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PW — B. DOBY — CROSS

A Well, I don't because Mr. Lynch's statement
essentially to Mr. Melvin was that he had taken a

hostage and that actually may have helped Mr.

" Singletary to some extent. . The solicitor's

characterization of what Mr. Melvin had said, at one
point Mr. Fata indicates that Mr. Lynch said, I took
a hostage and then he said we took a hostage. The
statement that Mr. Lynch made to Mr. Melvin did not
specifically name Mr. Singletary and that certainly
would have been objectionable. And so I didn't feel
that it was that, looking at it Aow, I don't think
it was that prejudicial. And a lot of times at
trial you have to sort of weigh what you object to
because when you.stand.dp and object the Jjury is
drawn sometimes greater attention to those
statements and so I didn't find it that
objectionable. |

Q Is it your common practice during a trial if you
find the solicitor's comments to be prejudicial to
your client to object?

A Oh, absolutely.

Q And if you'll flip to the next page, 872. It's

the State's sort of packet I believe Mr.
Singletary's contention is with the word we. Again)

do you find that highly prejudicial to your client?
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PW — B. DOBY — REDIRECT

1A No. I mean, the jury obviously saw the statement
2 | and saw the video apparently -and saw it twice. And
3 | so, you know, Mr. Fata's characterization of what's
4 | on that stateﬁent T think it's probably less
5 limportant to what's on the statement or what's on.
6 | the video. .' |
71 Q@ And again, if you had found that statement
8 prejudiéial your common practice WOuld be'tb»object?
9 | A Absolutely. |

10 MS. HARRIGAN: No further questions, Your
11 | Honor.

12 THE COURT: Any redirect?

13 MR. LANG: Court's indulgence for just a
14 | moment, Judge. . Just a couple of questions if I

15 | could, Your Honor. : R ‘

16 REDIRECT EXAMINATION

17 | BY MR. IANG:

18 | 9 Mr. Doby, 'you recall that in Craig Melvin's .

19 | statement Mr. Lynch said through'Craig Melvin that

20 | he didn't stab anybody; isn't that right?

21 | A I don't recall that specifically. |

22 o) Yoﬁ don't deny that he couldn't have then said-

23 | that, or you can't deny that?

24 A I don't recall one way or the other.

25 MR. LANG: Beg the Court's indulgénce.
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Nothing further, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you. You may step down.

Anything,furthér?

MR. LANG: The Petitioner rests.

THE COURT: The State, anything in
rebuttal?

MS. HARRIGAN: The State has no additional
witnesses to call, but would like to state on the
record that applicant has waived ground number 3 of
his post-conviction relief application, has waived
ground number 4 of his post-relief application, and
has also waived ground number 5 of his
post-conviction relief application.

THE COURT: That is correct. The only two
we will consider are 1 and 2.

MS. HARRIGAN: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I will take this under
advisement, and I'll givé you my ruling on it.

Thank you.

* * * End of Requested Transcript of Record * * *
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF LEE ) FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Tyrone Singletary, #237129,

Applicant,
V.
State of South Carolina,
Respondent.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

This matter comes before the Court by way of an Application for Post-Conviction Relief
filed on filed May 4, 2009, Tﬁc Resp_ondent made its Return on August 5, 2009, An evidentiary
hearing into the matter was convened on Septémber 20, 2012, at the Sumter County C_éurthouse.
The Applicant was present at the hparing and was represented by Louis Lang, Esquire. The
proz-mdent was represented by Assistant Attomey General Megan E. Harrigan of the South
Carolina Attorney General's Office. '

The records before this Court indicate that the Applicant is presently confined in the

South Carolina Department of Corrections pursuant to orders of commitment of the Lee County

Clerk of Court.! The Applicant was indicted during the September 2004 term of the Lee County

Grand Jury for Rioting, Taking of a Hostage, Taking of a Hostage, Assaulting a Correctional
Officer, Carrying or Concealing a Weapon by an Inmate of a Correctional Facility, ﬁnd Incite to
| Riot (2004-GS-31-0135). Applicant was rcpreécnted by Stephen Bryan Doby, Esquire. Applicant
proceeded to a ju\ry tﬁal before the Honorable Thomas W. Cooper, Jr,, and on becember 1, 2005,

the jury found Applicant guilty as indicted on all counts. Applicant was sentenced to ten years

' Applicant is also serving sentences for charges of Murder and Assault and Battery with Inteat to Kill from
Florence County. The Florence County charges are not at issue in this action.

