceedings or the decision to plead would have been different had Counsel 
conferred with him more. Accordingly, Applicant has failed to establish ineffective assistance of 

(I) ~ "1; c::> > ...., ;::; p ~ 
J> ;ii l'T1 E: .,, 
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counsel and this Court declines to grant relief. 

Failure to Mitigate tlie Sentence 

Applicant claims Counsel was ineffective for failing to mitigate the sentence. Counsel 

may be found deficient for failing to sufficiently investigate and present mitigating evidence. See 

Council v. State, 380 S.C. 159, 172, 670 S.E.2d 356, 363 (2008) (finding it unreasonable for 

counsel not to further investigate the defendant's background and present even minimal 

mitigating evidence obtained); Wiggins v. Smith, 539 U.S. 510, 521 (2003) (fmding it 

unreasonable when Counsel failed to investigate mitigating evidence beyond a couple retained 

records, including the prcscntencc investigation report and social service records); Williams v. 

Tuy/or, 529 U.S. 362,398 (2000) (finding that Counsel was unreasonable for failing to evaluate 

the totality of available mitigation evidence). An applicant is prejudiced by this deficiency if 

there is a reasonable probability that a different sentence would have been imposed but for 

Counsel's failure to investigate and present mitigating evidence. Council v. State, 380 S.C. 159, 

171, 670 S.E.2d 356, 362 (2008). 

Counsel credibly testified that he did not contact Applicant's family about speaking at 

sentencing because Applicant did not want the plea hearing to be about him. Counsel is not 

deficient for failing to mitigate a sentence upon Applicant's request. That Applicant now wishes 

he called individuals to speak on his behalf is ofno consequence. 

Additionally, this Court finds the mitigation strategy deployed was reasonable. Counsel 

told the Court at the plea hearing that Applicant did not want to make the matter about him and 

that he believed the focus needed to be on the victim. (Tr. 37). He stated that Appli~t to~full 
Sn~ responsibility for his actions and that he understood he needed to be held accounta~ijTd~7). ·,i 

~Z-~ <n ~--<to,,-'. t ---He stated that Applicant was an addict and that the drugs caused him to do what -!lei!R (T~8- ~ 
nG)n > iTI 
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39). He stated that since being incarcerated Applicant has obtained his GED and took therapy for 
his drug addiction. (Tr. 39). He stated that Applicant took every class at the prison until COVID 
hit and the classes were stopped. (Tr. 39). Counsel stated that he never met a defendant more 
remorseful for his actions than Applicant. (Tr. 39). This approach was reasonable, and Counsel is 
not found deficient for deploying this strategy. Additionally, there has been no showing that had 
Counsel called his family members to speak at the pica hearing a lesser sentence would be 
imposed. Accordingly, no prejudice is established. Thus, relief is denied on this ground. 

Failure to Review Discovery 

Applicant testified Counsel was deficient for failure to provide Applicant with a copy of 
the discovery. Counsel credibly testified that he docs not give his incarcerated clients a personal 
copy of discovery while their cases are pending to avoid their cellmates from becoming a State's 
witness at trial. This Court finds this decision reasonable and declines to find Counsel deficient. 
Additionally, no prejudice is found because this Court does not find it at all likely that Applicant 
would decide to proceed to trial instead because he received a copy of discovery already 
seemingly reviewed. Accordingly, relief is denied on this ground. 

Failure lo Convey Fifteen-Year Plea Offer 

Applicant's claim of ineffective assistance of counsel for failure to convey a fifteen-year 
plea offer is without merit. Applicant alleges ineffective assistance of counsel because Counsel 
failed to present a favorable plea to Applicant before the offer expired. "[A]s a general rule, 
defense counsel has the duty to communicate formal offers from the prosecution to accept a plea 
on terms and conditions that may be favorable to the accused." Missouri v. Frye, 5(ig U.S.~4, 

>n""" ::o,.. > 11 145 (2012). Further, ineffective assistance is given "[w]hen defense counsel allo~~le{i ~-
-<OJ.,,... f -offer to expire without advising the defendant or allowing him to consider [the pli,a E,%, a'f! 45. ~.,., c.,15n > ,n 
9gg ::x 0 
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When determining prejudice for failure to convey a plea, a case-by-case determination is 

made "assessing whether but for counsels deficient performance a defendant would have 

accepted the State's proposed plea bargain and that he would have benefited from the offer.'" 

