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ARGUMENTS PRESENTED

.Trial counsel was ineffective feor failing to ebject to.Jack.

Westmoreland net being able to testify as states witness,
before and during trial.

Trial counsel vwas ineffective feor failing te object te allewing

.the jury te hear prejudice commeat refereacing "crack", prior

or during trial, when in fact, the .term "crack" was never.

.mentioned in the recorded cenversatien.

Trial ceunsel was ineffective for failing te ebject to

reasenable doubt intructiea.

‘Appellate argues and seeks. answers.to why a certain allegation
was inadvertently left eut and net ruled.en.in Judges erder

.of dismissal.

.Appellant argues whether PCR Judge Mark Hayes erred by not

stating the findings of facts and.cenclusion. of law to .each.

.and.évexy.allesationhthat.the appellate raised at the PCR
-heariag.

Trial counsel was ineffective for failing te object and should.
have motion for drug evidence to be excluded frem the jury.

for. lack of preper ideatificatiea.

.PCR counsel vwas ineffective for failing to raise all

appellate's issues at PCR . hearing.

PCR coumsel .was ineffective for failing te ."subpeeana" all
vwitnesses and decumentatioen te the PCR hearing as requested

and or motion for continuaace.

Trial ceunsel was ineffective for failing to oebject.te.CIl's
testiseny te challeage credibility.aad reliability te .impeach

CI prier te trial.




Argumeat 10.

Argument 11.

Argumeat 12.

Argument 13,

Trial counsel was ineffective for lack of preparatien time

fer second trial.

Trial .judge erred .in allowing audio portion .ef tape to be

played in it's entirety.

Trial counsel was ineffective for failing te object to the
altered videe being played prier te trial.

Trial judge erred in adaitting the drug evideace where the
presecutien fail te establish, as far as practicable, a
complete chain of custody.



STATEMENT OF THE .CASE

Ia October of 2008, the Spartanburg County Grand Jury iadicted
-Appellant .on the charge of distributien eof crack cocaine. On Junme 3,.2009,
Appellant proceeded to.trial befere the Henorable E.C. Burnett, III, and
' .a jury. Appellant was represented by Beverly Jones, and the state vas
represented by Abel Orlande Gray. The jury returned a verdict. of dﬁilty.
and Judge Burnett sentenced Appellant te twenty-eight years.as.a.third .
-dsug .effense. Appellant's atterney filed a notice of appeal which was
-perfected by by the filing of a btiéf.putsuan:vté.Ande:s“v. Califerania,
386 .U.S. 738 .(1967). The Seuth Carelina Court of Appeals affirmed
vAppellanifsnconuiction and seatence. State v..Jeter Op. Ne. 2011-<UP-394
(Ct. .App. filed August 18, 2011).

On November 2, 2011, Appellant filed an.applicatien.fer.Pest—Ceavictien
-Relief (PCR). The state filed a return en July.l7, 2012. An evidentiary
.hearing was held en .November 9, 2012.befere the Henorable J. Mark Hayes,

II. Appellant was represented by Ken Shabel, .and .the state was represented
by Suzanne White. On December 27, 2012, Judge Hayes filed an erder denying
-Appellant's PCR application and dismissing it with prejudice. Appellant .
filed .a netice of appeal. This petitien follows.



ARGUMENT I.

Trial counsel Beverly Jones was ineffective for failing to object
to Jack Westmb:éland aot being able to testify as states witness, before
.and during trial. Trial couasel fail to motioa for a ceatiauaance based
on his absence. The state.fail to establish a complete chain of custedy.
There.is a.missing link in the chain of custody..The witness testimeay
vas apart.ef the chain of custedy which would have showa a break in the
chain of custedy (Crawford v. Washingten). Appellate never had the
.opportunitx.te Ccress. exaaine the.uitnéss.fnt.inpeachnen:.putposes.p:iar
er during the trial .which appellate has the. legal right.

Trial counsel should have objected for allowing. Ashley Harris to
testify for Jack Westmoreland. Appellate confrontational rights were
vielated, alse 6th Amendment Ceastitutien rights has beea violated because
.appellaat has the right te confrent witness duxina_ttiél..wheﬁher or mot

evidence has beea tampered, Bull Comings v. New Mexice, cite at .13l S.Ct.
2705 (2011). The. Supreme Court held that surrogate testimony dees .not ameet

the constitutien requirements. Crime Lab techaicians, custedy.etc....must
testify and sign. te certify the results. Furthermere, Jack Westmoreland

did net.testify .mer did he give a certified sworn affidavit. complete with

.centrol number, signature of proof ef certificatien as required of Rule
6(B). Chain of custedy form is defective. Therefore drug evideace sheuld.

‘not have been admitted, State v. Chiselin, 355 S.C. at 180, 584 S.E.2d

at. 404; State v. Sweet, No. 26344,

Furthermore, knewing that the custodian did not give a certified sworn
statemeat ner testify at trial, Appellate.argues that there was no,
participation ea behalf of Jack Westmerland at .any time . in .this case, and

by him net.participating in this process, there is a break in.the chain

and the state fail to establish a cemplete chain of custedy. It prejudice

appellate frea having a fair trial. Chain ef custedy form was not.filled

.9ut.iucitYs entirety, no control number, form. was net certified,. which
.makes it defective, aer did custedian testify.St¢ €x. /
Appellate .argues that trial counsel was ineffective for failing to

motion for a ceontinuance once counsel realized that custodian wasa't able

to testify. Alse argues that there was ne.participatiea ea behalf of Jack
.Uestnoreland at .any time’ in’ this case and appellate did oot have .the

-ODDortunlty to cenfron: his accuser or cross examine’ the” witnéss te testify .

whether . the best bag was sealed when he recexved it; what did he do with '

F

the bag after he. recezved 1t. uhat uas zn the baa. was the control aumber

~y e
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correct on the bag if there was evean a number en the hag;‘hoé.nuch'did

.the. substaace weigh etc...

A .party offering iate evideace fuagible items such.as drug or bloed
<sam§les‘must.éstéﬁlish a.complete chain of custedy as far as practicable,
Beaten v. Pellua, 232 S.C. 26, 33, 100 S.E.2d 534, 537 (1957). Where aa
analyzed. substance has passed through several haads, the ideatity of
individuals who acquired the evidence and what was done with the.evideace.
between taking.and the analysis must not:be left .te cenjecture, ID, at
.33-34, 100 S.E.2d at.537. Jack Westmoreland, .one .of .the nawed custodians
_for the drug.package, did not testify so.that there was ne testimoay .by.

the custedian as te how the package was handled while in his custedy. There
vere unanswvered questioas that eanly Jack Westmereland.can answer. and because

he did net.participate. in.the.precess,.the chain of custedy has beea broken.

Sixz months prier te trial, counsel metioned for fast aand speedy trial,
-but . the state would have .exceeded 180 days if trial couasel weuld have .
.motien fer centinuaace. Therefere charges would have been dismissed and
outcome would have been differeat. Appellate has proven that trial counsel's.
_performance was deficieat .and ineffective for failing te. ebject .te admission
of the drug evidence without the state establishiang a.complete chain . of
-custedy. Therefore appellate's Due Process riahtsgwas.violated..also;f6th
Amendment Ceastitutional rights were vielated. If counsel motion for

centinuance it would have produced a different result.
ARGUMENT 2.

Trial counsel was ineffective for failing to object te allewing the
Jury to hear the illegal audio recerding of officer Beck's comment
-refereacing ."crack", prior or during trial, when in fact, .the term crack
was aever meationed in the recorded conversation. First of all, it is
illegal, inadmissible and highly prejudicial for allowiné.the intercePTfﬂr‘

of wire, oral er electrenic .ceammumication to.be played in.it's entirety.

The use .of any devise to intercept.coaversation or be shown at .trial is

inadaissible. Trial counsel never explained to appellate about the law

dealing with wire tap and surveillance/interception.ef wire, oral or
electronic communications, but what appellate has learned is that before
individuals can use devices te or .iatercept wire, .oral, cemaunicatieas
-individuals must meet requiremeats accordiag to Code.of Laws -of South
Carelina statute 17-30-65; 17-30-70; 17-30-=75. SC€¢é €x. 2

An applicatiea for an erder authoriziang er approving the ianterceptien
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of wire, oral, or electrenic communications must be initiated by the chief
of SLED, after reviewing, thea Attorney General, and then a Judge.
Individual .using this equipwsent wust be authorized and trained. If not,

evideace derived from illegal inception must be excluded and is a statutory

violatien, and .violates appellates due process and ceastitutioenal rights.