Page 1 of 8
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1mpnsonment for Rioting, to hfe without parole for Taking of a Hostage, to life w:thout parole
for Taking of a Hostage to five years 1mpnsonment for Assaulting a Correctional Officer, to ten
years for Carrying or Concealing a Weapon by an Inmate of a Correctional Fa01l1ty, and to ten
years for Inciting to Riot. All sentences were to be served concurrently to one another but
consecutively to the sentences Applicant was already serving at the time of the incident,

~ A notice of appeal was filed and an appeal perfected. Following the submission of an
Anders brief, the appeal was dismissed. State v. Singletary, Op. No. 2008-UP-506 (S.C. Ct. App.
filed Sept. 5, 2008). The Remittitur was sent on September 23, 2008. |

In Applicant’s post-conviction relief application, he alleged that he is bcing held in

custody unlawfully based on the following claims of ineffective aséista.nce_ of counsel:

1. “Trial counsel was ineffective when he failed to object to several
separate comment’s [sic] by the prosecutor during closing arguments.” -

2. “Trial counsel rendered ineffective assistance during trial when he fail to
object fo incriminatin‘g audio/tape recording by Applicant co-defendant
J.J. Lynch, which raise the issue of confrontation clause violation.”

3. “Trial counsel was ineffective by failing to request a mistrial whcn
forensic document examiner of handwriting read apphcant unredacted
version of self incriminating statement to jury members.”

4. “Trial counsel was ineffective by failing to object to apphcant
incriminating statement that was beirg introduced into evidence which
applicant content [sic] his fifth and six amendment right were violated.”

. 5. “Trial counsel was ineffective by failure to object to a admitting video
depiction of prison dorm taken after the riot and damage, because the
- video was highly inflammatory and it[s] probative valuc was outweighed
. byits prejudlclal value.”
At the evidentiary hearing, the Applicant testified on his own behalf. The State presented '
testlmony from trial counsel Stephen Bryan Doby, Bsquire (“Counsel’). This Court also had
before it a copy of the Apphcant’s trial transcnpt the records of the Lee County Clcrk of Court,

and the Apphcant's records from the South Carolina Department of Corrections.

Page 20f 8



FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This Court has had the opportunity to review the record in its entirety and has heard the
testimbny at the post-conviction relief hearing, This Court has further had the opportunity to
observe the witnesses presented at the hearing, closely pass upon their credibility and weigh their
testimony accordingly. Set forth below are the relevant findings of facﬁs and conclusions of law
as required pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-80 (1985).

Inefffective Assistance of Counsel
In a post-conviction relief action, the Applicant has the burden of proving the allegations-

in the application. Rule 71.1(e), SCRCP; Butler v, State, 286 S.C. 441, 334 S.E.2d 813 (1985).

Where ineffective assistance of counsel is alleged as a ground for relief, the Applicant must
prove that "counsel's conduct so undermined the proper functioning of the adversarial process
that the trial cannot be relied upon as having produced a just result.” Strickland v. Washington,
466 U.S. 668, 104 S.Ct. 2052, 2064, 86 L.Ed.2d 674, 692 (1984); Butler, 286 S.C. 441, 334
S.E.2d 813 (1985). |

The proper measure of performance is whether the attorney provided representation
within the range of competence required in criminal cases. Courts presume that counsel
rendered adequate assistance and made all significant decisions in the exercise of reasonable
pfofwsional judgment. Butler, 286 S.C. 441, 334 S.E:2d 813 (1985). The Applicant must
overcome this presumption to recciv¢ relief. Cherry v. State, 300 S.C, 115, 386 S.E.2d 624
(1989).

Courts use a two-pronged test in evaluating allegations of ineffective assistance of
" counsel, First, the Applicant must prove that counsel's performance was deficient. Under this

prong, attomey performance is measured by its "reasonableness under professional norms."

Page 3 of 8
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Cherry, 300 S.C. at 117, 385 S.E.2d at 625 (citing Strickland). .Second, “counsel's deficient
performance must have prejudiced the Applicant such 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, 386 S.E.2d at 625.

After careful review based on the standard discussed above, Applicant has failed to carry
his burden in this action. Specifically, this Court finds. that Counsel’s t&stimohy is credible while
Applicaﬁt’s testimony is not credible. Applicant has failed to prove that Counsel was ineffective
in his representation of the Applicant.and that he was prejudiced by any of Counsel’s alleged
deficiencies. Below are the following findings of this Court regarding Applicant’s specific
allegations of ineffective assistance of counsel:

“Trial counsel was ineffective when he failed to bbject to several
separate comment s [sic] by the prosecutor during closmg
arguments.” :

Applicant asserted that Counsel was ineffective because he did not object to the
solicitor’s use of the word “we” during the State’s closing arguments. At the evidentiary
hearing, Applicant testified that Counsel should have objected to the following passages of the
State’s closing argument: .

“And then we have Craig Melvin. And Craig Melvin tesnﬁed that, yeah I stand

" in there in the door and I seen this coming down, and he - he interviewed Lynch

after the situation had ended. And you heard that, You heard that — that tape. It’s

State’s Exhibit Number 10. . And you will have it back there and you can hear it.

What does it say? - 'Yeah, we took a hostage. Yeah, I took a hostage.” Trial Tr.

870 In. 17-25.

“The audio tape that we talked about, that is State’s Exhibit Number 10. What's

it say? Yeah, I took — I.took some hostages. We took hostages. The video — the

videotape which you will be allowed to see in its entirety if you like — I showed .

excerpts of it yesterday, but it can be cued up and you can watch any part of it you
wish.” Trial Tr. 872 1n22 - 873 In 3, .