Bell v. State, 4IO S.C.436, 443, 765 S.E.2d 4, 7 (2014). Prejudice is found if applicant "would 

have taken the pica offer had [he] hcen afforded effective assistance of counsel", if "the plea 

would have been entered without prosecution canceling it or the trial court refusing to accept it", 

and "the end result of the criminal process would have been more favorable by reason of a plea 

to a lesser charge or a sentence of less prison time." Collins v. State, 422 S.C. 250, 262, 8 l 0 

S.E.2d 871,877 (2018) (quoting Frye, 566 U.S. 147) (quotations omitted). Presumed prejudice is 

reserved to limited situations. Bell, 410 S.C. at 443, 765 S.E.2d at 7. 

Counsel credibly testified that the fifteen-year plea offer was proposed by him, to the 

State. He also credibly testified that this offer was rejected by the State and the only counter offer 

he received from the State was to a negotiated range between seven- and thirty-years' 

imprisomnent. Counsel also credibly testified that all of this was communicated to Applicant. 

Counsel was not deficient because he communicated to Applicant about his request for an offer 

and that this was rejected by the State. Also, because the State was unwilling to extend this offer, 

no prejudice is found. Accordingly, relief is denied on this ground. 

Failure to Discuss Charges 

Applicant alleges that Counsel was ineffective, and the plea was invalid for failure to 

discuss the charges with Applicant. However, Applicant was infonned of the charges pied to at 

the plea hearing and stated he understood and wanted to enter his pica to the charg<is}annotlli:ed 
'> ""' ::a~ ~ because he was guilty. (Tr. 5-6, 22-23). Thus, this claim is seentingly without m~~ dij§101 "TI 

-~.,,:;;.~ -,rn ' .. _ render the plea invalid, nor docs it entitle Applicant to withdraw the plea. Accor~i,lrellfil' is : 
s 8 ""' m x8c ~ r-1 

- 0 ,...,, ~~ 0 

-j c.., 
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denied on this ground. 

For Telling Applicant to Expect a Twenty-Year Sentence 

Applicant's claim that Counsel was ineffective for telling Applicant to expect a twenty­

year sentence is without merit Applicant testified that he understood he was pleading to a range 

between seven• and thirty-years' imprisonment, which is supported by the record. (Tr. 5, 19). 

Counsel also testified that at the plea hearing the Court informed Applicant that he was pleading 

to a seven- to thirty-year sentence and that he never promised Applicant a twenty-year sentence. 

Thus, Applicant's understanding that he would receive a twenty-year sentence is seemingly 

rooted in wishful thinking and is not supported by any evidence in the record. Accordingly, relief 

is denied on this ground. 

Conclusion 

Based on all the foregoing, this Court finds and concludes that Applicant has not 

established any constitutional violations or deprivations that would require this Court to grant his 

application. Therefore, this PCR application must be denied and dismissed with prejudice. 

111.is Court notifies the Applicant that he must file and serve a notice of appeal within 

thirty days of receipt by counsel of the judgment entry's written notice to secure appropriate 

appellate review. See Rule 203, SCACR. Pursuant to Austin v. Slate, 305 S.C. 453, 409 S.E.2d 

395 (1991), an Applicant has the right to appellate counsel's assistance in seeking review of the 

denial of PCR. Ruic 71.l(g), SCRCP provides that if the Applicant wishes to seek appellate 

review, PCR counsel must serve and file a notice of appeal on Applicant's behalf. Your attention 

is directed to South Carolina Appellate Court Rule 243 for appropriate appellate p~cdurfil} 
5un...., IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED: ~ ~ g § 

=< cj A f 
.,:C:0 ID 
:--- ?J -n 

l. The ~CR application be denied and dismissed with prejudice; and 
2. Appltcant be remanded to the custody of Respondent. 
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~' ! 

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this _j_ day of ~ , 2022. 

~N<J t ~( 
Presiding Judge 
Seventh Judicial Circuit 
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WITNESSES 

scso 

½~ 
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

2019A421030QQt5 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

DOCKETN0.,9-GS-42-3 CJ I" 
The State of South Carolina 

County of Spartanburg 

Barry_ Barnette, Solicitor 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

JUN 10 201§ TERM 

THE STATE 
vs. 