.In appellates case, in a nut shell, requiremeants were .not met; because

CI or Spartanburg County Sheriff's Department had.no authorization or
training te iatercept.er use device.to video tape or record cenversation.
The:efere..if”was.illegal and trial counsel was ineffective for failing
to object prier and duriag trial for allewing audio to be played ia it's

.entirety. Alse, the first 15 seconds at the beginning of the audio recorded
phone call. It prejudiced the appellate during the trial to allow the jury
te hear the officer's comment refereacing "crack", when in. fact,.the. "tera"

"crack" was never meationed by ne one but.officer Beck, .and .counsel .should
have objected. (Tr. pg. 10 Lines 23-25). Also, (Tr..pg. 11 Lines 1-5, The
video was also played in it's entirety. Officer Beck placed in. the jurors

mind during the trial, that the CI was going te call add order up a quantity
of crack, (Tr. pg. 10 Lines 18-25); Tr. pg. 117 Lines 20-25); Tr. pg. 118
Lines 1<6). Officer Beck was the enly persoa that mentiomed "crack"”

throughout the whele trial. It also prejudiced wme for the jury to hear

the aine (9) secend interval between Beck aad the CI, that was not apart

of the phone conversation, (Tr. pg.. 1l lines 1-5). Trial couasel was

ineffective for failing to motion.te suppress evidence and recorded phoae

-call.in it's entirety, due to illegal wire tap and surveillaace and wire,

.oral or electronic communicatioans, Uaited States v. Giordano, 416, U.S.
505, 94, S.Ct. 1820 (1974). As far as the video is concera, it doesa't
evea show the CI actually putting the alleged drugs in the bag, (Ir. pg.
117 Lines 13-25). Aaything derived from that audio and video recordiang

is inadmissible in ceurt.

Spartanburg Couaty sheriff's Departient and the CI obtained information
illegally. Requirements vere not met according to South. Carolina Code.of
Law and statutes. Appellant argues that ceunsel was ineffective for allowing
the jury te hear illegal recording of officer Beck's comment refereace
to "crack" which was never meantioned in recorded cenversatien which
Prejudiced appellant. It is the uainvited ear appellate sought to exclude,
Katz v. U.S. 389, U.S. 347, 357 (1967). Also, wherever a wman nay be, he

.is entitled te knew that he will remain free from uareasonable search.and

seizure under the 4th Ameadment. Counsel failed to move to strike coumeat

referencing "crack", Fossick v. State, 317 S.C. 375, 453 S.E.2d 899 (1995)..
Adaittance of any device te.record appellate conversatioen is also a
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statutery viclation and a violation of appellates coastitutional rights

and Due Process, Katz v. U.S. at 88 S.Ct. 507 (1967).

Alse appellate argues that counsel was ianeffective for failing to
object to audio at the time it was being played. Therefore evidence should

be excluded.

ARGUMENT 3.

Appellant argues and seeks answers to why.a.certaia allegation was
inadverteatly left out aand net ruled.oea in judges order of disamissal. The
issue is that the appellate was not present at every.stage of the trial.
A recess was takea and there was a discussion. between the .trial judge and
appellaat's counsel that sheuld not have taken place witinout appellate
being preseat. Appellate did not waive. any rights and argues that he.has
the right to be preseat at every stage of nis trial uader Rule l6.
Appellate's rights were vioelated by not beiag. preseat at .every stage,

appellant has the right to be preseat and coafreat his accuser at every

stage. (Tr. pg. 127 Lines 5-11); Bull Comings v. New Mexico cite as 131
S.Cc. 2705 (2011), This issue was raised ia the PCR hearing by the appellaat

aleng with several other issues that was inadverteatly left out of the
judges order. PCR counsel refuse to raise all appellate's issues. Appellate
-also attempted to .preserve all other issues that were raised in original
PCR Application by filing a 59(e) wotion before tem (10) day time limit

vas due. PCR counsel abandoned the case and did not get a respoase back.
Appellant argues that this particular issue should have beea brougnt back
up by the Attorney General to be ruled oa ia judges order which was in
appellants original PCR Application and PCR heariang. Appellaat's 6th
Agendment and Due process vielated. SE&-Fx. 3

ARGUMENT 4.

Trial counsel vwas ineffective for failing to object to reasomable
doubt instructioam. Trial judge when defining reasonable doubt for the
juri should give no further iastructioa thaan that reasonable doubt is
the kind of doubt that would cause a reasonable perseoa to act. Appellate
argues that the trial .judge coafused the jury (Ir. pg. 123 ;ines 2-25);
.and also shifted the burden of proof to the appellaat and counsel siould
have ebjected, (TAv 5702 v, MmTHhus Y42 US, 570,52y G579),

8



ARGUMENT 5.

The appellate .argues whether PCR Judge Mark Hayes.erred by not
stating the finding of facts and conclusion of law toe each. and every
allegaticon that the appellant raised at the PCR hearing. Appellate
also requested that the Honorable Court respectfully alter/amend his
Judgament so that appellant weuld aet. get caught in a trap trying to .
.re~raise the other issues in a successive PCR Applicatioa (Pruitt v.
State), 423 S.E.2d, 127. Appellate's Due Process and 6th Amendmeant
rights has beea violated, because judges order dismissing Appellate's
PCR doesa't cemply with S.C. Code Ann. 17-27-80; 17=-27-90 and Rule
52(A) SCRCP because it does net coatain specific findings ef facts
.and cenclusions ef law with regards to eacih issue raised .im Appellaat's
hearing. Alse, .Bryson v. State, 493 S.E.2d 500 (1997).

ARGUMENT 6.

Trial counsel was ineffective for failing to object and should have
motien for drug evideace to be excluded from the jury for lack of preper
identificatieca.

Béck coatradicted himself throughout the whole trial. Officer Beck
testified that he.did net immediately seal the bag, Tr. pg. 77 lines 7~
.16 ia closing arguments trial counsel stated it was put in a bag aad weat
unsealed for sowe period of time and layed epen on the top of a car and
then traveled to the Sheriff's eoffice. Tr. pg. 116 lines 5-13; also couasal

stated that on the videe "we don't even see him put it in the bag", TIr.

Pg. 117 lines 8-19). At appellate's PCR Hearing, Atteraey Keaneth Shabel

eatered inte evidence a trial transcript page, page 77 lines 7-16, to review

on the record te .the PCR judge proving the fact that after officer Beck

-Teceived the alleged drugs from the CI he did net immediately seal the
drugs, and while the bag was unsealed, officer Beck testified that he took

the alleged drugs back to his office, weighed it, field tested it, .and
then sealed.it.up. Duriag all that time, officer Beck never took aay

precaution against taapering., S€& TRAXAP T Pg. 77

.Furthermore, the videeo never showed the alleged drug being put iato
the bag. Appellate argues that trial couasel failed to aotion for such
evidence te be excluded froam the jury for lack of ideatification. Evidence

was inadmissible and violated appellate's constitutienal right te a fair.
trial. See PCR Tr.. pg. 49 lines 9-21.

9




ARGUMENT 7.

PCR counsel was ineffective for failiag to raise all appellaat's issues

at PCR.bhearing. Appellate raised aine (9) allegatioas .to alter/amend ia

his .original PCR applicatien and counsel refused to raise all allegatioas.

Appellate argues that ne did .not get a full bite of .the apple at nis PCR
hearing because counmsel failed te. represeat. appellate te his full pccentzal

Se¢r  Covere LETTEK To ALTep [ 2Es O onzjw;ql P 7 PPl Cr4TT0 4
Do 7en g it 3/, ZO/Z

ARGUMENT 8.

PCR counsel was ineffective for failing to "subpoeana™ all witnesses

and documentation te the PCR hearing as requested, o motion for centinuaace.

‘Appellate requested seven (7) months. prior to. hearing to .amend his original
PCR application with aine (9) arguments and five (5) exhibits oa March
13, 2012, Appellate alse requested.that PCR counsel "subpoena” arresting.
officers te hearing to show that he violated the statute under South
Carolina Code of Law, also the CI to testify about his deals that was never
turned over to.me, whici is a Brady violation uader Rule (5). Also produce
traascript te show deals that was made. Also needed all warraats and
indictments to see if they were nolle prossed and "why", for evideace to
.shew the deals he made with the state. -

Appellate argues that PCR counsel was ineffective for failing to

subpoena witnesses.as requested and or wotion for contianuance if ne coulda't

do so. Counsel has preven himself deficieat ia this case and outcame of
PCR hearing and judges ruling. would bave been differeat, aand violated

constitutional right te a fair trial. Alse S€¢ Levven 75 PR LounsEL Y
Dﬂlj/a,/;azl PR ,9//0(/ ‘A IGond OATELD mwrnetd 31, 2002

ARGUMENT 9.

Trial couasel was ineffective for failing to object to Cl's testimoay
to challenge credibility and reliability to impeach CI prior to trial aad
these are .the facts:
(1) CI's testimeny in appellates first trial eaded ian a amis—trial; (2)
CI was dealing in crimes of dishoaesty such as forgery, shoplifting, and « &+. -3 I7
use of vehicle without owners coaseat, (Ir. pg. 62 lines 21-25); (3) CI
testified that. he was chﬁrged and coanvicted in two States. CI was.coavicted
in Geergia for pessession of crack cocaine in 1998, and Distribution of

crack in 1996 in Spartanburg, South Carelina. (Tr. pg. 60 limes 13-25);

10
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(4) Also a bench warrant in 2007 for failure to appear twice, (Tr. pg.
61 lines 1-19). CI is working to.get charges dropped because exhibit 4

in Appellates attachment facts.profile sheet, the question was asked:

Motivation of CSI to assist law enforcemeat? His aaswer was, "to help ‘with

charges on friend". And that friend was Dwan Lawmont Prysock a federal inmate

that was ia prison for drug distribution. The Cl is working to get a federal e+

inmate out of prison. This information should be in trial couasel's file.