Page 4 of 8
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Applicant testiﬁed that Counsel should have objected to these portions of the State’s closing
argument, as these were statements of his co-defendant that wrongiy implicated him by the use

of “we” references. Applicant elaborated that he was prejudiced by this, as it indicated his
| involvement since he and his co-defendant were the only two people on trial.

Couhsel testified that he did not object to these passéges of the State’s closing argument,
as he did not think these comments were objectionable. or prejudicial to his client. Additionally,
Counsel stated that these passages reference comments made by Applipantfs co-defendant that
were inflammatory towards co-defendant, as he accepted responsibility for‘ the incident anci
suggested that Applicant played a minor.role. Counsel also stated that he did not feel that the
State’s closing argument wés objectionable or prejudicial as a whole. Counsel testified that it is
his general practice to object to closing arguments of opposing counsel if he feels that his client
is prejudiced. »

In regards to this allegation of ineffective assistance of counsel, this Court finds that
Counsel’s performance was reasonable and effective. Counsel testiﬁed that in his professional
opinion, he did :not think that these passages from the State’s closing argument were
objectionable or prejudicial to his client. Additionally, this Court finds that the Applicant has

failed to establish any prejudice resulting from plea counsel’s alleged ineffective assistance of

counsel. Therefore, this Court finds that this allegation of ineffective assistance of counse! must

be denied and dismissed.

Page 5 of 8
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. “Trial counsel rendered ineffective assistance during trial when he
Jalil to object to incriminating audio/tape recording by Applicant

co-defendant J.J. Lynch, which raise t}ze issue of confrontation
clause violation.”

Applicant allegcd that Counsel was ineffcctiizc for not objecting to the admission of an

audio tape of Applicant’s co-defendant bemg interviewed by a local newscaster, Craig Melvin

' (herem “Crmg Melvin recording”). Applicant d1d not speak on this recording, but alleged that he

was prejudiced by Counsel’s failure to object its admlssxon into ewdence. Howcver, Applicant
acknowledgéd that Counsel did move to .suppress the Créig Melvin recording during pre-‘tn'al
motions for which he was present on November 18, éOOS before Judge Cooper..

Counsel testified that he, along with co-defendant’s qounsei, made a joint motion to
suppress the Craig Melvin recording. Counsel sfated that Judge Cooper denied the motion to
suppress, but ruled that the reéording needed “to bé redacted to remove any reference to
Applicant. Counsel t&sﬁﬁed‘ that such redactions were made prior to the recording being
published to the jury. 'Coun'scl stated that his overall trial strétcgy was to mixﬁﬁmize Applicant's
involvement in the incident and show the jury thaf Applicant’s co-defendant was the more
culpablel party, Counsel felt thaf the Craig Melvin recording was a good example of this and that

he did not think the tape was prejudicial to his client in its redacted form.

In regards to this allegatlon of ineffective assxstance of counsel, this Court ﬁnds that_

Counsel’s performance was reasonable and effective. Counsel moved to suppress the Craig
Melvin recording, and once this motion was denied, the recording was redacted to remove any
reference to Applicant. Additionally, this Court finds that the Appiicant has failed to establish

any prejudice resulting from plea counsel’s alleged ineffective assistance of counsel. Therefore,
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this Court finds that this allegation of ineffective assistance of counsel must be denied and

dismissed,

“Trial counsel was ineffective by failing to request a mistrial when

Jorensic document examiner of handwriting read applicant
unredacted version of self mcrtmmatmg statement to jury
members, "

Applicant expressly waived this allegation at the evidentiary hearing, stating he did not
wish to proceed with this allegation. As Applicant abandoned this allegation and did not present
any ‘evidence or testimony in its regard, this Court finds that this allegation of ineffective
assistance of counsel is denied and dismissed with prejudice.

“Trial counsel was ineffective by failing to object to applicant
incriminating statement that was being introduced into evidence
which applicant content [sic] his fifth and six amendment right
were violated. "

Applicant expressly waived this allegation at the evidentiary hearing, stating he did not
wish to proceed with this allegation, As Applicant abandoned this allegation and did not present
any evidence or iestimony in its regard, this Court finds that this allegation of ineffective
assistance of counsel is denied and dismissed with prejudice.

“Trial counsel was ineffective by failure to object to a admitting
video depiction of prison dorm taken after the riot and damage,
because the video was highly inflammatory and it(s] probative
value was outweighed by its prejudicial value."”

Applicant expressly waived this allegation at the evidentiary hearing, stating he did not
wish to proceed with this allegation. As Applicant abandoned this allegation and did not present

any evidence or testimony in its regard, this Court finds that this allegation of ineffective

assistance of counsel is denied and dismissed with prejudice.

