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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN GENERAL SESS[ONS COURT 
) 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 

State of South CarolIna, ) 
) 

VB. ) MOTION TO SUPPRI'.SS 
) 

Jamas E Sanders. ) 

~dant ) H-S092SS. et II 
) 

NOW COMES theDefendanr, James E Sanders, by and througbUDdermgoed counsel 

ofreconl. and does move this court for an order suppressmg aD mdence m aaywayre1ated to. 

Of" connected WIth, the drawing and analyzmg ofany bodyftwd ofme defenda.nts mdudmg but 

not lmuted to, blood and saliva. 

TIns motion 15 based OD the followmg grounds 

1 That the warrant aJloWJnS the obtauung of the I1OI!testImomalldentdk:atJon 

evidence m tins matter. specdically any and aU body tlw.d of tile defimdant, was sought and 

lSsuet m suc..'l a way as VIOlated the defendant·, 4121 amendment CODStItutJ.onal ngbts under1he 

so4 Carobna ConstItuuon, the UJDted Stales CODstItuUOa. and case law of South Carohna, 

2 That the mediad used by the State m obtammg the wamm violated the 

def+t's constttut!onal nght to due process m t.bat It obtamed such warrant for 

nont1stunOQJalldt'ntJficatJon eVIdence by way of an ex parte heanng WIth the court after the 

defefant had been mcarcerated At DO tune was the defendant gwen notlce the State would 

request such mdence from Ium, nor that a heanng was to be held to detemune whether the 

'WBtr8Ilt should Issue 

1 



Rock Hill. South Carobn& 
June 18. 2004 

? 

Respectfully subuutted, 

~~ LeJa6d B Gtee1ey WJC 
Post Office Box 2981 CRS 
Roc.t HiD, South Carohna 29732 
(803) 329-0081 
Attomt:Y for the Defendant 

~ I 



STATE OF SOIITH CAROLINA ) IN GENERAL SESSIONS COURT 
) 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 

State of South Carohna, ) 
) 

VI ) MOTION TO nISCLOSE 
) 

J~ E. Sanden, ) 

Defjd~ ) H~S092SS. et al. 
) 

I NOW COMES the Defendant, James£. Sanders. by and throushuada'slguedCOUDSel 

of record, and does move tins court for an ordCl" reqUl11D8 the State to mfonn the defeudaatc( 

and produce to the defeodant, any and all alleged evJc1eDce It mteDds to mtroduce under lluIe 

404(b). SeRE and Srau" Lyle. 125 S C 406, 118 S.E 803 (1923) at the trIal oCtln. case. 

The defendant requests that such mformatton be made avadable to Inm no later than 1uly 20, 

20041 

Rock Hill, South Carohna 
June 18 2004 

ReSpeCdWly subDlltted, 

LELAND B GREELEY, P.A. 

~j)~~ ~B ESQU1IO 
Post O11ice Box 2981 cas 
Rock Hill. South Carollna 29732 
(803) 329-0088 
Attorney for the DefeIJdant 

1 Defendant request. this date ~n Q~der to bave sufficient t~me to 
re~ew and addre5S by the AUgust 9, 2004 pret~~41 ~tion deadline 



CERTIFICATE OF MAlLlNG 

The undersigned hereby certrlle$ that he lS the attorney for James E. Sanders Ul the wrtJun matter and 
that the wrtbm MOTION TO SUPPRESS and MOTION FOR DISCLOSURE was served upon the 
Attorney for South Carohna by depOSltmg a copy of same 10 the Umted States Mail With suftiaent 
postage annexed thereto, addressed as follows 

June 18, 2004 

The Honorable Thomas E Pope, SohCltor 
SIXteenth JuchaaJ CIrCUIt 
167S-1A York Highway 
York, South Carolma 29745·9463 

.........,...~~B GREELEY.PA 



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

COUNTY OF YORK ) 
) 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) 
) 

vs ) NOTICE OF MOTION 
) 

JAMES E SANDERS, ) 
) 2002-GS-46-1260 

DEFENDANT ) 

--------------------) 
Please take notice that on August 4,2004, or as soon thereafter as may be heard, 

the State of South Carolina by and through Thomas E Pope, SoliCitor for the Sixteenth 

Circuit, will move for an Order of the Court reqUlnng the defendant, James E Sanders, 

be taken by law enforcement officials to the appropriate law enforcement and/or medical 

faclhtles and samples of blood be taken from the defendant, James E Sanders, forcibly, 

If necessary, and said samples Will be analyzed In connection with the Investagatlon Into 

the burglary occurring at 131 Reid Street, Rock HIli, South Carolina on January 12, 2002 

York, South Carolina 
tl/3 ,2004 , 

Thomas E Pope 
Sohcltor 
Sixteenth JudiCial Circuit 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) 
) 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 
) 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) 
) 

vs ) 
) 

JAMES E SANDERS, ) 
) 

DEFENDANT ) 

--------------------) 

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

-MOTION 
J 

2002-GS-46-1260 

This matter comes before the Court upon motion of Thomas E Pope, Solicitor of 

the Sixteenth Judicial Circuit, requesting a court order, pursuant to S C Code Ann §17-

13-140 (Law Co-op, 1976), that the defendant, James E Sanders, be taken by law 

enforcement offiCials to the appropnate law enforcement and/or medical facIlities and 

samples of blood be taken from the defendant, James E Sanders, forCibly, If necessary, 

and said samples will be analyzed In connection with the investigation Into the burglary 

occurnng at 131 Reid Street, Rock HIli, South Carolina on January 12,2002 

The defendant, James E Sanders, has been arrested on charges of burglary for 

hiS alleged Involvement In the burglary of the residence of Sarah Hagman Probable 

cause for the defendant's arrest consists of statements taken from witnesses and the 

defendant along with phYSical eVidence recovered from the crime scene and from other 

locations 

The South Carolina Supreme Court has construed the word uproperty- within the 

language of § 17 -13-140( 4), which prOVides for the Issuance of a search warrant for 

uproperty constituting eVidence of crime or tending to show that a particular person 

committed a Criminal offense," to encompass nontestlmonralldentlflcatlon eVidence In 



Re Snyder, 308 S C 192,417 S E 2d 572 (1992) The Court ruled that §17-13-140 

provided for the Involuntary submission of nontestlmomal Identification eVidence In 

prevIous holdings, both the South Carolina and Umted States Supreme Courts have 

designated blood, among other things, to be nontestlmonlalldentlflcatlon eVidence 

In the Snyder case, the Court promulgated criteria to detenTllne whether probable 

cause for acquIsition of such "nontestlmomalldentlficatlon eVidence" eXists 

(1) probable cause to beheve the suspect committed the Crime, (2) a clear indication that 

relevant matenal eVidence Will be found, and (3) and that the method used to secure the 

eVidence IS safe and reliable The Court also mentioned the necessity for balanCing 

Interests such as the seriousness of the crime and the Importance of the eVidence to the 

investigation against constitutional safeguards prohibiting unreasonable bodily Intrusions, 

searches, and seizures klAt 195, 417 S E 2d at 574 

The Supreme Court of the United States has held that the Withdrawal and chemical 

analysIs of blood from a defendant, against hiS obJections, Violated neither the 

defendant's Fifth Amendment right against self-Incnmlnatlon nor the defendant's Fourth 

Amendment right to be free of unwarranted search and seizure Schmerber v California, 