..-~ B'"'3 t f:.:;,"?, :.:.~11 ~ Jared S Childress 

r~ $~;? 
Foreperson of Gra;~ 
Date: 

VERDICT 

Foreperson of Petit Jury 
Date: 

Indictment for 

HABITUAL TRAFFIC OFFENDER 

SC Code: 56-1-1100 
CDR Code: 0057 

Class FEUF 

...... 
N 

: . .:: .. 
--,-· ::: 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG ) 

INDICTMENT 

JUN O 7 2019 At a Court of General Sessions, convened on _________ ____,_ 

Grand Jurors of Spartanburg County present upon their oath: 

HABITUAL TRAFFIC OFFENDER 

the 

That the defendant, Jared S Childress, did in Spartanburg County on or 

about February 24, 2019, operate a motor vehicle after having been 

declared an Habitual Offender by The South Carolina Department of Public 

Safety, in violation of §56-1-1100, THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH 

CAROLINA, (1976), as amended. 

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case 

made and provided. 

~ 
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WITNESSES 

scso 

J.;0Q.:_ 
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

?Q19A4210201?1? 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

Vr;,:e 6C=I 

--,..~.,.___. V '-----7 
Foreperson of Grand Jut;Y, 
Date: JUN O 7 2019 

VERDICT 

Foreperson of Petit Jury 
Date: 

DOCKET NO, 9-GS-42-~ ;;;. $ :J. 

The State of South Carolina 

County of Spartanburg 

Barry J Barnette, Solicitor 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

JUN 1 U 1019 
TERM 

THE STATE 
vs. 

JARED SCOTT CHILDRESS 

Indictment for 

TRAFFICKING IN METHAMPHETAMINE 

SC Code: 44.53.375 

>- In I-
LO >-Z: 
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• 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) 
) 

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG ) 

INDICTMENT 

JUN O 7 2019 

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on _________ __, 

Grand Jurors of Spartanburg County present upon their oath: 

TRAFFICKING IN METHAMPHETAMINE 

the 

That Jared Scott Childress did in Spartanburg County on or about March 26, 

2019, knowingly sell, manufacture, deliver, purchase or bring into this State, or did 

provide financial assistance or did otherwise aid, abet, attempt, or conspire to sell, 

manufacture, deliver, purchase, or bring into this State, or did knowingly actually or 

constructively possess, or did knowingly attempt to actually or constructively possess 

more than (100) One Hundred grams of Methamphetamine, a schedule II controlled 

substance, in violation of §44-53-375, THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 

(1976), as amended. 

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such 

case made and provided. 
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WITNESSES 

-----

Spartanburg County Sheriffs Office 
-----

\ .._ .-··' (-·-} -V l ,\_.,,,,,._/, . .,. __ A __ ,_ t~ •/" . ,::-_r;,:w-.>.,.•x, . 
. .' ., 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

'.'O 19 ,-VU I 0~0244 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

- :ftue--Bill-

- '~--__..,.----;--r_------...... __ s_=~'-­
Fo,eperson of G,and Jv,yJuH o 7 2G19 
Date: 

VERDICT 

·-·--------------

Fororxuson of Petit Jwy 
Dute 

DOCKET NO. • 

19-GS-42-~ ;2 .5' V-
The State of South Carolina 

County of Spartanburg 

Barry_ J. Barnette, Solicitor 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

mu 1 u 2u1q 

THE STATE 
v. 

Jared Scott Childress 

TERM 

Indictment for 

HABITUAL TRAFFIC OFFENDER 
CAUSING DEA TH 

SC Co:ie 56-01-1105 
CDR Gode· 3456 

Class FELIC 
., 

.. 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG) 

INDICTMENT 

J IJ M J 7 2019 
At a Coun of General Sessions, convened on -------------~ 

Grand Jurors of Spartanburg County present upon their oath: 

HABITUAL TRAFFIC OFFENDER CAUSING DEATH 

the 

Th;:it the dd<::nclant, Jard Scott Cbildr,·,~- did in Sp,,nanhurg County l'11 ur .ihuut \lnrd ::6. 

2P\9. ,hH· a or:otor ,·chide· arkr b,wi1,~: been dcclim,d u [bhi1ual Offender by The Sr•util l'arr.,[inu 

D<'partr11cnt of Public Safety when his !iccn~c to drive. had be.en c.ancckd. suspended. or revoked. 