Page 7 of 8
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CONCLUSION
ﬁased on all ﬂlc foregoing, this Court finds and concludes that the Applicant has not
established any constitutional violations or deprivations that would require this court to grant hi§
application. Thereforé, ﬁﬁs ‘application fof bost ;:onvibtion relief must be dénied and dismissed
with prejudice.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the Application for Post-Conviction Relief must be denied
and dismissed with prejudice; and

2. The Applicant must be remanded to the custody of the Respondent.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this_/ dayof/d o 2012

(e S

W. JEFFRZ YHUN. =
Presiding Judge
Third Judicial Circuit
B Mv‘];‘- , South Carolina.
Page 8 of 8
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the Grand Jurors of : LEE

FORM 32 (12/87)

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA - ) INDICTMENT FOR

. ) RIOTING; TAKING OF A HOSTAGE (TWO COUNTS); ASSAULTING A
COUNTY OF LEE )} CORRECTIONAL OFFICER; CARRYING OR CONCEALING A WEAPON B

AN INMATE OF A CORRECTIONAL FACILITY; INCITE TO RIOT

At a Court ol General Sessions, convened on___September 30, 2004

County present upon their oath:

COUNT ONE - RIOTING .

That TYRONE SINGLETARY AND JACOB LYNCH did in Lee County on or about
October 29, 2003, violate Section 24-13-430 (2) of the Code of Laws of South Carolina (1976),
. as amended, in that they as inmates of the Department of Corrections, city or county jail, or
public works of any county in that they participated in a riot or any other acts of violence.

COUNT TWO - TAKING OF A HOSTAGE

That TYRONE SINGLETARY AND JACOB LYNCH, inmates of a state, county or city
correctional facility or a private entity that contracts with a state, county or city to provide care
and custody of inmates, including persons of safe keeper status, did in Lee County on or about
October 29, 2003, acting alone or in concert with others, by threats, coercion, intimidation or
physxcal force take, hold, decoy, or carry away MARCUS COTTON as a hostage or for any
reason, in violation of Section 24-13- 450, Code of Laws of South Carolina (1976), as amended

COUNT THREE - TAKING OF A HOSTAGE

* That TYRONE SINGLETARY AND JACOB LYNCH, inmates of a state, county or city
correctional facility or a private entity that contracts with a state; county or city to provide care
and custody of inmates, including persons of safe keeper status, did in Lee County on or about

- Qctober 29,2003, acting alone or in concert with others, by threats, coercion, intimidation or

physical force take, hold, decoy, or carry away KENNETH DOZIER as a hostage or for any
reason, in violation of Section 24-13-450, 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
SLED

Agent Mark Creech

m—— mmppye—

ARREST WARRANT NO. _F799783, F799782
(1 & 6); F799784, F799785, F799786, .

F799787 (2 & 3)3; F799789, F799788 (4);
F799790, F799791 (5)

D/A: 10/29/03.

ACTION OF GRAND J.URY
T e Bl -
. )t} Mﬂ;/

‘oreman of Grand JuU

—ra

VYERDICT

oreman of Petit Jury Dute:

DOCKET NO. 20@"*“GS‘31'\35

The State of Sduth Caroling,

LEE

County of

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

OCTOBER TERM ___2004

THE STATE

Ys.

JACOB LYNCH

|

g

Indictment for

RIOTING
TAKING OF HOSTAGES (TWO COUNTS)
ASSAULTING A CORRECTIONAL QFFICER
CARRYING OR CONCEALING A WEAPON BY
AN INMATE OF A CORRECTIONAL FACILITY
INCITE TO RIOT ’




1016

ATTACHED TO AND BECOMING A PART OF THE ORIGINAL INDICTMENT
FOR RIOTING, TAKING OF A HOSTAGE (TWO COUNTS), ASSAULTING A :
CORRECTIONAL OFFICER, CARRYING OR CONCEALING A WEAPON BY AN
INMATE OF A CORRECTIONAL FACILITY, AND INCITE TO RIOT WITH THE

AFORESAID NAME(S) OF TYRONE SINGLETARY AND JACOB LYNCH SHOWN
THEREON:

COUNT FOUR _ ASSAULTING A CORRECTIONAL OFFICER

That TYRONE SINGLETARY AND JACOB LYNCH did in Lee County on or
about October 29, 2003, violate Section 16-3-630 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina
(1976), as amended in that they did assault, beat or wound one MARCUS COTTON, a
correctional officer of this State, while said MARCUS COTTON was performing his job
related duties as an employee of a state or local correctional facility.

COUNT F IVE — CARRYING OR CONCEALING A WEAPON BY AN INMATE OF A
CORRECTIONAL FACILITY

_ That TYRONE S[NGLETARY AND JACOB LYNCH, inmates of a state
correctional facility, city or county jail, or county public works, did in Lee County on or
about October 29, 2003, unlawfully carry on their person a dirk, slingshot, metal
knuckles, razor, firearm, or other deadly weapon, homemade or otherwise, which is
usually used for the infliction of personal injury upon another person, and/or willfully
concealed a weapon within a Department of Corrections facility or other place of
confinement, to wit: a homemade knife about their person while an inmate of Lee
Correctional Institute, in violation of Sectlon 24-13-440, Code of Laws of South Carohna
(1976), as amended.