384 U S 757(1966) 

The State therefore contends probable cause to permit the acqUISItion of the blood 

from the defendant, James E Sanders, based upon the follOWing 

(1) The probable cause to beheve the defendant, James E Sanders, committed the 

crimes of burglary 

(2) The blood of the defendant, James E Sanders, which the State now seeks, are 

relevant matenal eVidence In the Investigation of thiS crime Btood was taken from the 

7 



scene of the Crime There IS sufficient probable cause to beheve these samples will 

prove to be a positive match based upon the investigation as detailed above 

(3) The method used to acqUire the samples of the defendant, James E Sanders, 

IS safe and rehable 

Furthermore, the State wishes to Impress upon the Court the gravity of the cnme of 

burglary 1st degree with which the defendant James E Sanders, has been charged, and 

the samples requested by the State are relevant matenal eVidence needed for the 

Investigation of this crime The State respectfully notes that In balanCing the 

constitutional rights of Criminal defendants, the Supreme Court of South CarOlina has 

detemllned such samples as these requested by the State to be subject to the seizure 

requirements of §17-13-140 Additionally §17-13-140 has been construed to provide for 

the Involuntary submiSSion of such nontestlmonralldentlficatlon eVIdence In Re Snyder, 

308 SCat 196,417 S E 2d at 574 The State further contends the Court's permiSSion 

to acquire samples of the defendant's blood would not be violative of the defendant's 

constitutional rights The Supreme Court of the Unrted States has sanctioned the 

withdrawal and analysIs of a Criminal defendant's blood, against the defendant's 

obJection, as being neither violative of the defendant's Fifth Amendment nght against 

self-Incnmrnatlon nor his Fourth Amendment nght to be free from unwarranted search 

and seizure Schmerber, 384 U S at 1834 

Therefore, based on the gUidelines mandated under the statutory prOVISions of §17-

13-140, case law and Constitutional laws of thIs State and of the United States, the 

State respectfully moves for an order of thiS Court that the defendant, James E 

Sanders, be taken by law enforcement offiCials to the approprrate law enforcement 

8 



and/or medIcal facIlitIes and that samples of blood be taken from the defendant, James 

E Sanders, forcibly, If necessary, and said samples be analyzed In connection with the 

investigatIon of this case 

Further In the event this order IS granted, the State retains the right to comment In 

Court on any refusal by the defendant to cooperate In providing the samples, based on 

South Dakota v Neville 459 U S 553,103 S Ct 916 (1983), State v Middleton 266 

S C 251,222 S E 2d 763 (1976). and other case law 

I SO MOVE () 

Al,~ 
Thomas E Pope 
Sohcltor 
Sixteenth Judicial CIrcuit 

York, ~outh Carohna 
~ ~ ,2004 

I 
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81 ATE OF SOUTH CAROUNA 

CCtUNlY OF YORK 

St Ite of South Carolina, 

Plaintiff. 

v 

Billy Wayne Cope. 

Defendant. 

) 
) 

IN 1 HE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 
StXTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

r} • 
- 1 ) -' .. 

J .. , .... ,..., r I 1 
) r~... • .. MOTION 
) oJ :. 

~ - "-
) 1 ndt.... 2002-GS48-3232-3234 
) 2003-G~1843-1844 
) 20Q4..GS48-0200 
) 2004-GS46·2614-2618 
) 
) 

.... , 

This matter comes before the Court on th.· motion of the undersigned attomey for the 
stlte for an order excluding or limiting the testirrony of any "expert" WItness on the Issue of 
false confessions 

The state has been informally made aware of the defense's mtentfon to caY a 
psychologist to testify regarding the prevalence of false confessions and the factors that create 
a climate conduolve to the rendenng of a false c )nfesslon Addltfonally. this witness may be 
cc lied to descnbe other cases where faJse confe,slons have been made and might be asked 
h~5 opinion otthe voluntarlness and/or reliability 01 the confessions given In this case 

The state submits that this supposed area of expertise does not meet the requirements 
of the South Carolina Supreme Courts declBk)ns concerning the admISSibility of expert 
testimony under Rule 702 SCRE and Slam v Jona. 259 S E 2d 120 (1979) 

Should the court determine that the exp'irt testimony IS admissible the state would 
fu rther move to limit any such testimony to prevet 11 the Introduction of facts from other speCIfic 
C21SeS or any oplnaons that such expert may attempt to render that go beyond either the scope 
of their expertise or the recognized boundanes of that area of expertise 

Finally. should the court deem such tea Imony admISSible, the state would seek to 
In troduce through CI'OS6-eX8mmatJon and reply teutimony all the Circumstances surrounding the 
talang of thIS defendant's confessions Including the adminIStration Of a POlygraph exam and the 
results thereof See, US v Johnson, 816 F 2d 918 (3rd Cir 1987). US v Kampl/es. 609 F 2d 
1. '33 (71ft Clr 1979) 

Y)rK. South Carolina 

August 13. 2004 

~it(bm~. 

KevIn S Brackett 
Deputy ~,ollcrtor 
Sixteenth Judicial CIrcuit 

10 
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STATE OF soum CAROLINA ) IN GENERAL SESSIONS COURT 
) 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 

State of South Carolma, 

VB 

lames E. Sanders, 
Defendant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

MOTION TO SUPPRESS 

2~~I96,J97, 198,199 

NOW COMES the Defendant, lames B. Sanders, by and through llIJdemancd counsel 

of record, and does move tins court for an Older suppessmg aU mdcnce m any way !elated 

to, or CODJJeded wrtb, the drawmg and anaJyzmg ofany body fimd of the defendant, mcludmg 

but not lmuted to, blood and sahva. The drawmg oftbe blood occumxI on orahoutAupstS. 

2004 

The order allowmg the takmg of the DODtesbmomalldentdicatlou evJdeoce m tIus 

matter from the Defendant was sought and ISSUed in such a way as VIOlated the defendant's 4· 

amendment CODStltutlonal ngbts ~ the South Carolma CcmsaltutIoa, the Umted States 

Constltutlon, and case law of South Caro1ma, 

Rock H~ South Carobna 
August 30, 2004 

11 

Respectfully sulmutted, 

B ,~UU~ 
Po Office Box 2981 CRS 
Rock Hill, South Carolma 29732 
(803) 329-008. 
Attorney for the Defendant 



STATE OF SOurH CAROLINA ) IN GENERAL SESSIONS COURT 
) 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 

S tate of South Carolma, ) 
) MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 

vs ) MOnON TO SUPPRESS 
) 

lames E Sanden, ) 
Defendant ) 2004-cr~)96. 197. 198. 199 

) 

The Defendant, lames B Sanders, by and through undersigned counsel of recont, 

submrts tlus memorandum of law ID support of Ins motion for the suppress of evidence 

ProeeclunJlIistory 

On or about September 12, 2002, Agent Lambert of the South Carolma Law 

Enforcement DIVISIon notrlied memben of the Sohcrtor's Office for the SIXteenth Judlaal 

CJrCUJt that he bad an alleged match of a sample taken fi'om Mr Sanden ID January 2002 

WIth unknown samples of bodily flwds taken from the body and pants of Amanda Cope 

Approxunately 1 year later Mr Sanders was mchcted for the CWTeDt charges agaJDst him ID 

the death of Amanda Cope The sample was extracted on or about January 14*,2002 

from Mr Sanders pursuant to a search warrant IDVOlvtng other allegatIOns agamst bun 

The understgDed attorney was appomted counsel for Mr Sanders ID Apnl2004 

after a potentJaJ confhct was ldentltied by the Office of the Pubhc Defender In early lune 

2004 Mr Sanders filed a Motion to Suppress mdence extracted from bun JD 2002 and 

any and all evIdence ansmg from the extractlon on constrtutlonaJ Jaw grounds. 