Trial counsel has proven in her clesiag arguaeants that the CI is not a
credible or reliable witness for .the state aand trial couasel should have

used these issues to impeach the CI testimoay, (Tr. pg. 118 lines 18-25;

Tr. pg. 119 lines 1-23). CI has brokea sigaed coatract with the Spartamnburg

. ,f . - B
County Sheriff's Departameat that he would"get iato trouble while working,

(Tr. pg. 54 lines 14-24), his rap sheet will show that he was charged for

lyiag to police officer. The CI has brokea all the rules conceraing
credibilityand reliability of an inferwaat. By failing .to iwpeacia Cl's
testimoay, it violates appellant's due process guaraanteed under the 14th
Anendment and also made appellates attorney ineffective under the 6th
amendment. Appellate argues that the CI's past criminal history was bad
from the beginniag of trial. The breaking of the sigmed coatract, the

forgery, aad the shop-lifiting were all crimes of dishoaesty, and trial

counsel had the opportunity to demonstrate to the jury the uareliability

of the CI but failed to do se. Trial counsel was ineffective for not

inquiriag more deeply ianto CI's past coavictions, such as CIl's rap sheet

and peading charges. CI is not a credible or reliable witness. S€¢ Ex. 9/,5 5

Appellate also argues that CI is a criainal with a very bad criminal

history. Just because CI has givea inforiation ia the past does not make

him @ credible or reliable witaess. CI also broke the law by weariag aand

recording audio and video to illegally obtain information. Whether CI

consented or not to wear equipment, there are. still requireaeats that aas

to be met. Law enforceseat or CI can't go arouad the law just to obtaia

information. There is no establisnmeat by the prosecutioa of a criame beiay
committed in the phome call between the appellant and the CI. There was
nothing incriminating said throughout the wiole coaversatioa. Appellate
has met the burden of proof and trial counsel failed to meet the two pronged

test used ia Strickland v. Washiagtom, tnat is used in evaluatiag

@llegations of ineffective assistance of couusel.



ARGUMENT 10.

Trial couasel was ineffective for lack of preparation tiwme for_secoad
trial. Counsel has testified that everyching .she did was either prior to
trial; 72 hours prior to trial; or at the eve of trial, so.ia all actualicy
that leaves very very little rooi for counsel to ameet with appellaat to
properly effectively prepare for trial.
Counsel did not visit ame as many times as sne.did on.the first case

which ended ia a aisctrial. Counsel nas no documentatioa that proves that

She visited appellate six (6) or wore.tiwes. Couasel brought up issues

that was irrelevant to appellate's PCR allegations such as when and now
she represeated appellate on his first case waich ended ia a wmistrial.
Counsel already knew who the CI was froa the first trial which eanded ia

a amistrial. Couasel only awet with Appellate twice withia a 72 hour window
prior to trial to show video. It is an inaccurate statement for counsel.

to say that she .met with appellant amultiple times on this particular case.

Counsel tried to wmix the two cases to make it coafusing as to how many

times she visited appellaat.

It is 6bvious that counsel was deficieat and did aot properly aand
effectively prepare for this case because appellaat was sentenced to 28
years. Couasel testified that she had to put in a Motioa to Coupel a.few
days before trial to get copies of the video when in fact couasel had six

(6) months after appellate's December 2008 mistrial to get that iaformatioa,

PCR Tr. pg. 29 lines 1-7). Counsel did not meet the two proaged test thac
is used in evaluating allegations of ineffective assistaace of couasel

in Strickland v. Washiagtoa.

ARGUMENT 11.

Trial judge erred in allowing audio portion of tape. to be played. ia

it's eatirety. Couasel testified thac she dea't object to the video porcioa

but strenuouély objects to the audio portion aiad trial judge agreed that

the audio portion would not be adamissible, (Tr. pg. 16 lines 2-16); PCR

Tr. pg. 16 lines 5-7). Appellant's coastitutional rigat to a fair trial
was violacted, because.appellant was prejudiced by the judge allowing.éhe

uaredacted audio recording of officer's comseat refereacing "crack", the

judge abused his discretioa.

12



ARGUMENT 12.

Trial couasel was ineffective for failing to object to alterad video

beiang played prior to trial. Appellate argues that counsel had the
opportunity to suppress or exclude video evideace before the trial started,

because during.the course of trial, the state anever establishes oa video

of drugs evea being put in evideace bag, Ir. pg. 59 liaes 11-14); Tr. pg.

lines 8-19. In the closiag argument couansel testified that the video has

gaps and holes and a lot of footage of the ceiliag. Tr. pg. 118 lines 12-

15). Appellate also argues that ne wanted coumsel to object to video

eatirety because the video was altered. If couasel would have objected,

the outcoime would have produced differeat results.

ARGUMENT 13.

Trial judge erred in adamitting the drug evideace where the prosecutioa
failed to establish, as far as practible, a coumplete chaia of custody.
The trial judge erred by allowing cheamist Asinley Harris to testify feor
Jack Westimorelaad and stacing that "it meets the law", which violated
appellaat's 6th Amendmeat Constitutional Rights, Tr. pg. 20 liaes 4-17.

Appellaat has tne right to confroat witaess and surrogate testimoay does

aot meet the coastitutional requiremeiat. Crime lab Techuiciaas, custodians

etc... must testify aad sign to certify the results.

Custodian Jack Westmoreland aust testify whether best bag was sealed

or if evidence has beea tampered witan, "no more passing the buck', Bull
Coming v. New Mexico, cite at S.Ct. 2705 (2011). There was a0 testimoay

by custodian as to how the package was nandled while ia his custody.

Therefore, Appellant argues that trial judge erred ia allowing the evideace

to be aduitted in evideace ian the absence of a coamplete chain of custody.

Furtheraore, tnere was ao participatioa at aay time in this case oa behalf

of Jack Westmoreland.
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CONCLUSION

Appellate has proven that counsel's perfermance was deficieat and
fell belew reasenable prefessienal nerms; and there is reasenable
prebability that, but fer ceunsel's unprofessienal. errers, the results
Weuld have been different. Thée PCR judge sheuld have found beth PCR .ceuasel
and trial ceunsel ineffective. fer.all the abeve.

.Beth .trial and PCR.ceunsel failed te meet the two pronged test im
Strickland .v. Washingten that is used in evaluating allegatiens of
ineffective assistance of ceunsel. Appellate's allegatiens dees have merit.

Baged en the abeve, Certierari should be GRANTED and ceaviction and
.Sentences VACATED and the case REMANDED for a New Trial.

Respectfully Submitted,

> frederick Jeter 4233386
Petitioner Pre Se/Appellaat
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‘This 2ZDay. of Octeber. 2013
.at Pelzer, Seuth Carelina. —~
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Pi{hJ! ALL IN}'()R\”IA I'TON EXCEPT WHERE SIGNA TURE 1S l\l QUIR

FORM C (RULE 6)

 CERTIFICATE OF PROOF OF CHAIN OF PHYSIC AL 7 A/(
= . CUSTODY OR CONTROL

o & 0§
(Subsequent Change of Custody) C

TFhis is i cortify that T JACK, WESTMORELAND

(Nd mc)

e .. A cn‘n;_‘plnyul—»hy

COSVARTANGURG COURTY SHERLVE  ,¢  EVIDENGE ‘OFFIGEKR
©(Nameof Agency or Department) (Capacity of Erhploymc_nt)
"\\__ . 2}5 .., L received _ 1M PERSON I

C (batey (Year) : (Specify Whether by Mml or in H’uwn)

_and thit on

From - bDROP BOX  5f  SPARTANBURG. COUNTY suy:_uf‘»__. N
' : (Nzrinj‘tj"of Person) (Law E nturcerm,nf Agumy)

fii(:._!'s)}-!;_nv:irvl;‘b qubst.mus(s) or Lonminer(s)‘
RO ’L’Z 5%,

(Mum »f Pusun makmg Ongmdl Seizure)
(Deseribe. uhxt mce or container with sufﬁuent parncu!anly to dlstmgtush xt)

%2»\’\" \O g

which were _ongmally seized by

I e e

o~ ___,:madedelivery of thé abo ve described
(Datc) (Year) s
:subs(un_i::c(.s) or container(s) to __ DRUG ROOM

R . ol

(Nﬂme) ) e s

wl/\I\IAMSlH( CCOUNTY SHERIFF

in substantially the same condition
(1 nv hn!orccmcnt Agency) ' i '

as when ! ruc:vcd it

S : D\ L\X’N A(M Yl
Piace: :

e 4 \ (blgnatux e)
!f):hlc:"'_;_w'. ‘ j-_ ) D

Swornto me on this -~ _day of

—_—— e ) ———— ..
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§17-30-40 #4250 CRIMINAL PROCEDURES

coritents of any comimitiication wi

Yoo .. ' R OSSO .t ol ] e .
< orentity c_,._“_n_..;._:::...:.,_n_n__r,f,rr or intended recipient of the connn
‘addressee or intended recipient.

on or an

eyt

o :m@_._@.cﬁ the
T et ‘oviding elec 1 1cad1

Lo (B): A personor entity providing electronic communication servicé 1o the public

may;divulge the contents of the communication:

S A.,_v ds otherwise authorized by this chapter;

it o] .
D@y with the lawful consent of the on
recipient of the communication

ny addressee or tende

;
(3) to a person employec i
2) 1o a person employed or anthorized, or whose faci
the communication o its destination: or
P

arc used to forw:

4) which were inadverte i
. (4) ch were advertently obtained by the service provider
appeared Lo pertain to the commissi
law enforcement, agency.

which

le to a

on ol a crime, il the divulgence is m

HISTORY: 2002 Act No. 339, § 14, eff July 2, 2002.

w 1 QImclﬁm. Use of pen register or trap and trace device,

It is lawful under

S n_~. NPy Vo . . e .
L_:F_ LO use a pen re Croor _._A:_v ar Lrace A_FJ;P.C

authorized under South Caro ina law or under federal Low

HISTORY: 2002 Act No. 339, 8 14, eff July 2, 2002,

@ MQIWOIWQ. Penalty for 1:?::@ §§ 17-30-20 through 17-30-45.