COUNT SIX — INCITE TO RIOT

That TYRONE SINGLETARY AND JACOB LYNCH did in Lee County on or
about October 29, 2003, violate Section 24-13-430 (1) of the Code of Laws of South
Carolina (1976), as amended, in that they as inmates of the Department of Corrections,

" city or county jail, or public works of any county in that they conspired with'each other
and other inmates to incite such inmates to riot or commit any other acts of violence.

Against the peace and dignity of the State and contrary to the statute in such case

made and provided. |
A
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; IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF LEE ) 4/ - INDICTMEyT/CASE#: -
STATE v . ) d -G$- __3 - /35

7 A4fML % ) TAWE L-3995%0
AKA: O /J )  Date of Offense: /0 ~35~0 %
Race: A Sex: A4 Age: 2% ) S.C.Code§: DS~/ D
. DOB: _z-x0-§0 SS# : CDR Code #: 2 1 <& 21

Address: [[] CASE RESTORED T T
City, State, Zip SENTENCE i
DL# SID# ) OPLEA  [FTRIAL

TO: o X
in violation of §2

[TJ NON-VIOLENT

MVIOLENT '[JSERIOUS

The charge is:
The plea is: []'Wi
A :

In dispos'!tlon o@f said indigiment gomes now the Defendant who wasp’CONVICTED OF or (] PLEADS
~ ~
2/%-G5 ot the 5.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # __ 2~ ™/ 2

Indicted, [] Lesser Included Offense, [ ] Defendant Walves Presentment to Grand Jury. e
thout Neggptiatiop® or Recommendation, [] Negotiated Sentence, [J Recommendation by the State,

<

iqw-zsass ',(3

[y

JAMosT sERIOUS

Cd

Defendant Attomey for Defendant

Solicit

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the ¢iState Department of Corrections, [[JCounty Detention Center,
for a determinate term of ays/mppthsiyears or 1 under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed ~——— years
and/orto payafineof $__—_ 7; ﬁrﬁfﬁgﬁ?ﬁ)‘n the service of __~— days/months/years and/or payment
of $____—— . plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with probation for —
months/years and stﬂe:t to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of probation,
which are incorporat reference. .
O CONCURRI;%ONT or y[icorqsscu*nvs to sentence orr_C wmenll, Benes Senl) (},w,u.;(- B ofrose
] The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuantto S.C. Code §24-13-40 to be cal‘cu{at and applied by the State

[ vrgoses 7% &7 -

Department of Corrections. :

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
[J RESTITUTION: [] Heard, [] Waived, [] Ordered PTUP
Total: _$ plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: . Oblaln GED
[J set by SCOPPPS " Attend Voc, Rehab, or Job Corp.

May serve W/E beginning

Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling
*Fine: _$ Random Drug/Alcohol Testing .
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) i - Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 _$ pmis. of $ beginning
§14-1-211(A)(2) (DUI Surcharge) $100 § $ paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 § Other: ) .
§ 35.13 (Public Def/Prob) $500 ¢
§73.3, 1B TP (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 ¢
§33.7, 1B TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $100 _%
§50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 § ‘ .
§56-5-2042(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea _$ [ Appointed PD or appointed other counsel, §35.13. TP
3% to County (if paid in installments) $ )
TOTAL $

Requires $500 be paid mdng prot?/?
" PRESIDING JUDGE - M 4

Judge Code: / Ol ST | =gf T

Clel
Sentence Date: v/ 7 /o s~ / '
{ 7. )

Court Reporter:

Ciu.k, Court of Common Pleas
and General Sessions, Lee
~ County, South Carolina

White - Cletk  Green - Corrections Canary - Probation Pink — Defendant SCCA/217 (7/2003)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
)
COUNTY OF ) INDICTMENT/CASE#: P
ST = ) Y es /35
~ A‘ﬁr/m,( w«loé% ) TANE: ot lee -
)  Date of Offense: B ~r§~0 2
Race 2 Sex: A3 ) SC.Code§: 213 =4S O
DOB:}’“&VQ“{o SS#: ) . ) CDRCode#: - . 2- [ S 1 2~ 1 &£
Address: _Wﬁj ~ [JCASE RESTORED- i
City, State, Zip 1 S O ) . SENTENCE o
DL# SID# i _ ) : OOPLEA K TRIAL A
In dispgsitions6f the said jndi tcomes now the Defendant who was,&]' CONVICTED OF or [] PLEADS 2
TO: S/- 2 (7/ ;
in violation of §.2 4. of the S.C. Code of Laws bearing CDR Code # 2] “
] NON-VIOLENT ﬁWOLENT ] SERIOUS K[MOST SERIOUS ﬁ( 1 7-2545
The charge Is Ijms Indicted, [[] Lesser Included Offensas, I:_] Defendant Walves Presentment to Grand Jury. .
The plea Is: [] Without Negptiagions- or Recommendation, [ ] Negotiated Sentence, [ ] Recommendation by the State. s
: @
' o
Defendant - Attomey for Defendant
WHEREFORE, the Defend n( Is committed to the ﬂétate Department of Corrections, [_JCounty Detention Centoer,
for a determinate term o F’gslmo a or ] under the Youithful Offender Act not to exceed _—""Years
and/or to pay a fine of $ s vu‘é‘ pon the service of _—_days/months/years and/or payment
of § —— ; plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with probation for
months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard condiﬂons of probation,
which are incorporated by referenca.- -
(] CONCURRENT or [3 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on;_(" Mv((»\ Qcnn §w<0 / 0 dﬁ%
[ The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S C. Code §24-13-40 to be ca(culate and applled by the State
Department of Corrections, . [ Moo
SPECIAL CONDI‘nONs
(] RESTITUTION: [JHeard, [] Waived, [[] Ordered _ PTUP :
Total: _$ plus 20% fee: . _$ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: : Obtain GED
[O'set by SCOPPPS - Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.
- R .. - May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: L - Substance Abuse Counseling
*Fine: N . Random Drug/Alcohol Testing
§14-1-206 (Assessmems 107.5%) : 3 Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutiva weekly/monthly
§14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) - $100 7% - " pmts.of § - beginning
§14-1-211(A)(2) (DUl Surcharge) - $100 7% 5 “paid to Public. Defenaer Fund .
§56-5-2995 (DUl Assessment) - - $12 % Other:
§ 35.13 (Public Def/Prob) $500 7%
§73.3, 1B TP (Law Enforce. Fundmg) $25 §
§33.7, 1B TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $100 _§%
§50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 § - : _ -
§66-5-2042(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea _§ . (T Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,. §35.13 TP
3% to County (if paid in Instaliments) 3 - Requires $500 be paid to C dunng proba .
- TOTAL . % , .
' ' ' . PRESIDING JUDGE _

Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clerk - Judge Code: ' : | e ’/[ -t -
Court Reporter;o Sentence Date: / -y y A ﬁ: < '
- Certifiod-as-a—Free—Bopy ——————————— ' 7 7 ¢

-
#/"r/"‘z‘f o0

(/Clcrk Court of Common Pleag
and General Sessions, Lee

White - Clerk  COHBRL m&arolinacm Probation . Pink-Defendant : SCCA/217 (7/2003) .
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) (N THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
alk i d _

COUNTY OF / ﬁ f ) l/ INDICTMENT/CASE#: ..S -

G by | w0

42— . ) TAWE e

ARK: 7 =~ 7 O )  Date of Offense: =25 -3 N

Race: A Vgex: M Age: _2> ¢ ; S.C[.?C(::%de § 2 Y ~)2~-g3d (1]

DOB: 2 ~20~ SSi: : CD de #: # / & < _"Z

Address: e ' ) CASE RESTORED

City, State, Zip : 1 € ) SENTENCE

DL# SID# ) OpPLEA [JTRIAL I

In disposijion of the_sald indictmer comes now the Defendant who was ONVICTED OF or ] PLEADS . 'I;

TO: = ? RO

In, violation of § =/(2-¢ f the S.C. Cods of Laws, bearing COR Code # & / <7I / ¢§ l ‘L
NON-VIOLENT [J VIOLENT [J SerIOUS [J MOST SERIOUS ‘O17-2645"

The charge Is: Indicted, (] Lesser Included Offense, [ ] Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. ’.'f\

The plea is: []
A 4

ut Wmendaﬁon. [] Negotiated Sentence, [] Recommendation by the State. . -
7 Soligtor Defendant - Attomey for Defendant

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commitied to the [(|State Department of Corrections, E]COunty Detentlon Center,

~ for a determinate term of _/©__ deyaimenths/

r D, under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed __ ~— years

and/or to pay a fine of §__~— ; provided that upon the service of ____ days/monthsfyears and/or payment

of$ - ; plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the batance Is suspended with probation for

Cr—

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of prabation,

whigh are incorporated by reference.
CONCURRENT or [] CONSECUTIVE to sentence on;__F-<¢L I, cec -
The Defendant is to be given credit for fime served pursuant to S.C. Code §24-13-40 to be calculated and applied by the State
Department of Corrections. ' ’
SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
[ RESTITUTION: [ Heard, [} Waived, [J Ordered PTUP
Total: _§ plus 20% fee: $ . Ddayslhours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GE .
[J set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.
. May serve W/E beginning
Reciplent: Sulra‘ztance Ag;lse Coun.'ll_seling
*Fine: i Random Drug/Alcohol Testing
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) _$ Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthi
§14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 _$ pmts, of § beginning Y
§14-1-211(A)(2) (DUI Surcharge) $100 _§ $ . paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 _§ Other: .
§ 35.13 (Public Def/Prob) ' $500 %
§73.3, 1B TP (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 %
§33.7, 1B TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $100 _%
§50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 %
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea _$ {7 Appointed PD or appointed other counsel, §35.13 TP
3% to County (if paid in installments) 9 Requires $500 be pald to Cletk during probatig,
TOTAL S
PRESIDING JUDGE  / /WL d
Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clerk Judge Code: / O I, s— 15~
Court Reporter: S S S — Sentence Date: / ')// / / /7 0. // 7/