On August 3, 2004 the State filed a motion to once agam draw blood from Me 

1 
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Sanders. A heanng was held on August S, 2004 Cucwt Court Judge Lee SAlford 

ordered the twng of blood In the case mvolvms an alleged burglll}' on Reid Street on 

Januauy 12, 2002 (henceforth referred to as the "Hagman" case), over the objectIon ofMr 

Sanders Blood was drawn the fonoWing day 

Subsequently, on August 23. 2004, the State agreed that the prevtous draw of 

blood had been taken lD VJolatJon ofMr Sander's 4111 amendment nghts under the South 

Carolma and Uruted States ConstrtutJons and consented to an Order suppressmg the same 

On Fnday, August 27, 2004, In connection WIth the "Cope" case, the State 

proVIded Defendant Sanden With cbscovery contaunns the result of DNA analYJIS oCtile 

blood drawn on August 6, 2004 

Perdaeat Facts 

Dunng the taD of 2003 , James SaDders was mdlctecl as a partlClpant m the sexual 

assault and murder of Amanda Cope. Billy Cope, the fBther of Amanda Cope had been 

mcbcted previously for the murder and sexual assault of Amanda after makmg more than 

four COnfesSions I and other mcrunmatms statements Sanders bad beea mcarcerated 

aW81tmg tnal on other charges smce 1mull}' 13, 2002 On 1anuary 14, 2002 blood wu 

drawn from Mr Sanden pursuant to a search warrant Between December 2001 and 

September 2002, the State had been seeking a "match" for body fJuJd evidence left on the 

body and pants of Amanda Cope 2 

lOne ot the confessions beinq a videotaped incident reenacted 
confession at the scene of the crime 
2 Their investiqation had not revealed a match after analysis at 
Defendant Cope's body flu~ds as well as nine other ~n~viduals 
Additionally, Mr Cope never made mention at the involvement of a third 
party and there has never been evidence found indicatinq a forced entry 
~nto the home 

2 
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On or about September 12, 2003, Agent Lambert of the South Carolma Law 

Enforcement DNA umt notJfied members of the SIXteenth JumClaJ CIrCUlt Sobcrtor's 

Office that an alleged "match" had been made between the samples taken m the Cope case 

and James Sanders 3 No additional evidence was uncovered regardmg Sanders alleged 

lDvolvement except that he restded Wlthm a few CIty blocb of the Cope household. 

FmaUy, the SohCltor's office sought and obtamed uubctments agamst Sanders over a year 

later 

Followmg the flhns of a Motion to Suppress by Mr Sanders of the blood and 

analysIS from the January 13, 2002 draw, the State filed a motIOn for a SchmerlJg hearmg 

to have Mr Sander's blood drawn agam 11us tune ID reIat10n to the Hasman matter At 

the tune of tJns heanng the State already had ID Its custody and control a DNA analyms 

that bad been performed m the Hagman case that was fiavorable to Its posauon.4 No 

motion to suppress had been filed m that matter A beamg was hdd 33 days before the 

Cope matter was scheduled to go to tnal and about 10 days before the motion to suppress 

was to be heard m the Cope matter 'I'M State did not request a SchmerfJer heanns 

regardmg the Cope matter 

Although the heanng was noticed OD the Hasman matter and &ets to present 

probable cause to Judge Alford, presIding JUdge. were based on the Hagman mattei', the 

mtent of the State m holdmg the heamg at that tune wu for the sole purpose of asSiStIng 

them m the Cope matter 

SohCltor Thompson IDtroduced the heanog to the Court WIth the foUowmg 

3 It is submdtted that up until thia time Mr Sanders had not been 
investigated as having any involvement ~n the Cope matter 

3 
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presentation 

nus IS the State of South Carohna v James E Sanders. Inchctment 2002-GS-46-
1260, wherein he'. charged WIth Burglary 1- Degree The State has filed a motion 10 

wJuch we arc asianS to draw blood samples from the Defendant to compare to blood that 
was found at the aune scene and at tins point we are prepared to SO forward The raJOD 

at tlus pom forward for the blood drawmg, as you know, Mr Sanders IS charged WIth a 
number of separate aunes bappenms over a 2-3 month penod of tIme back wbeD he wu 
arrested on these, one of winch also mvoJves Mr Cope and we have that scheduled tOr 
tnaI with Mr Saoders and Mr Cope together with pre-tnal startmg on the 23" oftlus 
month and the tna1ltself startmg on the ,.. of September 

Mr Greeley represents Mr Sandm and m that tnal be's made a mODon to 
suppress the DNA results based on the case that deals With Me Sanders based on the filet 
that they were un1awfuI1y obtamed WIthout IIJWIl8 that pomt at tlus tune, they were 
obtamed by a search wamnt and, bUlcaJly, at tins pomt tH State Is seelmal to qUIll 
aD)' proble .. witll the obtamin, of the rea. by b.vla. diem witlaout a doubt 
lawfully obtalued this time. Rather tllo take. chance ud later OD have It be ruled 
uD'avonbly ud .aviDl to coDtinue everythiD., we're tryial te cut it 011' 80W. 

(emphasis added) See transcnpt p 4.10 3 - P S, In 2 (transcnpt attached hento) 

It should be DOted that 10 days after the State had more blood m Its po8SCSSIOII for 

analyzatJoD, at c:cmcedcd that the pnor draw wu not In conformaty WIth amstJtutIonaI 

standards and was subject to be suppressed. 

Dftcualoa 

The South Carolma ConstItutIon pnmdes the same protedJODS aftbrded peopJe m 

the Umted States ansms from the Fourth Amendment's protectJoDS &gamst UIIJ"e8SODIble 

searcb and sazures At the same tune, the State Constrtutlon addltlonally protects people 

In tlus State agamst "unreasonable mvasaons of pnvacy" S C ConstrtutJon Art. I, SectIon 

10 Section 17-13-140, South Carolma Code of Laws, 10976, as ameudeel, reqwres that 

"a w8JT8Dt ISSUed hereunder sbaD be ISSUed only upon affidavit sworn to before a 

1JIa8IstTate, mumapal JudJaaJ officer, or JUdge of a cow1 of record estabhshmg the 

4 See Transcript of Hear~n9 p 31, jb 14 - P 32, In 4 

15 



grounds for a warrant " 

The general law regardmg search warrants IS that they must be (1) based OD facts 

that estabhsh probable cause, (2) particularly descnbe the place to be searched, (3) 

partIcularly descnbe the thmgs to be sea.zed, and (4) must be ISSUed by a neutral and 

detached officer The ISSWI18 magastrate must make a practK:al, common sease decaSiOD 

whether, gIVen aU the etrCUIIlstances set forth m the affidavrt before bon, there IS a 

probabWty that contraband or CMdence of a cnme WJll be found 1ft the place Dbno,s v. 

Gates. 462 US 213 (1983) 

nus case Involves the talanS of nontestunomai alleged evIdence from Mr Sanden. 