A) Excent as oo oo .
. ( .v Except as provided in subsection (B), whocver tes the provi
o TN —20)9 - 5 ’
Sections 17 \wo 20 ::o:m: 17-30-45, upon conviction, must be
more than five years or flined

nprisoned not
not more than five thousand do

. . ) 5, or both.
(B) If the offense is u first offense under

iis chapter and is not for ;

off : s not my unlawful
purpose or lor purposes of direct or indirec commerci v i
commetcial

I advant

e » and the wire or electronic communic
the offense under this chapter was commi

on with respect o w
ed is a radio communicati i
! nd : i : ion th
scrambled, encrypted, or transmited using modul;
parameters of which have been wi hheld from

on - techniques the es
the public with the i
wramet o ! It the ant
preserving the privacy of the communication, then:
(1) if the communication is not the radio portion
communication, a cordless telephone communica
the cordless telephone handset and the base

of a celly phone
i ! ed between
: Canp L . ol

service communication, or a paging service no:::::_Q_:”_.”:n _;“un_ _A_..:,Hw.___.”__.wﬁ__:
:o._. that described in Section 17-30-85(7), the person Q:::‘:_: the .:,._._:2 is
guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction . somedd not o
than one year or fined not more than one thot _

mn that is transmi

must. be imprisoned not more
nd do

s, or both:

(2) if the communication is the radio portion of a cellular telephone

:. the comm communi-
cation, a cordless telephone communication that i

transmitted between the
a public land mobile radio service
on, the person comm

cordiess telephone handset and the base uni

communication, or a paging service commu
offense is guilty ‘6l a misdemeanor, and must
than one thousand dollars for each violation,

HISTORY: 2002 Act No. 339, § 14, eff July 2, 2002
120 .

1 the
» Upon conviction, be fined not more

N INTERCEPTION OF COMMUNICATIONS § 17-30-65

w@ 17-30-55. Mailing or manufacturing devices for unlawful interception of
m. wire, oral or electronic communications::
| (A) Except as otherwise specifically provided in this chapter, any person is guilty
of a felony and, upon conviction, must be fined not more than five thousand dollars
or imprisoned not more than five years, or both, who intentionally:
(1) sends through the mail or otherwise sends or carries any electronic,
mechanical, or other device, knowing or having reason to know that the design of
,,.v_._?u device renders it primarily useful for the purpose of the unlawful interception
“of wire, oral, or clectronic communications as specifically defined by this chapter;
“or . ,
u‘

or

s, possesses, or sells any electronic, mechanic

S (@) manufactures,
1g veason o know that the design of the device

\...o_._.de_. device, knowing or ha
"renders it primarily useful for the purpose of the unlawful interception of wire,
Yoral, or electronic communications as specifically defined by this chapter.

ﬂ_.xE [t is lawful under this section for the persons listed in items (1) and (2) of this
~subsection to send through the mail, send, or carry in intrastate, interstate, or
,m.z.m_m: commerce or manufacture, assemble, possess, or sell any electronic, me-
chanical, or other device, knowing or having reason to know that the design of the
deévice renders it primarily useful for the purpose of the surreptitious interception
~of wire, oral, or electronic communications. )

...,W‘EE persons 1o whom this subscction applies are:

(1) a ?&(‘Ec_. of wire or electronic communication service or an officer, agent,
5 or employee of, or a person under contract with, such a provider, in the normal

course of the business of providing that wire or electronic communication service;

)

S or
t. (2) an officer, agent, or employee of, or a person under contract with, bidding
“supon contracts with, or in the course of doing business with, the United States, a
state, or a political subdivision of the State, in the normal course of the activities
. of the United States, a state, or a political subdivision of the State.

:HISTORY: 2002 Act No. 339, § 14, eff July 2, 2002,
X

@ 17-30-60. Seizure and forfeiture.
- Any electronic, mechanical, or-other device used, sent, carried, manufactured,
assembled, possessed, or sold in violation of this chapter may he seized and forfeired

+to the State.

_ m.maozf 2002 Act No. 339, § 14, eff July 2, 2002,

o

m MQIWOIQW. Admissibility of conténts of, or evidence derived from, inter-
, o.mm:nm communications; contents as public record.

" "(A) Whenever any wire, oral, or electronic communication has been intercepted,

no part of the contents of the communication and n6 evidence derived therefrom

may be received in evidence in any trial, hearing, or other proceeding in or before

any court, grand jury, department, officer, agency, regulatory body, legislative

committee, or other authority of the State, or a political subdivision thereof, if the
disclosure of that information would be in violation of this chapter, The prohibition
of use as evidence provided in this section does not apply in cases of prosecution for

st

_criminal interception in violation of the provisions of this chapter.

y 121
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 17250: C . Crt/ b7 £
% 17-30-65 RIMINAL PROCEDURES 4 - INTERCEPTION OF COMMUNICATIONS § 17-30-80

L
" gditor’s Note
pursuant to_this chapter and the contens. of any application for an order and '~ 2010 Act No. 273, § 7.C, provides:

’ ‘ Uandan “Wherever in the 1976 Code of Laws reference is made to the common law offense of assault and

order, ol authorization issued pursu: R, . . A ! - ollen !
Laer I lant to, this chapier are not included in the [ pdttery of a high and aggravated nature, it means assault and battery with intent to kill, as

definition of a public record contained in Section 80-4-20(¢). : (v , pntained in repealed Section 16-8-620, and, except for references in Section 16-1-60 and Section
. . . <) and may only b g containee 1 d cept -1 ctiot
disclosed in o manner providecd by this chapter , : ’ 17225-45, wherever in the 1976 Code reference is miade to assault and battery with intent to kill, it
o ‘means attempted murder as defined in Section 16-8-29." |

e |

HISTORY: 2002 Act No. 339, 8§ 14, eff July 2, 2002. . i
m. Hﬂlwclqm. Disclosure of content of intercepted communication.

m uo‘Wom Wv.m_l.wmw_&w...._a“r““-“““”M.L \g.a.v_mc”__“”“_n.wn.v:o:,w ”._.uvzcm:c: process; agen- | . (A) Any m:m_u agent who, _uvmm:% _:mm:m authorized by this .n_:%ﬁn_u _:_vu OU.S:EQ

" Interception, knowledge of the contents ol any wire, oral, or electronic communication or
WS —r ) reeption of a%:_o:nm derived from it may disclose the contents to an attorney authorized by law
c, :_._‘_‘ O CIETTHIT Commmmiciions_must be initiated by the Chiel of SLED 10’ investigate and institute any action on behalf of the State of South Carolina or
Alter reviewing the application, the Attorney General or s designted Ass: ..h:_. vo::nm._ subdivision of the State, or 1o another SLED agent, investigative, or law
. ——— . énforcement officer to the extent that the disclosure is m—u?.ovlm:mHozgm_o_dvmﬂ

AOrnerCones — e
torney General nmy authorize the subrmission ol the apphcation 1o a judge of
performance of the official duties of the officer or person making or receiving the

e : ents of any wire . ol 1o o .
< (B) "Fhe content any wire, oral, or clectronic communication miercepled:

QC\.}.: application for an order authorizing or approving the i

competent jurisdiction for, and the judge may grant in conformity with :_.7 chapter
an c_.,ch :_.:.__c_:i:m. or approving the interceplion of wire, oral, or w_ﬁ..“__..:__.:w disclosure.

commuifications by: ) “(B) Any SLED agent, investigative, or law enforcement officer who, by any means
authorized by this chapter, has obtained- knowledge of the contents of any wire,
oral, or electronic communication or evidence derived from it may use the contents
i m.o the extent the use is appropriate to the proper performance of his official duties.