()

s me ae .

c 7Clerk, Court of Common Pleag
and General Sessions, Lee

White - Clerk  Grée®UEtgtrdoush Carglimesry — Probation

Pink ~ Defendant SCCA/217 (7/2003)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA - . ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
) .
COUNTY OF LEF ) oY _ INDICTMENT/CASE#; 3 j/
M el | b
, ) AW F=2932 %5
L et ). Date of Offense: /o 25 ~o%

Race Sex: -_,a_Age _Z& ") sC.Code§: (£-3-C3°® .
DOB: P ), ~26 -3¢ SS#: : » CDR Code #: =2 / 12~ r S
Address ; L] CASE RESTORED
City, State, Zip . SENTENCE
DL# OpPLEA [OTRIAL .
In disposition of the saig pho was MONVICTED OF or (] PLEADS {')
TO: (Er Lty 7~ o Ei
In violation of § 7 3-43 : bearing CDR Code # / [ ¢

] VIOLENT [ SERIOUS ] MOST SERIOUS [] 17-2545-

WON-VIOLENT

The charge I[s.jﬁts Indicted, [_] Lesser Included Offense [} Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury.
Without Negotnatlons or Recommendatlon [J Negotiated Sentence, [ Recommendahon by the State. -

The plea is:
ATTEST:

0
.

N ‘.ﬂ

i
L4

[

Solicitor

WHEREFORE the Defendant is committed to the'
for a determinate term of ,2
and/or to pay a ﬁne of $

Defendant

Attomey for Defendant

State Department of Corrections, [_JCounty Detention Center,
r [J under the Youthful Offander Act not to exceed _~—— years

: provided that upon the service of _~—— days/months/years and/or payment
of $, ~ _; plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with probation for

v———

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probatlon. Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of probation,

which are incorporated by reference,
[] CONCURRENT or CONSECUTIVE to sentence ear

[ The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code

an?zpplied by the State

Department of Comrections. ‘ wv o
SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
[ RESTITUTION: [ Heard, [] Walved, [] Ordered PTUP
Total: $ plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Tenms: Obtaln GED '
[ set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.,
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling
*Fine: ' K Random Drug/Alcohai Testing
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107. 5%) 8 _ Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 _$ pmts. of § : beginning
§14-1-211(A)(2) (DU! Surcharge) $100 _§ — $ : paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2095 (DUI Assessment) $12 ¢ Other: : :
§ 35.13 (Public Def/Prob) $500 _% '
§73.3, 18 TP (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 & )
§33.7, 1B TP (Drug Court Surchargs) $100 _3% ,
§50-21-114(BUl Breath Test Fee) $50 _$ : : -
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea _$ . [ Appointed PD or appolinted other counsel, §35.13.JP
3% to County (if patd in Instaliments) $ Requires $500 be paid to Clark during probati )
TOTAL 3 Z@
PRESIDING JUDGE /
" Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clerk . . Judge Code: ' |, @1 L7 1T <P

Court Reporter: Cemﬁed as a{Trll‘e Copy Sentence Date: /7y /7 /0 7

- 7— 7

i [ 2R A
(' 7 o7k, Court of Common Pleas
ancl General Sessions, Lee
South Carolina
~ Canary - Probation

White — Clerk ”G.reen —EgrrectXO

Pink - Defendant SCCA/217 (7/2003)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

~ y
COUNTY OF J L y INDICTMENT/CASE#: _
STATS - & ) _ O s 3/ - _/3S
__3({_2&\4 ey Ll ) TAWE /759597
ARA: . rA 3 )  Date of Offense: [ ~27~0 3
Race: A Sex: A Age: 24 ) SC.Code§: AL S~ /3~ Y0
DOB: g-~20-§J SSH: —_4_ ), CDRCode#: / & o 7
Address: el A LY el oS .~ [J CASE RESTORED '
City, State, Zip COtlen v, S, (. 27 ) SENTENCE ‘
DL# SID# T ) , [ PLEA TRIAL
In disposition of the sald Indictment comes now thg Defe who wasN CONVICTED OF of [ ] PLEADS i
TO: %aﬁ%&_%w A
in violation of § 2 ¢~/2-4t ? of the 5.CCode of Laws, bearing CDR Code #__(/ | Cf | il ik
DN . NON-VIOLENT ] VIOLENT . [ serIOUS [J MOST SERIOUS []17-2545_ -
The charge l's.::FAs Indicted, [[] Lesser Included Offense, [] Defendant Walves Presentment to Grand Jury. ST
The plea is: [} Wjthout Negotjatiops or Recommendation, (] Negotiated Sentence, [ ] Recommendation by the State. &
ATTEST: J v, : e