The Soutb Carohna Supreme Court addressed the takmg ofnontestunomal mdcace 

pursuant to the South CaroJma Search warrant statute lD the case In re, SnYder, 308 S C 

192. 417 S E 2d 572 (S C 1992) Although the parties m Sm*r were not mested, the 

same constrtutlonal consaderaboos apply to amsted subjects. The Court ruled that the 

coftSlderatJons, or elements, for determmmg whether or not there exists probable cause to 

penmt the acqwSltlon of DOntestuDomaJ evIdence are 

(1) probable cause to beheve the suspect bas commatted the cnme; 

(2) a clear mdlC:atJon that relevant matenal evtdence will be found, and, 

(3) the method used to secure It IS safe and reliable 

Also the senousness of the CllIne, and the IlIlportance of the evIdence to the 

IDvestlgatlon are to be conSIdered S1JYder at 574 

In the present case, the order of August 4, 2004 IS m error m two respects and the 

resultID8 blood from the draw on August 5, 2004 and aU foUOWIDB analySIs should be 

5 
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suppressed 

The blood aad rauJtm.aaalysil ,boaJd be .oppnssed for the cntena 
provided by /" ~ S"ytig for the IDlportaDce of tile "Ideace WU Dot 
con.ldered properly by the Court. 

At the tmle the State filed Its monon m the Hagman matter 8Dd the heanos wu 

held, the blood bemg sought was not m the least unportant to the State The State had 

already perfonned an analySts of the prmously drawn blood The results were favollhle 

to the State At that time no Court had ruled there was any constJtutlonal defiCIency m the 

draWlllJ of the blood The State had not conceded at that tune there wu • defiCIency m 
I 

the draw The State was asked by undersagned counsel on the record whether It would 

stipulate to a defiCIency and Jti madmlsaibibty The State refUsed Havma drawn Mr 

Sander's blood, havms bad It 8D8Iyzed by SLED, and bavma m their posseSSlOD • 

fiawrable result to their pOSItIon. the second blood draw wu of DO UDpOI'tIJlce to their 

case The State essentJaIly wu actms ID antJapaSlOD. Sanders knows of DO madenc:e 

where the mtrusIve procedure has been ordered due to the State-. mere 8IltIcapatJon of 

possible future determmatlons Such • precedent IS frasbtenms as wiD be dJlCUfIHd 

below 

AddlnonaJly. m the Cope matter_ the same rataonale IS appl1cab1e TbJs beanos 

was actually a Cope hearmg, the pwpGse hems adnutted by the State At the tune of the 

heanng counsel had merely filed a DlOtlOD No rulmg bad been made The State had m Ita 

possessaon favonble evIdence to Its poSlnon from the Jamwy 13, 2002 draw and 

September 2002 analysIs Once agam Its purpose was antiCipatory m nature At the tune 

of the beanng and order, the additional draw was of no lDlPOrtance to the State 

6 
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Smce the ordered addttlonal draw of blood had no Importance to the State at the 

time, It should be suppressed for the court &.iled to grve that filet proper collSlderatlon 

under In Tf Snyder 

The blood draw from the order dated AUlun 4, 2004 and the raultiJll 
analysis should be .uppreued II (ruit of tbe UDCODl.atutio .... draw oa 
Juu..., 13, 2002-

The heatmg held on August 4, 2004 wu for the purpose of obtauung tMdence m 

the Cope matter that wu scbeduled for tnal OD September 1, 2004 1'Ius II clear &om the 

recrtatlon of the Sohcrter at the begwDDmg oCtile beanng. It was held 1D IDtIctpat10D of a 

motion filed JD the Cope matter aDd JD baht of the tnaI date It II admrtted the State cbd 

not proceed With a Schmerber beanng for the Cope matter, but there • aD o1moua reasoa 

for thear deaSlOD. 

Such a hearms before the court m the Cope matter would have requued the State 

to present evidence outSIde of the lamwy 13, 2002 to estabbsh probable cause for the 

taJang ofMr Sander's blood The State IS well aware that 1t does not have suftlaeat 

evidence to estabbsh the necessary probable cause. The only alleged ew:Jence apnlt Mr 

Sanda"s In the Cope case 18 the DNA aaalyIJs ansma .from the lanuary 13, 2002 draw 

TIus draw bas beea found to have beeD UDCOnsututJ.onalJy taken and the Court has 

suppressed any and all evidence 8I1S1ftS from the draWIng of tho blood (See attadled 

Order) 

The reason the heanng was held on August 4, 2004 15 because the State 

antlClpated such a rulutg In makmg the motion and schedubns the heanng the way It cbd, 

tho State was acting OD the knowledge 1t had gamed from the prevIOUS draw OD January 

7 

18 



13,2004 when SLED "found" the alIesed match. The motlvatmg factor for the State', 

adlons wu the smgIe alleged fact that Mr Sander's blood "matched" the ftwd. 00 

Amanda Cope's body and pants Therefore, thetr sole UlSplCItlon was knowledge or 

evidence they had learned &om the Uda)nstrtutJonal draw The State bas no other 

evidence whatsoever to use m the case mvolvmg Amanda Cope agamst Mr Sanden 

Therefore, to aJ]ow the State to use the evtdence denved &om the blood draw would be In 

WDtracbctJOD of the doctnne of the "fiuat of the POisonOUS tree" 

AddltJODalIy, a fimhns that the mdence oftbe subsequeat blood draw to be 

admlJSible m this ClIO would lIVe the State another way m future cues to skirt the law 

reqUUUl8 SUppresslOD of mdence takcn m Ylolatton of IIOmcone', coDSldUtlOnal nghts. 

The Umted States Supreme Court usued • JUImg OIl IUDe 28, 2004 that can be 

aualosazed to this CODSICieratJon. Mipowt v. Selbel1. 124 S Ct 2601 (2004) Seibert was 

COIIVlCted of second desrec IDUI'da' In the case SeIbert bad a IOJl who WII duabled and 

had died 18 Ius sleep AftaId she would be charpcl in neglect, she coaspired WIth othen to 

bum the home and the body to nd the scene of any mdeace ofneslect on her part. In the 

bummg of tile home, a CCHDISPuator was burned to death. 

Stebert went to the pobce statlOD ror an JDtemew The Court referred to It 81 a 

two-step WelTogatory process She wu not UDder arrest In the first step she wu not 

appnsed of her Muanda ngbts Dunns the course of tile first step mtemew, Seibert 

made a confeastOD. After tJus first step process there was • twenty-1DD1IIte break take&. 

Then Seabert wu advtsed of her Miranda nghts and she repeated the same statement 

The Uruted States Supreme COW1 ruled that the second step should have been suppressed 

8 
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Although Siebert deals exclustvely wrtb the apphcatlon of Muandq the l'C8SOmna 

of the Court IS apphcable In the present case In the ruJms Justice Souter, refcmna to the 

question-first process, wrote 

" the reason the question-first IS catchmg on IS as obVIous as Its mamfest 
pmpose. winch IS to get • confesSion the suspect would not make uhe understood Ius 
nghts at the outset, the sellSlble underlymg assumptlOD IS that With one COnfessaOD ID hand 
before the WII1J1I18I, the mterrogator can count OD lettms Its duphcate, With tnf1ma 
additional trouble" Stllwt at 2610 

A smuIar anal)'S1s caD be drawn 10 the present case Not only m the preseat case, 

but also ID any case that deals WIth the search for DNA evulence. Iftbe State moWl 

that rt can come back at any tune to comet an UDCODStltutIouai taking ofbJood, thea there 

18 no encouragement for the first process to be done correctly It could lead law 

enforcement to do whateva' they needed to do to extract bJood from SMnI suspects, 

whether constJtut1onal or not, hopmg for a match. Once the match II obtained, the State 

could then motion for a $chmerber beanng resardma the same blood aDd same defeadaat 

In order to clean Up the case or "quash" IIDY motlOD to suppress the ewience due to the 

previOusly unconstItutJonaJ takJna. The precedeht estabbshed by sucb a ruhng II 

fhgbtemng m the hands of Jaw enforcemeot whose recaptIon of coDStltutJoaal ngbts 18 

secondary to Its goal of makmg an arrest. 