The Dcfrndam violated tl1c pr<)Vi~ions nf' subsection 56-5• l 100 and 56-5-1105 and Yio\ated ,!11 acl 

forbicldc11 by lnw ur nq:kc1ed any duty impn~cd by law in the driving of the vehicle, lo-wit: 

c_ I) Ori" ing U.•n (>f Center tSeciiou:, 56-5-1 SI O ~rnd .56-5~ I 880); and/or 

C') Failnrl' lo lbl l,)w d1:i.:h1 <1f way n:slricdnm. (An 17 .. :-:;l' . ..:.tllm .56}; m1d/or 

r 1-, F":11:'"l: o: dri\·ing on rr.,;uhrn:- k~rt1..·d 1hr trnflic (S,.:..:1.i,;111 56-5-i'/Ol)): a.1~d/(11· 

(:I) Fnibm; ro nlJint.ain prop1~rcon:nii 01'\"C"hicle: ilnd.-'r'lr 

~~) Dr:n.-r·~ foih1re to e:,.:crei,;,c tl!Ji: L'tu·r; "net/or 

(6} [)rivi1J.!~ 1ml 1:J~1 for ,;;oodifilm<.; (Sct:liml 56.:)~ 15-2(1 :H~b.-;~i;:.;fo.11 (a)J; umUor 

t7 i Rr~tric:ion on Sp1:.:.dir1g (Ar1idc f I. S.cction 56)~ aml/or 

(~) F:.1ih:rt" 10 maim:tin ~1 prupc-r looko~H fo)r 01.hcr trnflk; and.\w 

~Q~ H1..·t·t-:k·~$ Driv!ng {Se-.:1.:p11 56-5-29:!LI): and.:or 

1 JO) f:1itl1rc Ln s~ltp for n Stop Sl_gn ($c.:1i1m :Hi-~ ... :3:~iJi: ~m1.1-'or 

( 11 ~1 Dri,·m~ v,·i1ill.' hi, Dri\:c-r•~ Lirt·nse is s11sp~11:l:.:d ~ ·1-~tll: 56. Article 1); nrnJ.-'i_1r 

i llt h)l[1,.-.•,:.•1·,~~ V~hi..:k: "{\)t1 C~u5l'I)' t_SrJ.::L{ll~ 5(1-~• i 9:';0)~ mtJ ·'-~r 

c i)) 1:a.iluri.:: rn maimain PWFt.:.~r c{.lntrnl ()f,·c-i1iclc: Jmc.1-',Jr 

1.14 i Failure to yield Lhc: rig.hi of 1,1,rny w .;m ;1pprn~1t"hi11g v,diicle i_Sectio11 .50.5.-2:;,5-01 llt1J.1or 

which act or n~glec1 proximately caused tl1c death or Ciara Kalcnc Llrndley, who died from 

injLLrk$ from thb incident. all in violation 1if §56-5-1100 and 56-5-11()\ Tl!E COO£ OF LA If·'.'; 

r lF S( !/..JI! CAROUXA, ( I <)7ij), "~ ,1111ende<l. 

Against the peace and dignity of the State. and contrary to the statute in such case 

made and provided. 

,, ASSISTA SOLI.CH'OR , ,, 

(,,,.··/ 
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WITNESSES 

Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office 

I . . . . • ! ·t~'' •·« .•.. , ·~.-c: •. , M', 
'. 1,""'--'":' ... , ··-...• t __. 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

2019A4210300013 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

·.., \ . ..,,_ .,, 

, 
-=- \:7 ~A-K.. = _;; Forepersori of Grano Jwy 

Date: JUL t !i lit:: 

VERDICT 

. --···-----···----. 
Foreperson of Petit Jury 
Date: 

DOCKET N0\9-GS-42··,j fl 9 6 

The State of South Carolina 

County of Spartanburg 

Barry Barnette, Solicitor 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

JUL 7_2 20i~ 
TERM 

THE STATE 
vs. 

Jared Scott Childress 

Indictment for 

POSSESSION OF STOLEN VEHICLE 
>S?_(JOii and ·.$10.000 

SC Code 16-21-ooao 
CDR Code: 3467 

Class: Fel/F 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG 

INDICTMENT 

JUL 1 9 1019 
At a Court of General Sessions. convened on----------~ 

Gr;ind Jurors of Spartanburg County present upon t11eir oath: 

POSSESSION OF STOLEN VEHICLE >$2,000<$10,000 

the 

That the defendant, Jared Scott Childress, did in Spartanburg County 

on or about February 24, 2019, receive, possess, sell, conceal, or dispose 

of a stolen vehicle, valued at more than Two Thousand Dollars, but less 

than Ten Thousand Dollars, he not being entitled to the possession of a 

2003 Yamaha motorcycle belonging to Christopher Greene, knowing it to 

be stolen or converted under circumstances constituting a crime, in 

violation of §16-21-80, THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 

(1976). as amended. 

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case 

made and provided. 