:v _P South C: < S S
el wolma Law Ey forcem nt Divisic QO | mvesugation of the
r oL ) ment viston {or the eshiga . 2

.v:,.,.m,.hA [P . :
oflense as 1o which the application is made when the mnterception may provide or

_:._m._:.:iﬁ_cn_ evidence of the commission of the olfenses of murder (Scction
_A...lu\ww_Avv“ .,:,,.,m::__. and battery with intent 1o kill (Section 16-8-620); kidn: u._::x. . (C) Any person who has received, by any means authorized by this chapter, or by
(Section 16-3-910); voluntary manslaughier (Section 16-3-50); armed _,:_.,_E_‘v.‘ the laws of any other state or the United States, any information concerning a wire,
e mu_m”:_« or electronic communication or evidence derived from it, intercepted in
_;._.::_n_::m as defined in Sections 44=-53-570(¢) and 44=53-375(C); avson in the accordance with the provisions of this chapter, may disclose the contents of that
_:,.,,._‘ degree (Section  16-11-1 LO(A));  arson in the sccond degree  (Section m.n\:::#::nm.._o: or the derivative evidence while giving testimony under oath or
_m,T_A_.._ _cA,:vvw accessory before the fact 10 commil any of the :_::5 oltenses affirmation in any criminal proceeding in any court of the State or of the United
(Section 16-1-40); or atempt o commit any of the above olfenses Amen::u._ »States or in any grand Jury proceedings.
"
(D) No otherwise privileged wire, oral, or electronic communication intercepted

(Section 16-1 1=330(A)): auvempted armed robbery (Section 16-1 1-330(B)); drug

16=1-80). This interception may als i
30) § mtercepuon may also be authorized when it may provide or has §- -
s i

_.V_M,:;w_n.ﬁ_, w,__w_w:mr.. of :.:v‘ n::m_w:,:nv‘ or solicitation to commit any violation of the in accordance with or in violation of the provisions of this chapter loses its

offenses specified in this subsection; - .w.w,.:‘:nmmn_ character
(2) the South Caroling Law Entorcement Division for the investigation of the ..Wﬁmv 55 en a SLED agent, while engaged in intercepting wire, oral, or electronic
oftfense as to which the application is made when the _:_c_.wn. i , r . .v _ _m 5 r .n_ - _.”m ) i e o mnm I : _\* m, : ’ Ai . ‘al. or
has provided evidence of the Commmission of e _..._:: may _.v:.:..:_n m .83.::_%_9_:95 in .ﬁ he manne A.:::o_ _\.rm_. by this chapter, intercepts wire, oral, o1
the commission of 5 torrone ’ v :. w:,,r relued 10 _n._._‘:_,_,,._:.:_. m_nn:,oin communications relating to offenses other than :gwmm m_uon_:wh_ in the
VISt oact, any oflense related 10 bombs, destructive | 'drder of authorization or approval, the contents thereof and evidence derived from

CVICEN aelert r1eal - H .
a__,r“g__mr:,:"“M__rA”_:”HA_,w_./__n____r_“:,w_ _M\__a_b_“_wm_:hr__ww, H...___;_A_b._._u_,w.:__q_ .:‘,.n._:_v.:t__m :,_. mass mﬁn&:_imc: ”_1,53‘ ._vn ﬁ:mn_cme.n_ or m_mﬁ_ m._u, provided in subsections A>v. and (B). The contents and
solicitation 1o commit o > hapte - le .. > o1 C,_n ence ol any conspiracy or § dny evidence a_w_.:‘mn_ :4,0_: it may _u.o :.mn.n._ :.:n_ﬁ. m:_umng._n.i (C) when authorized or
y erime specilically enumerated in (s subsection;  or approved by a judge of competent jurisciction when the judge finds on subsequent
i application_that the contents were otherwise ::n_.nn_u_.ma in accordance with the

. A_,v an individual operating under a contract with the South Carolina Law -
orcement Division for the mvestigation ol an offense listed in subsection () or provisions of this chapter. The application must be made as soon as practicable.

(2). >:M nterception conducted under this chapter by persons authorized by this /__m._”m,_lozf. 2002 Act No. 339, § 14, eff july 2, 2002.
m:_.&m.m_.:.:_ niust conduct the mterception under the direct supervision :_;_:.; ..c:,_ e
or officer of the South Caroling Law Enforcement Division . ABE & i :
. - — ) m. 17-30-80. Application for interception order; contents; establishing alle-

. T ‘... -gations of fact; additional evidence; basis for entry of order.
_u:_.v::.:_. Lo this section must have completed training provided by SL'ED pursuant . 2 8 . .. . - y . . .
1o Section 17-$0-145, - I pursuant B (A) Each application for an order authorizing or approving the interception. of a

(B) Any person ze intercey i
) y_person authorized 1o mrercept wive, oral, or electronic communications
e

wire, oral, or electronic communication under this chapter must be made in writing

HISTORY: 2002 Act:No. 339, § 14, ¢ff July 2. 200 : !

Cod o3 HellJuly 2, 2002, ‘P ~upon oath or affirmation to a judge of competent jurisdiction and must state the
O C issi rte N Aviee o , . ~ . . . . . .
mcon:.m_.:_.m._.wmf_m._n_mq ﬂﬁ...:o o . # Applicant’s authority to make the application. Each application must include the

o ; » referenced in subsection (A)1) was repealed by 2010 Acts No, 2738, § 5. £ following information: :

123
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. , ,:’, CZ's s [Reqlsns
) : g///, p VA :;; T Cone i zme ]

N\
During my association with the Spartanburg County Sheriff’s Office as a Confidential source of

Information (CSI), lunderstand that [ am bound by the following conditions and procedures:
P 7 ,’/./‘ 4/-—‘—7

present myselfto others as g police officer or
- Tunderstand thay | have
searches or seizures. [ have no
partanburg County

I'understand that [ must always tell the truth concerning everything that [ do when
assisting the Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office.

['understand that [ wil] be paid (money) by the Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office
for the assistance that | give them. I understand that these payments will be made
ona C.0.D. basis after the successful completion of my assignment.

[understand that | will only be paid for reliable, truthful information. | understand
that the amount of money that [ received wil] be determined by the Spartanburg
County Sheriff's Office. ['understand that I will have to sign a receipt for the

money that [ receive. [ understand that cwo (2) police officers wil] have to witness
all money payments that | receive. o

%
or dismiss any criminal charges that [ have against me. [ understand th e %’ 50
Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office has 00 power (o reduce or dismiss £y o S’g
cnminal charges that may have against me in the furure. = u’, %,;’,; -
. . SoRT
. Mm@ S8
S N e

Form CS(/ﬂ/OJ/Sg

4
4
s
)
4
tuk!
&
ﬁnﬁ
!x'\
&
i
Ay
{
Y



CSINUMBER:

—_—

CSl1 AGREEMENT con’t

TNP¥
/_// (6))‘ l understand that [am fully res onsible for any fines, probation payments and/or other
L court costs that [ have against me now, or i the future.

Compensation or any benefits of any kind whatsoever, | understand that the county of
Spartanburg wijj not be liable for any injuries or damages incurred by reason of my

- County Sheriffs Office. | understand that | must not discuss the confidential relationship
- that [ have with the Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office with anybody.

police in the investigation_. The Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office will use al] lawfu]

T means to protect your confidentiality, but this cannot be guaranteed.
Ry ~X.
- ‘

(10Y  [understand tha I'will be‘photoeraphed by the Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office. |

understand that [ wij] have to provide a sample of my handwriting for Comparison with the

"/?_payrnen[ receipts that | sign.

( /// L1 l)) [agree to Cooperate and assist the Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office of my own free will
- and not as a resu|t of any intimidation, threats Or promises other than those set out in this

’\/f 1 ([;} [understand that whjje working for-the Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office [ will be

rosecuted. ;

CSI < Date - Time
Do = S50 M

[nvestigator

[nvestigator Date : & Time g
<

Form CSva/03ssg

-0
e
-




CSI NUMBER:

cx. 4 i

CONFIMENTIAL SOURCE OF INFORMATION AGREEMENT .

s
e

e
SUPPLEMENT TO BE USED WHEN CRIMINAL CHARGES PENDING AGAINST?I/

0 "“[\f_l\ave the following criminal charges pending against me: as& X7 /%’ﬁéé/’/«ff- s

\\ /
\\ CHARGE AGENCY
\\ : /
<
BN
N\ / ;

. J/
(2) [ understand that I will ﬁt be paid (money) bzy/the Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office for the

assistance that I give them as | Kg as I have crfminal charges pending against me.
\ T PG5, 5 Cesses =28 —
N\ G G Limes =25 [P S b mes [-25
(3) [ understand that my accomplishments.as a CSU for the Spartanburg County Sheriff’s Office will
be forwarded to the Solicitor’s Qffice Far consideration toward the criminal charges that [ have
pending against me. /‘P ‘
/

(d) [ understand that [ have nc(guarantee that my tharges will be reduced or dismissed..
/ .

| charges pending against me, [ will become

@ [ understand that whén I no longer have any crimi
eligible to be paid{money) for the assistance that [ giva the Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office.

e

CSI Date \ Time -
/
/ .
/ [nvestigator Date '

.-‘/
’ [nvestigator Date
’//
A
I
e 4P d
Jas e # /‘f\ \”U
~° F.» ¢ 0 /?6 {‘b
Plom st

oy
&
N

I
ol
N

¢
X




AR

LELLIY L SUURL - CLAIND W KJ | [N EXEMPLAR

(5_)(. L/_

CSIMUST WRITE HIS/HER FULL NAME AS [T WILL APPEAR ON RECEIPTS

SIGNATURE MUST BE LEGIBLE.

pa

) F-Y a9
b1 L1514

PESEE S 2Y sTrE
LW Ly G




= A Uo DU UNL L FRUPLE

‘ Ex. Y
PFE'RSONS PERSENT:_J. P FaItS i Egg.m‘}"
NAME: esler  micne | Lec AKA: \‘ ="
RACE: B SEX: DOB: SN HGT. 2 wot Do
SOCIAL SECURITY NO:& POB: S S S e -