CondOllon 

For aU, or anyone of the above states reasons, the blood drawn from Mr SaDders 

on August S. 2004 should be suppressed as weD u any evidence that anses from the 

analyStS of the blood 

9 
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Rock HiD, South Carobna 
August 31,2004 
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Respectfully submrtted, 

By.-.~~~~~--~~ 
LeI B GreeleY. Esqmro 
Post Office Box 2981 CRS 
Rock Hill. South Carolma 29732 
(803) 329-0088 
Attorney for Defendant James Sanders 



r"'u' , 

NOTICE OF APPEAL FROM A SENTENCE IMPOSED BY THE LOURT 
OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

The State. 

1 HE "TATb OF SOUTH CAROT ,INA 
In The Court of Arpealq 

APPFAL I'ROM YORK COUNTY 
Court of General SesslOIlIJ 

John C Hayes, 1II 

Case No 2004-0S-46-2614 
2004-08-46-3232, 2004M GS46-2( 0, 2004-0S-46~1233 

2004-0C;;-46-3234 

Respondent, 

v 
Btlly Wayne Cope, Appellant 

NOTICE OF APPEAl 

( ., 

--~ 

I 

~ 
\.J 

...... 

w 
r.J1 
co 

DIlly Wayne Cope appeals hIS conVlcuon and ~entence in tbJ.s case The 'Jcnl.t:nLe was 
Jmpoqed by the Honorable John C Hayes. III on September 22,2004 

Septemher 30,2004 

Otht r Counsel of Re("01 d 
Kev n S Brackett 
16u1 :llCUlt Sohcltor's Office 
167' -IA York Hwy 
Yo"1 , SC 29745 
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~IU.~ es M Morton 
ost Office Box 707 

Rock HIll. South Carohnl:l. 29731 
(803) 366-3388 
Attorney for Appellant 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN GENERAL SESSIONS COURT 
) 

COUNTY OF YORK. ) 

State of South CaroUna, ) 
) 

vs ) POST TRIAL MonONS 
) 

James B Sanders, ) 
Defendant. 

, 
2004-08-46-196, 197, 198, 199 J 

) 

NOW COMES tha Defendant. JIIJIa B. Sanders, by and through undemgncd counsel 

ofreeord. and docs present the foJ10WJDlpost trial motions pursuant to Rule 29(a), SCRerP 

RENEWAL or MOTION FOR DIRECTED VERDICT ON EACH 

INDlcrMENT 

The monoDS for drrected verdicts on each. blchctment are hereby renewed and 

JeqUCIt the Court to grant such motaons. Tho grounds for caoh motion IS m1eratcd and 18 

the same grounds presented to tho court at the close of tho State's case as well as at the 

close of evidence 

MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL 

James Sanders should be pantecllus Rquest for a new tnal on all the IndIctments m 

the abovc-capuonecl matter The Defendant subnuts that the verdict of the Jury OD .,h 

meIlotment was the resuJt of passion and emotIOn, gmn the factual cllCUmStanCeS of tho cue, 

and was agamst the evadence, or lack of cmdcmce presented by the State as to Mr Saudot. 

guilt. Therefote, Mr Sander's Is entitled to a new trlal 

?1 



Rock HiD, South caroUna 
Soptembor 24, 2004 
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Respectfillly subDutted, 

By'.::::t::.::;C:~~~:=::::::::~ 
lei B Greel Esqwro 
Pos Office Box 2981 CRS 
Rock Htll, South CBIOIma 29732 
(803) 329·0088 
Attomey for the Defendmt 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

COUNTY OF YORK 

State of South Carohna, 

vs 

James E Sanders 
Defendant 

) IN GENERAL SESSIO~S COURT 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) ORDER 
) 
) 
) ~O:)4-GS-46-196. 197, 198, 199 
) 

The Defendant, James E Sanders, by and through undersigned counsel of record, 

timely submItted post tnal motions folloWIng the Jury Verdict 10 the above referenced matters 

After conslderatton of such motton m hght of the tnal record 10 the matter, the 

mottoIL~ c;hould be demed Therefore, 

IT IS ORDERED TIIAT 

1 The rerewal of the motrons for a dIrected verdict as to each 

rndlctment In this mattt'T are dented, and 

2 The motIon for a new trIal IS derued 

ft NO IT lS SO ORDERED 

York, South Carolma 

51'~k XI t(,2004 
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o C Hayes, Ill, Presld 
teenth ]'Jdlclal ClfCwt 
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H-J232S3 
STATE OF SOUTH CAROUNA 

DCounty/ [DMunlclPahtyof 
Por)' fl;] 1 

THE STATE 

against 

Jh 1) , T IVI)C' rQP~'" 

SSN ______ _ 

~ Race ~ Height "i' j 1 ~ht 310 
Ie ___ DL# ____________ _ 

,1,1 13-oJ Agency ORI# SC0460 ,00 
utlng Agt:ncy --,f,-' Q""-,-r-,,k",-,,:1~] ...r.l..lt-.-ll-.J1 Q'-!....I.l...11.j,C...lL_Du..s;;e~put ...... '--
utlny OffiCer .....".G ......... I .... I • ___ .... BuJ_Jo.JC_1..I'-lot<w.>;e ... luc..o.;l et:O.J.,T ____ _ 

(I) 1. WI .1] J:.~E gJ (ct Towards 
Q r Cllll d Offense Code ___ _ 

)rdlnance Sec 111-7-50 

van ant IS CERTIFIED FOR SERVICE In the 

Jnty/O MUl1lclpahty of 

The accused 

be arre::.ted and brought before me to be 

Ith <lCCOI dlny 10 law 

Signature of Judge 
(LS) 

RETURN 

of tl11::. drrest warrdnt was ddlvered to 
11 C Iy (,{/ J 

"', ..... /t. I~r 

Inalurl- of COllst.lble/Law Enlorcement Officer 

WARRANT TO 

lR11 Jll12~1224 

• orm I pp 0 (. I hi 

.... U'U", vr .,vu I n \JAKUUNA o county/[2] MUl1lclpahty of 
Rock Hill 

AFFIDAVIT 
'> C Allor 0 I Geocr" 
lull)(' , • .JO 
...>CCA..,18 

Personally appeared before me the affiant C d r.l'1ckwp]d? 

being duly sworn deposes and says that defendant B11' , Wayne 

did Within thiS county and 

State of South Carolina 

state on 

(or ordinance 

11-29-01 
of 0 County/~ul1lcIPality of 

Violate the criminal laWS , 
~')rl... ~'Il 

In the follOWing particulars 

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE 
Unlauful Neglect TmA1ards l.1inor Child ... 0-7-5U 

further state that there IS probable cause to beheve that the defendant named above did 
the cnme set forth and that probable cause IS based on the follOWing facts 'l'~ e de fend ~ L l a LJ .L J 1. 
the SC Code of luw bJ allowing his be veT' j ear old chIle! to IH L J..l ... r uiLllB.~ 
and unS<lnJ.talY livi"1e conditio'"lo whill~ ? t 407 'P~ch S C .!.., ~h(' C.ll' nt ,~, I 
ThE' re.dd,c.nce ",aq observed b J aff~ant nnJ T'umc;::' .:Jus otl~c.r o:f~ci!r::; ;:,1 L _ ,_ 

Pol~ce DepL It was infested with bug_ a~d lice d,d h~s 4-I~U1Ldbl( .OO~ 
minor The hous~ ~lGO ~nd ~nndeq~lt~ bothirg nnd tOllct ilLll~LiL-

* Police invest~gatlon 
* ReCoVelY of eVl.dence 

Sworn to and subscribed before me 

on //-~o-ot. 