L7 -
Defendant Attomney for Defendant

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the [X|State Department of Corrections, [_JCounty Detention Center,
for a determinate term of _ /€ _ deysdmenthafjears.dr [J under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed _———years
and/or to pay a fine of §___———Tprovided that upon the service of _"""days/monthslyears and/or payment
of § - plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with probation for
monthsfyears and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services spandard conditions of probation,

which are incorporated by reference. .
[] CONCURRENT or [¥] CONSECUTIVE to sentence @r(‘M &u 42 otheg

———

ulated and applied

[ The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Coge §24-13-4Q tg be by the State
Department of Comrections. - { YLuUD
: SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
O RESTITUTION: [[] Heard, [ ] Waived, [] Ordered PTUP
Total: _§ plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: : Obtain GED
[] set by SCOPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.
May serve W/E beginning
Reciptent: Substance Abuse Counseling
*Fine; , $ Random Drug/Alcohol Testing
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) 3 Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 _$ pmts. of § beginning :
§14-1-211(A)(2) (DU Surcharge) $100 3 $ paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2095 (DUI Assessment) $12 _§ Other:
§ 35.13 (Public Def/Prob) $500 “§
§73.3, 1B TP (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 3
§33.7, 1B TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $100 §
§50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 "%
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment)  $40/ea $ [ Appointed PD or appointed other counsel, §35.13 TP
3% to County (if paid In installments) 3 Requires $500 be paid to Ci uring probation,
TOTAL 3 / /
PRESIDING JUDGE / :
: Cierk of Court/ Deputy Clerk Judge Code: / o I, S |I'#
Court Reporter: Certified as a True. Copy. Sentence Date: /v 7] ) /o8~ //
4
/Q.,;*_ﬁ-f‘-/mjﬂ&&% l

OClerk, Court of Common Pleas
and General Sessions, Lee

_ County, South Carolina '
White - Cletk  Green— Corrections Canary ~ Probation . Pink - Defendant SCCA/217 (7/2003)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF | é ,é 4 |
STA'?—
AKA: /)

Race: _ /& Sex: . M

e N Nt Nl vl il sl NatfF Nogal e

DOB: -20~-80 SS
Address: '

City, State, Zip

DL#

[OJVIOLENT [J SERIOUS

?NON-'VIOLENT

The charge Is: mAs Indicted, EI Lesser Included Offense, [[] Defandant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury.
s or Recommendation, [] Negotiated Sentence, O Recommendatlon by the State, =

The plea is: (1 Wi
ATTESD.

In dlsposltiz of,lhe% indictment comes now the Defendant who was MCONVICTED OF or [] PLEADS : o
TO: - ‘
in violation of § 24 ~/3~4%/28f the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # ¥ 1 4 ‘f / = 2

o, .7/ £

- 237/29

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

SENTENCE
[ PLEA ngAL

[J MOST SERIOUS O 17-25-45 >

..._}

'c:)

Defendant

Attomey for Defénrﬁ';:t

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commltted to the [¥]State Department of Corrections, [ JCounty Detention Centar.

for a determinate term of __Z O dagstesmth

and/orto payafineof §__—~ ; provided that upon the service of
— . plus costs and assessments as applicable; the balance is suspended with probation for
ation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of probatlon

of$§___— ¢

months/years and subject to South Carolina
g: are incorporated by reference. 2..¢c{

partment of Pr

CONCURRENT or ONSECUTIVE Yo sentence om

he Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S C
Department of Corrections. 7%- Cov CU/‘UXEK 4s AL J

Zearsdr L1 under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed
~— days/months/years and/or payment

years

——

&A.qr e
SPECIAL CONDI110NS

| RESTITUTION [J Heard, (] Waived, [] Ordered PTUP L

Total: _$ plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms:. Obtain GED .

D set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.~

: May serve W/E beginning

Reciplent - Substance Abuse Counseling

*Fine: _$ -Random Drug/Alcohol Testing -

. §14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) 3 " Flnemay be pd. In equal, consecutive weekly/monthly

§14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) - %100 § . pmts.of$ beginning

§14-1-211(A)(2) (DUI Surcharge)- $100 5 $ paid to Public DefeW—
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 Other:

§ 35.13 (Public Def/Prob) . $500 _% .

~§73.3, 18- TP (Law Enforce. Funding) - $25 %

§33.7, 1B TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $100 _$%

§50-21-114(BU! Breath Test Fee) $50 § _
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea _$ - [J Appointed PD or appointed other counsel, §35.13 TP

3% to County (if paid in instaliments) _$ Requires $500 be paid to Clerk during probation.

TOTAL _ $ ' :

' ' - 'PRESIDING JUDGE /%
Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clerk - . .Judge Code: 7 7 7]
Court Reporter: ;4 __.. S Sentence Date: > L7 fos— /L
fgx—ay
ot st ¢f Coramon Pleas
and Gu. sal Sessions, Lee :

White - Clerk  GresmubtyirSauids Carodnsary - Probation Pink - Defendant SCCA/217 (7/2003)