ADDRESS: O.L.%
CITY/STATE: éml_\onbumi ¢ TELEPHONE: St
EMPLOYER: ~eo e OK TO CALL AT WORK —
ADDRESS:  ~——
CITY/STATE: — TELEPHONE: —— 3‘
VEHICLE(S): - TAG -
NEAREST RELATIVE: _ S RELATIONSHIP: Moj he
ADDRESS: mcnwsmm * Spthe X TELE.@ ,
HOW DD OFFICER MEET CS[: ';hmwt\ C.. L aﬁ er J Comn ) ‘r"‘)
, N »
AR
_ . ’D"’? =4 0
MOTIVATION OF CSI TO ASSIST LAW ENFORCEMENT: _Help v bln Charges  on € '\J(’:\
A) / U
. h /3
gﬁx_c_aé. ] /(Az\\ @)
S —— . Y~
PREVIOUS CSI EXPERIENCE: (AGENCY) 5.{)4,10,,.\3“.:\’ C;«lv
_ ' (
CSICRIMINAL HISTORY: "“““““"‘ATTACHCOPY“_“"“"“*‘

PENDING CHARGES: Ngown <

CSlI PERSONA.L USE EXPERIENCE WITH CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES:

(NO. OF TDMES) (LAST USE)
MARUUANA L oes 2130

. ) )
COCAINE kaﬂ S (”/11 & r,rw// 3-i4-oY

OTHER PO (

CSISALE/DELIVERY EXPERIENCE WITH CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES

CSIMAKE UC INTRODUCTIONS: g\ > CONTROLLED PURCHASES: ,'gﬁ' 5

Form CSV410)/isg




cx. Y

CONFIDENTIAL SOURCE OF INFORMATION
== en B OF INFORMATION

NAME: FEI'.SIT<—"/ N\jc ,‘f:‘\ L’iC

ADDRESS:

CITY/STATE Z[p- Srerle \-bum? (Mhecee) SC Q3649

HOME TELEPHONE: (S

EMPLOYER: o e
INITIATION DATE: 3 -1< -0

CONTACT OFFICER (S): I Prams

« i

CODENAME: ' 2.

CSINUMBER: 25 R

APPROVED L REJECTED

DATE_ 345 -o .
- ; /. hﬁ\(’/"

Supervisor _
Narcotics [nvestigation Division

t

form CSIIJ/OL'sg

0

&
o
&

RACE/SEX: %/pr\

"8 S

CONTENTS

/

—_——

CSI PROFILE
== CSIAGREEMENT
— CSIHANDWRITING EMPL AR
. PHOTOGRAPH:Z ..
o CRIMINAL HISTBRYRs o+

RECEIPT SPEC§LF§VD§: Rehe)

] =
. r =
D T SoR
L R B
"’ "'99 ;i,,— Q_//———\ o

- E TR
Lol s N



T Echibm €

TFUSIER LA 1 USHA NICHELLE USIUZIYU B Fooo
» FOSTER ' LATOYA - ‘DEMETRA 05124775 B F 0t
FOSTER - , LEONARD DALTON n 06/26/71 W M
FOSTER LEONARD JERNORCE 01/08/60 B M 17
FOSTER LEONARD VERNORCE 01/11/60 B M 0
FOSTER LEROY KIRK 05/25/718 - B M 0
' FOSTER : LISA L 1224779 W F Ot
FOSTER MARCEL - SINCLAIR 08/28/87 B M 0!
FOSTER : MARILYN ANNETT 09/12/60 B F 0¢
FOSTER MARILYN ANNETTE 09/12/60 B F. 0
FOSTER ‘ MARK ALLEN 06/21/68 w M 0¢
FOSTER MARK SHANNON 05/06/69 w M 0!
FOSTER MARK STEVEN 01/20/77 w M 0¢
"FOSTER MARY ANN 07/28/59 B - F 1
FOSTER MARY LINDA 06/24/48 B F 1
FOSTER MICHAEL ' 11/03/57 B M 0:
FOSTER MICHAEL ANTHONY 05/29/82 B M 0
- FOSTER. MICHAEL JAMES JR 10/19/88 B M 1
FOSTER MICHAEL LEE 04/12/59° B M 1%
"Street Address:
City/State/Zip: MOORE, SC 29369
Race / Gender: BLACK, NON-HISPANIC / MALE
Date of Birth: 04/12/59
Height: 6'03"
Weight: . 170
Booking Number: 08-18030 v
Arrest _ ‘SHERIFE'S OFFICE Booking Time / Date: 20:48:50 11/22
Agency: . : . .
Arrest Officer: OWENS M Release Time / Date: 02:41:10 11/23
Statute Offense Court A Warrant
00-00-6000 0612 A & B-ASSAULT & BATTERY SPARTANBURG MAGISTRATE COURT  80500EK
16-17-05300622 . "PUBLIC DISORDERLY CONDUCT SPARTANBURG MAGISTRATE COURT ~ 80499EK
34-11-0060 0670 - FRAUD CHECK =<$500 1ST OFF SPARTANBURG MAGISTRATE COURT M183991
Booking Number: 08-18751
Arrest SPARTANBURG PUB SAFETY Booking Time / Date: 03:55:45 12/07
Agency: DEPT . '
Arrest Officer: = ROBERTSD Release Time / Date: 11:30:15 12/07
Statute Offense. Court Warrant

16-21-0060 0222 USE VEHICLE W/OQUT CONSENT-TEMP  SPARTANBURG MUNICIPAL COURT M085147

FOSTER MICHAEL LEE 05/16/75
FOSTER MICHAEL WILLIAM 04/08/73. .
FOSTER MILAKO ATASHA 04/17/78
FOSTER NIKITA HAHSHAA 11/06/85

FOSTER OLA MARIE
FOSTER PAMELA DENISE :

£

A

FOSTER . PHORIZENE DEMETRICE ;10/07/6

http://www.spartanburgcountyjail.org/x/FN-FZ.xml
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BAIL PROCEEDING

FORM I
VA i
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE é/ COURT OF GENERAL SESSI¢:
COUNTY OF MAGISTRATE COURT
[J MUNICIPAL COURT OF

CRIMINAL CHARGING DOCUE

NT NO.

V7]

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Mol PDS‘h?JZ

ORDER SPECIFYING METHODS AND CON]I;%

NAME OF DEFENDANT

Offense Charged:

IONS OF RELEASE

([ N,

T e s e

That the above named defendant be released from custody on his own recognizance without surety on the condition that H:

before the designated court at the place, date and time required to answer the charge made against him and do what shall lt;
not depart the State without permission of the court and be of good behavior. 2

11
That the above named defendant be released from custody upon a recognizance without surety executed by him.

\V%A/\ Appearance RecogniW Surety
On the day of 'M/\ , : , personally appeared before

defendant named above who acknowledged himself indeb‘ed to the State of South Carolina, in the sum of o 4
on his real and personal property for the use of the State, if the defendant shall fail in performing the conditions of the Or
1

That the defendant will notify the court promptly if he changes his address from the one contained in this Order and will &
other conditions of release:

ill personally appear
rdered by the court, and

wdersigned judge the
_ dollars, to be levied

ply with the following

v
That the defendant shall appear at (check one):

the of N COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

beginning on
at §2 IO‘) o’clock, AM, at 4

and remain there throughout that term of court. If no disposition is made during that term, the defendant shall app
each succeeding term of court until final disposition is made of his case, unless otherwise ordered by the court.

1 MAGISTRATE COURT [ ] MUNICIPAL COURT

the session of beginning on

1d remain throughout

at o’clock, _ M, at

If no final disposition is made during that session, the defendant shall appear at such other times and places as orde
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT BY DEFENDANT
I understand that if I violate any condition of this Order, a warrant for my arrest will be issued.

1 understand and have been informed that [ have a right and obligation to be present at trial and should I fail to
will proceed in my absence. B

It has been explained to me that if | fail to appear before the court as required, a wai

N

vy the court.

nd the court, the trial

ATTORNEY REPRESENTING ACCUSED (IF KNOWN) SIGNATURE OF DEFENDANT

led)

o1 Sdd <oy

(( . (ol— Meoto SCIHA
e 5

TELEPHONE

S \SF JU i CITY/STATEZIR
G- 1A J

DATE ~— b SOCIAL SECURITY ER DRIVER'§
ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY OF THIS FORM ARE TO BE COMPLETED IN EVERY BAIL PROCEEDING IN
Original Copy For The Trial Court~ Copy For The Defeadant i

Farmm A nnraved hv SC Antamey General

CENSE OR ID NUMBER

[CHIT IS USED




YOU MUST APPEAR FOR YOUR INITIAL
APPEARANCE HEARING AT THE K /é Foz §

SPARTANBURG COUNTY IiiCIAt CENTEK.
180 MAGNOUA STREE'J JND FLOOR CRIMINAL CHARGING DOCUMENT NO.