- \ 
~ V j J l '---""'~:C 
Signature of isSUing Judge 

STATE OF SOUlli CAROUNA 

o Counly/[1QtMunicIPahly of 
Rock Hill 

) 

) 

) 

(LS) ) 

) 

) 

) 

I 
",'> \ .... 

Signature of Affrant 

Affrant s Address 120 East RJ .wk <d- • 

ROCk 1111 J • S C )Q7 ~0 

Affrant S Telephone 329-77ll0-

A R RES T WAR RAN T 

TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CO.~STABLE OF THIS COUNTY 

It appearing from the above affidaVit that there ar~ reasonabk. grounds to beheve 

on 11-29-01 defendant all!" W;'I)D(l "O?' 
dId Violate the Criminal laws of the State of South Carolina (or ordinance of 

D County/ ~ MUniCipality of RflCk tIl 11 ) as set forth b<..low 

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE 
Unlawful Neglect Towards '1inor Child _O-7-':;u) 

Now therefore you are empowered and directed to arrest the Sdld defendant and bring him or her bt 

me forthWith to be dealt With according to law A copy of thiS Arrest Warrant shall lJe dLilven .. d to 

defendant at the time of Its execution or as soon thereafter as IS practicable 
__ \ ) Judges Address 120 Eact BInd, C)t 

c4....1..) ,Vt.c--,~& (LS») Rock til.ll, ~ C 29/30 
Signature of ISSUing Judge ) Judge s Telephone __ 3=2~9_--'i5=6=9~1~ ____ r==;-____ -;====;;--_ 

Judge Code (. '3 I£. Issumg Court ~ Magistrate 0 MUl1lclpal 0 Clre 

DEFEND! - COpy 



~NN~~ I WARRANT 

H-J~3~:;9 
STATE OF SOUTH CAROUNA 

o Countyl Q MUnicipality of 
,,0, j, Hill 

THE STATE 

agdlnst 

55 I) 0 7 h, (' h 'i 1 

r 11'1 1111', S (' ])730 
1~J-ql~4 SSN ____________ __ 

J...... R"ce. __ Heloht ') I 1 ] Weight J ':JO 
ate ____ DL# ________________ _ 

01-13-(,1 Agency ORIH sr046010Q 
Jutln>.! Agency Rock. Ell] PolJ.ce Dept. 
Utlllg Oflie ... 1 Cb'lJ leD( 131 tckwelder 
e Unlawful N~glect Towards 
tUnOl Chlld Offense Code ___ _ 

Ordinance Se.c :>0-7-';0 

\Jan ant I.:. CERTIFIED FOR SERVICE m the 

)unty/O Municipality of 

The accused 

b... arre5lL.J 1.nd brought bdore me to be 

'Illh d ... cOnJlllu to law 

(LS) 
Signature of Judge 

RETURN 

y of thiS arrl.st warr dnl was delivered to 
J1 I )' jnt '{.A I { 1 ( 

~/" /1 " J II I~,)I 

Igllature of Con::.t.mle/Law Enforcement Officer 

N WARRANT TO 

IR J (''111291224 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROUNA 

o County/ ~unlclPahty of 
Fock tl1.l1 

AFFIDAVIT 

Fo m Appro ~C 01 
~C AtlClff"l I Gonu 
Jul/26 l{)JO 
...ccA :'16 

Personally appeared before me the affiant _......l.C .... ..!f.:..' 'L..-"'4LI..l.l.2"l~(';J.J-:.J"''l.!(">.:.l.l.:(u.l!::.p. ... 1 ____________ _ 

bemg duly sworn deposes and says that defendant Bj 1.] '. Vi" IDC '~Pf)" 
did wlthm thiS county and state on 11-29-Ql vlOldte the crlmmal 

(or ordinance of 0 CountY/~MunicIPalitY of r:nr l. I~ 11 State of South Carolina 

In the follOWing particulars 

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE Ul1l"'w1ul Ncglec.t Towards dinu'" Child 

I further state that there IS probable cause to believe that the defendant ndmed above dlJ 

the cnme set forth and that probable cause IS based on the followmg facts The DC' f f' nJ "n L d LO VUlIIQ J.l 

Code of Law Section 20-7-50 Unlawful Co~d~ct Towards A Chi)d DJ ~~lc~ln~ I -

twelve years of dge daughtel to 1~'\ C ~'1 ccnd:i tiOGe '3uc-h as h.t I. :in: tiLN 
infestatioI" J animal fecPG, unsu~tablp ["("Id, l.nc;.:'n~ ti'lrv l~v ~'1b (o-lll L lOll 

taking place at 407 Rich St in the City of Roc~ Hill) S C 
Pol~ce Irvestibation 
Recovery of Ev~dence 

Sworn to and subscnbed before me 
on LI-dc--ol 

~:-=:~\I\¥)"';I.~£;..;d/~"~C:Ll.'J,A~,--___ (LS) ) 

......--
~ \\, \~ •. IuL .... •. ,LC>J.--

Signature of Afflallt 
Affiant s Address 120 E:. '3 t B lac 1< <; t 

Roc~ Hill, S r 797111 
Signature of isSUing Judge Affiant s Telephone --=!.3.!.?..:t.9~-;.!.7.!::2:.!.:O~Il:...-______________ _ 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROUNA 

o County/~ MUlllclpality of 
Rock Hill 

} 

} 

} 

ARREST WARRANT 

TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPAUTY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY 

It appearing from the above affidaVit that 
on 11-29-01 defendant 

there are reasonable 
B~lly Wa¥ne Cope 

grounds beheve to 

did Violate the cnmmal laws of the State of South Carolma (or ordinance of 

o County/!1Qg MUniCipality of RacY. tlill ) as set forth below 

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE 
Unlawful Neglt?ct TowardS a 1I1innr Ch~ld :2U-/-5l' 

Now therefore you are empowered and directed to arrest the said defendant and bnng him or her I 

me forthWith to be dealt With according to law A copy of thiS Arrest Warrant shall be delivered Ie 

defendant at the time of Its execution or as soon thereafter as IS practicable 
~ ) Judges Address 120 Fast Black St 

~yS &'=<Yn C. (LS) } Rock Hill. S C 29730 

Signature of IS~"}~ Judge 
Judge Code :5 / b . 