EAST COURTROUM.ON BAIL PROCEEDING
/7[ /G-l T~ GIF— FORM I
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA %, INTHE [ COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
~=—COUNTY OF /&L/ ’ [0 MAGISTRATE COURT

[J MUNICIPAL COURT OF

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ORDER SPECIFYING METHODS AND CONDITIONS -OF RELEASE

el Aoy A0

. NAME OF DEFENDANT

Offense Charged:

A B AP
a7 Cfite a7 e
// IT IS HEREBY ORDéRED

1

That the above named defendant be released from custody on his own recognizance without surety on the condition that he will personally appear
before the designated court at the place, date and time required to answer the charge made against him and do what shall be ordered by the cour, and
not depart the State without permission of the court and be of good behavior. ’

. II
That the above named defendant be released from custody upon a recognizance without surety executed by him.

defendant named abéve who acknowledged himséif indebted to the State of South Carolina, in the sum of, dollars, to be levied
on hisreal and personal property for the use of the State, if the defendant shall fail in performing the conditions of the Order.

11

That the defendant will notify the court promptly if he changes his address from the one contained in this Order and will comply with the following
other conditions of release:

’ , @che Recognizance Without Surety
On the // day of L/ , ZW7 , personally appearfme undersigned judge the

v
That the defendant shall appear at (check one): - X
F e 'o& . N COUR"IF OF G RAL SESSIQNS s ; +beginning on /</’/7 707
0 L 4L ocock P w [EO DY fsaalie T, Uithe, SO Fd [/827 5

and remain there throughout that term of court. 'If nd disposition is made during/that ternd, tfe defendant shall ap;%imd remain throughout
each succeeding term of court until final disposition is made of his case, unless otherwise ordered by the court. ’

O the session of __[ | MAGISTRATE COURT __ [[1 MUNICIPAL COURT beginning on

at o’clock, _ M, at
If no final disposition is made during that session, the defendant shall appear at such other times and places as ordered by the court.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT BY DEFENDANT

[ understand that if I violate any condition of this Order, a warrant for my arrest will be issued.

I understand and have been informed that I have a nght and obligation to be present at trial and should 1 fail to att
will proceed in my absence.

d the court, the tnal

1t has been explained to me that if I fail to appear before the court as requir

AD, SS

" N /it
ATTORNEY REPRESENTING ACCUSED (IF KNOWN) SIGMWATURE OF DEEE A ’
| 20/ g/g?/m Ltpin £l
56

SIONAZIRE OF TUDGE 5 > IR \ TELEPHONE___ _
A0 - 250 NS 558 T
DATE = Y NUMBER DRIVER'S LICENSE OR ID NUMBER

18
I'E 01wy €1834 1007
ORIGINAL AND Ok'ﬁ Wg OF THIS FORM ARE TO BE COMPLETED IN EVERY BAIL PROCEEDING IN WHICH IT IS USED
léng SHQEW_I[%?VJ?' The Trial Court — Copy For The Defendant
: 02 40 %4375
F A d by SC Attorney Genera 83 -)
Seeaen 500" az g

" Qentemher & 00K




| JCLIS oo, (143600 g

Criminal Charging Docurfent No.

BAIL PROCEEDING
: FORM 11

% STATE OF SOUT, A IN THE /ﬁOURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

COUNTY OF ) [J MAGISTRATE COURT
- v (J MUNICIPAL COURT OF

, -
STATE OF Souffi cAROLYiA ORDER SPECTFYING ME O R e s A

| M Q / Z[/L ‘ - SPARTANBURG COUNTY JUDICIAL CENTER

A [} L - 180MAGNOLIA STREET IND FLOOR.

P %Wﬁm - o EAST COURTROOM.ON.
Y Doglpy 3d Sl 9. 06 G
Offense Charged: - | /) // > / /&(7/%/1 . Q‘ - O 4)

g 7 -

T)uns |

At a bail proceeding conducted by the undersigned Jjudge, for the defendant named above, it was determined by the court (check one or both):
[3 The release of the defendant on recognizance will not reasonably assure his appearance as required.
[J The retease of the defendant on recognizance will result in an unreasonable danger to the community.

This determination was based upon the following findings of fact:

[Considerations: Nature and circumstances of the offense charged, the defendant’s family ties, employment ﬁna;xcial res:

¢ : i : [ arg ources, character and menta} condition, the
length of his residence in the community, his record of convictions, and any record of flight to avoid prosecution or fail

ure to appear at other court proceedings.]

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: /,. E: Q '

- » Iy !
1. That the above named defendant be released from custody on the condition that he wi ally agp:diﬂ)e?c‘ re the designated court at the
place, date and time required to answer the charge made against him and do what shall be or y the {éu.gand 7& epart the State without the
permission of the court and be of good behavior. O 8 )
2. That the above named defendant be released from custody provided as follows: .Y ‘%i g ,

Y -

CASH IN LIEU OF BOND VRN
O The defendant, acknowledges himself to be indebted to the State of South Carolin g thE§um off _ £4 f_; g‘i‘ to secure his release from
custody. Should the defendant fail to comply with all terms and conditions of this Ord \ of no;g Esub} eal 3o being forfeited to the State.
CASH PERCENTAGE IN LIEU OF BOND ' \m § N q
[0 The defendant, acknowledging himself to be indebted to the State of South Carolina in th full axL]ount o -

=8
B
U

his release to be
obtained by payment to the court of % (not to exceed 10%) of the full amount of the bond, deposits to secure his release

from custody. Should the defendant fail to perform the conditions of this Order, the full amount shall be levied on his real and personal property for
the use of the State. .

PEARANCE RECOGNIZANCE WITH SURETY

The defendant will provide good and suﬂi-r,'g geh'a(?aroved by the court, in the form hereinafter set forth in this Order, acknowledging an
— "
the term pf COURT OF GENE AESSIONS

indebtedness to the State in the amount of
N — beginpmg on : /() l?
Locodlm o [0 [Jamoln 3 ol P

at
and remain there throughout that term of court. If no c’iispositi is made during that term, the defendant sh%app‘e’ar and remain throughout

3. That the defendant shal appear at (check one):

cach succeeding term of court unti} final disposition is made of his case, unless otherwise ordered by the co
[0 the session of [ MAGISTRATE COURT [ MUNICIPAL COURT beginning on

at o'clock, _ M, at i e —

If no final disposition is made during that sessjon, the defendant shall appear at such other times and

4. That the defendant will notify the court pr

g tly if he changes his address from the one contained in this order an will comply with those
conditions described hereinafter in the Order. £

)2l 06

1 DATE

SIGNATURE OF JUDGE

MPLETED IN EVERY BAIL PROCEEDING IN WHICH IT IS USED
ial Court - Copy For The Defendant

ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY OF THIS FORM ARE TO BE
SCCA/511 (Revised 9/2006) - Original Copy For The




Foster Michael 2008654202624 M020358 IND  Chidren / Legal custodian, unlawful negle
Foster Michael Lee 2007GS4202544 K185802 Forgery / Forgery, value less than $5,000
Foster Michael Lee 2007GS4201573 K183818 IND < Shoplifting / Enhancement for 3rd or sub.
Foster Michael Lee 2007654204883 K201841 IND F osgefy / F orgery, value less than $5 UUD
Fi Hichaet L : AEE147 FDi i

Foster Michael William 841. ACTV Vehicle/Posa conceal sell. ordispose

BE

e

vds:

Vi

- UdV 2102

:.H'El 6

FER

.‘,
'
)

DuNEN

J
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Print LEMS. Web Message ICHR 003F715C05 from SCCH Page 3 of 5

WARR-D630345
ARREST CHARGE 02-BURGLARY 2ND
CIT-16-11-312 FELONY i
DOC-93GS4205393 WARR-D630345 COURT CHARGE 01-BURGLARY, V///
2ND DEGREE (NON-VIOLENT) -
COURT DISP-CONVICTED; 15 YEARS
SUS 2 YEARS REST 600.00
DURING PROB
COURT DATE-11/15/1995
CIT-16-13-30(B) (1) FELONY
DOC-93GS4205392 WARR-D630348 COURT CHARGE 02-GRAND LARCENY
,VALUE >$1,000 BUT <$5,000 -
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;5 YEARS \//
SUS DURING PROB REST SEE
93- 5393 07/27/2000 BEATTY
, REVOKE 1 YR
COURT DATE-11/15/1995
FOSTER, MICHAEL LEE 04/02/1994
SC0420000 SPARTANBURG CNTY SO
CASE-007783
WARR-09434SH
ARREST CHARGE 01-SIMPLE POSSE
SSION OF MARIJUANA
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE
WARR-09434SH COURT CHARGE 01-SIMPLE POSSES
SION OF MARIJUANA
COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION;
NOT GUILTY
FOSTER, MICHAEL LEE 09/13/1995
SC0420000 SPARTANBURG CNTY SO
CASE-007783
WARR-E367722
ARREST CHARGE 01-DISTRIBUTION
CRACK COCAINE
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE
CIT-44-53-375(B) (1) FELONY
DOC-95GS4204957 WARR-E367722 COURT CHARGE 01-MANUF, DISTRIB
,ETC., ICE/CRANK/CRACK
COCAINE-1ST
COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION;
NOLLE PROSSED
COURT DATE-11/27/1995
FOSTER, MICHAEL 08/17/1995
SC0420000 SPARTANBURG CNTY SO
CRSE-065220
WARR~ES578098
ARREST CHARGE 01-DISTRIBUTE
CRACK COCAINE
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE
CIT-44-53-375(B) (1) FELONY
DOC-95GS4205442 WARR-E5780898 COURT CHARGE 01-MANUF, DISTRIB
,ETC., ICE/CRANK/CRACK \///
COCAINE-1ST,
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;15 YRS
& 25,000.00 SENTENCE TO
BEGIN 3-25-96
COURT DATE-08/01/1996

htin-//10 1 2 2R/lemsc/defanlt zgn?(“,ateonrv=(“.riminaﬂ—]istm'v-ﬂ]&gervi;‘,e'—‘PrMso&MRnT.=?.A. 6/1/2009