DEFENr 

) Judge s Telephone ..::3;:.:2::.;9:...--,5~6.:;,9=1=;-____ -r=.-_____ i="=;-_ 

issuing Court 0 Magistrate I}5l MuniCipal 0 CI 

COpy 



I-\.nnc~ I WAHHAN r 

H-1?32S0 
STATE OF SOUTH CAROUNA 

Dcounty/ WMuniCIPahty of 
CZOLh. HH 1 

THE STATE 

agalilst 

ss f l 07 Ri ('11 \:>t. 
Rnrl\ l'J t1. s,r. /'1730 
688-('],,4 SSN ______ _ 

_1_ Race -.!.ill HClght '11 11 Weight 330 
ate ___ DL# _____________ _ 

(I '-11-h) Agency ORI# SC0460300 
culing Agency Koch rlJ.ll Polic,: DeVt, 
culing Offlc~r C, N, Blackwelder 
,e Ilul.::mft, I Neg) eel rownd:; 
I'OY Chllid Offense Code ___ _ 

'Ololnance Sec _~2 .... 0"'--..J..7_-_5L;QlL-______ _ 

warr .... nt IS CERTIFIED FOR SERVICE In the 

DUllty/O MUIlI<..lpahty of 

Tho accused 

b.... arrested and brought before me to be 
IJllIl accoldlllg to Is..lw 

(LS) 
Signature of Judge 

RETURN 

Y of thiS all est warrant was delivered to 
3nt I) I III I ( 

j 

\" I '= .., - ,It', "Z < 

Ignature of Constablc/Lc.JEnforcl..ment Officer 

N WARRANT TO 

H J 011 1 291224 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROUNA 

o County/ (iJ MUniCipality of 

"Rock Hi J J 
Personally appeared before me the 

AFFIDAVIT 

C "i 

Fe m Appro db, 
S C Attorru.../ GLrlU 
Jul,26 1000 
SCGA518 

being duly sworn deposes and says that defendant Bi lly '\oJ ynf' l'opp 
11-29-01 violate the Criminal laws did Within thiS county and state on 

State of South Carohna (or ordlilance 

10 the followlOg particulars 

of 0 County/MMuniCIPaJlty of_-"l:~..I;Q"'~:..i'.;:..r-",,}l_ ....... _____ _ 

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE Unlaw'ful NcgleC't ':('\1" 1 d '3 lL~nor Ciuld .. ;)-7-5(' 

further state that there IS probable cause to beheve that the defendant named above did 

the cnme set forth and that probable cause IS based on the follOWing facts The ae f c- d '1, t c id. .r _ ~ 1. ~ 

the st. rode ooC Law b'r al1owi'1g hie:; elE'''.IcP yeaL (leI dnu&ht... Lo 11.v L .... ,1- ~~ 

:md unsnnilarf living c0'1dit~or3 wh:lle 3t 407 Pl.dl '5t lf1 t 1
l( C'l ty J.1.'!l~!: (J~ 

Rork lUll, S C ':'nc n"l:adell('e was observerl hy :l ?'[Hlnt ',ld nunp~f'\r C'i -= _, l 

th~ Poc~ H~ll PD It is infested ~1th bug~ :lnd lf~r nrd ~~~ I Juit~bJe -r 

the cn~ld The 1"OU<1.> "'lGO hn£ _n'd€.qu.:It p b {~hl.~~ and loilet f ~('_lat~_c 

* Police investigatlor 
~ Pecovery of eV1dance 

Sworn to and subscnbed before me 

on /1- >0- -" 

l;' \ '> =S ......... t ..... '-

Signature of Affiant 

~--.. 

AH~ntsAddress __ ~lL~~~Q~E~~~~~t~B~]~ic~1~~S~t~~~--------__ __ 
Rock Hill. S C 29730 ~~~\~~\C~~~K~~~~ _______ (LS») 

Signature of IssulOg Judge Affiant s Telephone _3.L2~9z.:-::.7iJc.2l1.Q~Q _________________ _ 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROUNA 

o County/lillMunlCIPallty of AR RES T WAR RAN T 
BOCk Hi]) ) 

TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPAUTY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY 

It appeanng from the above affidaVit that there are reasonable grounds to believe 

on ]]-?9-01 defendant BJ 11" Hr, lJl~ Cope 
did Violate the cnmmal laws of the State of South Carohna (or ordinance of 

o County/@MuOicIPahty of ~o!:k If:!' J ) as set forth below 

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE 
1nlawful Neglect Towards MinnorClll.ld 20-7-50 

Now therefore you 

me forthWith to be 

defendant at the time 

are empowered and directed to arrest the said defendant and bnng him or her I 

dealt With according to law A copy of thiS Arrest Warrant shall be delivered te 

of Its execu!Jon or as soon thereafter as IS practlcaUle 

-C=+:--L J'~J _,~"",' 
Signature of ISSUing Judge 
Judge Code (- :-/j. 

DEFEND 

) Judges Address 120 Fl'lst BILlck St 
(LS) ) rock Rill, S C 29730 

) Judge s Telephone _z::3.::2J!.9_--=5~6~9~J -----==---------r=.--
isSUing Court D Magistrate ~ MUOIclpal 0 CI 

"'opy 
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I 

BILL Y WA YNE COPE AIW# H-023255 
Date of Offense -=1l=--=29~-=20"""'0~1~ _____ _ 

AKA ----------------------------------
Race W Sex M Age 41 
DOB 08-13-1963 SS# --!!;25=I!o.....-4~I!o.....-0=3=3~5 ____ _ 