Print LEMS.Web Message ICHR 003F715C05 from SCCH Page 4 of 5
SC004015C PERRY RECPT & EVAL  11/30/1995 CUSTODY STATUS-RECEIVED
CASE-227514 START DATE-11/30/1995
CIT-16-11-312 FELONY
COURT CHARGE 01-BURGLARY 2ND
NON VIOLENT
COURT DISP-CONVICTED; 15YRS
SUSPENDED 2YRS
CIT-16-13-30 MISDEMEANOR
COURT CHARGE 02-LARCENY
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;5YRS
SUSPENDED
CIT-44-53-375 MISDEMEANOR
COURT CHARGE 03-DISTRIBUTION
OF COCAINE
COURT DISP-CONVICTED; 15YRS
SUSPENDED 2YRS AND 5YRS
PROBATION CONCURRENT
FOSTER, MICHAEL LEE 11/02/1999
SC0420000 SPARTANBURG CNTY SO
CASE-007783
ATN-
WARR-F626920
ARREST CHARGE 01-GRAND LARCEN
¥
OFFENSE DATE-11/02/1999
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE
WARR-F626919
ARREST CHARGE 02-BURGLARY 1ST
OFFENSE DATE-11/02/1999
CIT-16-13-30(B) (1) FELONY
DOC-00GS42 WARR-F626920 COURT CHARGE 01-GRAND LARCENY
,VALUE >$1,000 BUT <$5,000
COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION;
NOLLE PROSSED
COURT DATE-12/09/1999
ATN- '
CIT-16-11-311
DOC-00GS42 WARR-F626919 COURT CHARGE 02-BURGLARY
(ARFTER JUNE 20, 1985) -
FIRST DEGREE
COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION;
' NOLLE PROSSED
COURT DATE-12/09/1999
_____________________ (% ’éa P
FOSTER, MICHAEL LEE 12/27/1999 55 1% G ™
SC0420000 SPARTANBURG CNTY SO . ST P %;f) N
CASE-007783 A P v 1 \ L'
ATN- Vo oo d&fk NS
WARR-2544 6BK §P pﬁ G N
v << r'ghREST CHARGE 01-FALSE INFORM REVAN:
9 ¢ R ATION TO POLICE K X
(0 'v“i 41 OFFENSE DATE-12/27/1999 e o
RN 4 PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE Voo O
DOC-R84 WARR-25446BK PV o COURT CHARGE 01-GIVING FALSE , =7\
Rr bk/ INFORMATION /Q//
Ut COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION; & 4
P}) NOT GUILTY //m/\ O
/ \ATN— /
\_/

htn- /101 9 ’)R/'lpmc/ripf‘m\lt ncn?ﬁateonw=ﬁrimin9|H,i.Qfm'v-]TTX/'Servi(‘,P,:PrMQO&MRnt=,;§.“ 6/1/2009




Print LEMS.Web Message ICHR 003F715C07 from SCCH

TESNLETS

gmes
S, Wb

ICHR 003F715C07 from SCCH

SPTSL432

.ICHR.QO03F715C07.SCCH.20090601 15:49:47

TO: SPTSL432-48486
FROM: SCCH-7429127
PAGE-02 DATE-06/01/2009

REQ ORI-SC042015A
SID-SC00688569 FBI-477908KA4

20090601 15:49:47
20090601 15:49:47

TIME-15:57:12
7TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

003F715C07

FOSTER, MICHAEL LEE

07/05/2000

SC0420000 SPARTANBURG CNTY SO

CASE-7783
ATN-
WARR-G538854

CIiIT~C/L, MISDEMEANOR
DOC-01GS4201737 WARR-G538954

SC040055C R
CASE-227514
CIT-16-13-30(B) (1) ~-FELONY

& E CENTER COLA

CIT-44-53-370(B) (1) -FELONY

SC040055C R & E CENTER COLA
CASE-227514
CIT-C/L, -UNCLASSIFIED

SC040015C SC DEPT CORRECTIONS

CASE-227514
CIT-44-53-370(B) (2) -FELONY

07/24/2000

06/28/2001

02/26/2003 CUSTODY STATUS-RECEIVED

ARREST CHARGE 01-CRIMINAL
SEXUAL CONDUCT 2ND
OFFENSE DATE-07/05/2000
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

COURT CHARGE 01-ASSAULT/BATTE

RY OF HIGH AND AGGRAVATED
NATURE

COURT DISP-CONVICTED;18 MOS
W/CFTS SINCE 7/5/2000
COURT DATE-06/27/2001

ATN-

CUSTODY STATUS-RECEIVED
START DATE-~07/24/2000

COURT CHARGE 01-LARCENY/PROB
VIOL

COURT DISP-CONVICTED;1 YR

ATN-

COURT CHARGE 02-DIST COCAINE/

PROB VIOLATION
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;1 YR CC
CUSTODY STATUS-RECEIVED
START DATE-06/28/2001

COURT CHARGE 01-ASSAULT/BATTE

RY OF HIGH AND AGGRAVATED
NATURE
COURT DISP-CONVICTED; 18 MOS
ATN-

START DATE-02/26/2003

>

Page 1 of 4

v’

httn://10.1 _2.2R/lems/de_fault.asr)?CateQow=CriminalHisiorv-III&Service=PrMsg&MRpt=3... 6/1/2009




Print LEMS.Web Message CR 00085647A6 from NLETS

Subject Description

Page 2 of 4

FBI Number State Id Number DOC Number
477908KA4 GA2493664J (GA) 000398018
Social Security Number

249237382

Sex Race

Male Black

Height Weight Date of Birth
6'03" (1998-01-19) 175 (1998-01-19) 1959-04-12
Hair Color Eye Color

Black (19%98-01-19) Brown (1998-01-19)

Scars, Marks, and Tattoos

Code Description, Comments, and Images
SC R ARM SCAR, SCAR - ARM, RIGHT ,

Place of Birth
SOUTH CAROLINA
Caution Information
Notice

dkhkkFdohkk ok kkkhhkkokF ok ok okk Kok ok Fokok

Tracking Number
Earliest Event Date

Arrest Date

Arrest Case Number
Arresting Agency
Subject's Name
Arrest Type

Charge

Charge Tracking Number
Charge Literal

CHARGE COMMENT FIELD
Agency

Charge Description
Statute

State Offense Code
Severity

Charge
Charge Number
Charge Tracking Number
Charge Literal
CHARGE COMMENT FIELD
Agency
Statute

State Offense Code
Severity

Charge
Charge Number
Charge Tracking Number
Charge Literal

CONVICTED FELON (GA)
CRIMINAL HISTORY
Cycle 001
00039592070
1998-01-19 Incident Date
1998-01-19

98A2772

GA0690100

FOSTER, MICHAEL LEE

Adult
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Charge Number{ 00039592070001

00039592070
PURCHASE/POSSESS/CONTROL - DRUG NAME MUST BE ENTERED IN

GA0690100 GAINESVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT

GOVT PROP

PURCHASE/POSSESS/CONTROL - DRUG NAME MUST BE
ENTERED IN CHARGE COMMENT FIELD (16-13-30(R);
GA)

3512

clony
2
M00039592070002

00039592070
PURCHASE/POSSESS/CONTROL - DRUG NAME MUST BE ENTERED IN

GA0690100 GAINESVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT
PURCHASE/POSSESS/CONTROL - DRUG NAME MUST BE
ENTERED IN CHARGE COMMENT FIELD (16-13-30(A);
GA)

3512

Felony

z30039592070003

00039592070
POSSESSION OF FIREARM OR KNIFE DURING COMMISSION OF OR

ATTEMPT TO COMMIT CERTAIN FELONIES

Agency
Statute

httn+//10.1 _7,..2R/Iems/defaulf.asn?Cate,qory=CriminalHistory-III&Service=PrMsg&MRpt=3...

GR0690100 GAINESVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT
POSSESSION OF FIREARM OR KNIFE DURING
COMMISSION OF OR ATTEMPT TO COMMIT CERTAIN
FELONIES (16-11-106; GA)

6/1/2009




FREDEZ it JeTin  Z35355 6
e | fgone
\.\lu.w\m\@\ L @NA OS-219 | . ?u/

43 o OBELAont M os D

\w.ﬁmﬁ\u.m\ 2768 9

T /anb.@,\dm Couni™ OF SouTh oo Lirm

/\w\k @\m\ﬂhhf.wt\@\ow%\m@ AY y C .\\MNA O~ Cour 7T
Do. Roy /330

;stm@mf\b \N\\ Uo§ﬁu\§o?i\m%\m\\