S C Code § 16-3-10 
~~~--------------

CDR Code # 0116 ----------------
Address 407 RJCb Street 

Rock Hdl. SC 29730 
DL# SID# 8C01268649 

o CASE RESTORED 

SENTENCE 
o PLEA :xl TRIAL 

~\ 
In dISpOSItIOn of the saId mdIctment comes now the Defendant who was ~ CONVICTED OF or 0 PLEADS 
TO Murder 

m ViolatIon of § 16-3-10 of the S C Code of Laws beanng CDR Code # 0116 ----------
o NON-VIOLENT !Xl VIOLENT 0 SERIOUS !Xl MOST SERIOUS 0 17-25-45 

The charge IS IX As IndIcted, 0 Lesser Included Offense, 0 Defendant WaIves Presentment to Grand Jury 

o NegotIated Sentence, 0 RecommendatIon by the State 

Attorney for Defendant 

WHEREFORE the Defendant IS comnuted to the @State Department of CorrectIOns, 0 County DetentIon Center, 

for a detennmate term of J.,.l f (" days/months/years or 0 under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years 

and/or to pay a fine of $ , 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 ----
months/years and subject to South Carolma Department of ProbatIon, Parole and Pardon ServIces standard condItIOns of 
probatIon, wluch are mcorporated by reference 

q CONCURRENT or 0 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on 

rj The Defendant IS gIVen credIt for tune served pursuant to S C Code § 24-13-40 to be calculated and apphed by the 
State Department of CorrectIons 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 
o RESTITUTION OHeard, 0 Waived, OOrdered PTUP 
Total $ plus 20% fee $ _______ _ __ days/hours Pubhc ServIce Employment 

Payment Terms ----------------- Obtam GED .--;--:--~ 
D set by SCDPPPS______________ Attend Voc Rehab or Job Corp 

May serve W IE begmmg 
Substance Abuse Counsehn-g--------
Random Drug! Alcohol testmg 

ReCIpIent ___________ -=-____ _ 
*Fme $ ____ _ 

Fme may be pd m equal consecutIVe weekly/monthly 
pmts of $ begmomg 
$ 

§ 14-1-206 - (Assessments 1075%) $ __ .--=...,..._ 
§ 14-1-2 11 (A)(l) (Surcharge) $ _--I\r'-Cl~)_1 
§ 14-1-21 1 (A)(2) (Surcharge) $ ___ _ 
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $ ____ _ 
3% to Count (If paId m mstalIments) $ ___ ~=_ 

73 3 I B TP (Law Enforce Fundmg) $ --_-Io9~5'--, 
337 IB TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $ ____ _ 

----paId to PublIc Defender Fund 
Other ------------------------------

50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $ ____ _ 
56-5-2942(1) (Vt.rucle Assessment) $ __ --:=-__ 

OTAL ,r~, .... Q \ .. l\l$ --4:\),;o..-.,5~, 
, ~~ \JJ. ( b t:}/YlA . ..l\L.- OJ\.. 

.Qerk of CourtiDerr~)\ Clt!'..k 
Court Reportt,r I '1 )tl'" ~t 1f:\ (.v \ 

C:Appomted PD or appomted other counsel, §I5 13 TP 
RegUlres $500 be paId clerk du~ obatlon 

PRESIDING JUDGE -r-t"'~~'----L+~L-..f,!--(.I-
Judge Code __ / 

Sentence Date 
--~~~~~r------
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WITNESSES 

'Blackwelder 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

tRUE BILL 

VERDICT 

~an. Q .. --
,on of Peftt Jury 

~l'.\tcc{c Z-? 2~ 

AMENDED 
DOCKET NO 2002-GS-46-3232 

The State of South Carolina 

County of York 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

July 22, Term 2004 

THE STATE 

vs 

Billy Wayne Cope 

Indictment for 

MURDER 

SC Code 16-3-10 
CDR Code 0116 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) 
) 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 

INDICTMENT 

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on July 22, 2004 the Grand Jurors of 
York County present upon their oath 

MURDER 

Billy Wayne Cope did In York County, South Carolina on or about November 29, 

2001, with malice aforethought, kill Amanda Cope by means of battenng and/or 

strangulation and Amanda Cope died as a result thereof The murder occurred In the 

City of Rock HIli, all In violation of Section 16-3-10, South Carolina Code of Laws, 

(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 

)/Blackwelder 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

55 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

mUEBILL 

VERDICT 

son of PetIt Jury 

DOCKET NO 2002-GS-46-3232 

The State of South Carohna 

County of York 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

November 14, Term 2002 

THE STATE 

vs 

Billy Wayne Cope 

Indictment for 

MURDER 

SC Code 16-3-10 
CDR Code 0116 



r 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) 
) 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 

INDICTMENT 

At a Court of General SeSSions, convened on November 14, 2002 the Grand 
Jurors of York County present upon their oath 

MURDER 

Billy Wayne Cope did In York County on or about November 29,2001, with 

malice aforethought, kill one Amanda Cope by means of strangulation Amanda Cope 

died as a result thereof, all In violation of Section 16-3-10, South Carolina Code of 

Laws, (1976, as amended) 

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute In such 

case made and proVided 

34 



STATE VS 2002-G~46-3234 

BILLY WAYNE COPE A1W# H-023262 
Date of Offcnse -=11=--.=2=--9-....:::2:=0..::;.01=---_________ _ 

AKA ---------------------------------
Race W Sex M Age 41 
DOB 08-13-1963 SS# -=25=1-....;-4:...,:.1-=:-0=33=5=--___ _ 

S C Code § _1~6'_-3::....-...::.65=2"---______ _ 

CDR Code # 0160 ------------------
Address 407 B..tcb Street o CASE RESTORED 

Rock Hdl. SC 29730 
DL# SID# SC01268649 

SENTENCE 
o PLEA iXl TRIAL 

In dIspOSItIon of the SaId mdIctment comes no\\ the Defendant who was 00 CONVICTED OF or 0 PLEADS 
TO CrlmlDaI Sexual Conduct FIrst Degree 

m VIOlatIon of § 16-3-652 of the S C Code of Laws, beanog CDR Code # 0160 -----------------
o NON-VIOLENT ~ VIOLENT 0 SERIOUS ~ MOST SERIOUS 0 17-25-45 

The charge IS ~ As indIcted, 0 Lesser Included Offense, 0 Defendant WaIves Presentment to Grand Jury 

o WIthOut NegotIatIons or Recommendation, 0 Negotiated Sentence, 0 Recommendation by the State 

~/,/J.&r 
Defe t Attorney for Defendant 

WHEREFORE, the Defendant IS conuruted to the G-state Department of Corrections, 0 County Detention Center, 

for a detemunate tenn of 3 Q daYS!mon~or 0 under the Youthful Offender Act not to <xc=! years 

and/or to pay a fine of $ , provl at upon the service of days/months/years and/or payment 

of $ , plus costs and assessments as apphcable*, the balance IS suspended WIth probation for ----
months/years and subject to South Carohna Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conchtIons of 
probatIon, whIch are mcorporated by reference 

o CONCURRENT or [}/-"'CONSECUTIVE to sentence on () 2-v E:z ~ - ~ (, - 3 21 4-

ClYThe Defendant IS gIven credtt for tune served pursuant to S C Code § 24-13-40 to be calculated and apphed by the 
State Department of CorrectIons 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 
o RESTITUTION DHeard, 0 WaIved, DOrdered PTUP 
Total $ plus 20% fee $ ________ _ ___ days/hours Pubhc Service Employment 

Payment Tenns ---~-------------------- Obtam GED 
o set by SCDPPPS._____________________ Attend Voc R--:eh=-a7"b-o-r-:::"Job Corp 

May serve WIE begmmg _____________ _ 
Substance Abuse Counsehng 
Random Drug! Alcohol testmg --------Fme may be pd m equal, consecutIve \\celdy/monthly 
pmts of $ begmnmg 
$ 

ReCIpIent ________________ -:::-_____ _ 
*Fme $ ____ _ 

§ 14-1-206 - (Assessments 1075%) $ __ :-=-.,..--_ 

§ l4-1-211(A)(I) (Surcharge) $ _~\~O'->loO~I_ 
§ 14-1-21 I (A)(2) (Surcharge) $ ___ _ 
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $ ____ _ 
3% to Count (If paId m mstallments) $ __ ~=-_ 
§ 73 3 1 B TP (Law Enforce Fundmg) $ __ ....... J"-'S-........,_ 

----paId to Pubhc Defender Fund 
Other --------------------------

§ 33 7 IB TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $ _____ _ 
)0-21-114(BUI Brcath Test Fee) $ ____ _ 

56-)-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $ --....,......c-=-
OTAL ( $ __ \~:J:..:....5-<-L.' 

Q Appomted PO or app ted other counsel, §15 13 TP 
RegUlres $500 be pdt 

PRESIDING lUDG 

'oJ ludge Code 

ourt R(.port(.f --+~,J-.!I--O""""\-----r:::"",,-,,",,-------- St-ntencc Date 
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WITNESSES 

)/Blackwelder 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

62 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

'RUE BILL 

- ~ 
~f Grand Jury 

VERDICT 

DOCKET NO 2002-GS-46-3234 

The State of South Carolina 

County of York 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

November 14, Term 2002 

THE STATE 

vs 

Billy Wayne Cope 

Indictment for 

CRIMINAL SEXUAL CONDUCT 
FIRST DEGREE 

SC Code § 16-3-0652 
CDR Code 0160 

After bemg fully advised as to my 
legal rights I hereby waive presentment 
to the Grand Jury 

Defendant 

hereby appear In my own proper person and pi 
gUilty to the within indictment or to 

Defendant 

Witness 

C C C PLS AND G S 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INDICTMENT 

) 
COUNTY OF YORK ) 

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on November 14, 2002 the Grand Jurors of 

York County present upon their oath 

CRIMINAL SEXUAL CONDUCT, FIRST DEGREE 

Billy Wayne Cope did In York County on or about November 29, 2001, commit 

the cnme of Cnmlnal Sexual Conduct In the First Degree Billy Wayne Cope committed 

a sexual battery with his daughter, Amanda Cope, with one or more of the following 

aggravating circumstances 1 Billy Wayne Cope used aggravated force to accomplish 

the sexual battery 2 Billy Wayne Cope forcibly confined Am~d~ Cope to cause her to 
'/"Ii' 

submit to the sexual battery - lIy Wayne Cope 

penetrated Amanda Cope's anus with an unknown foreign object, allm violation of 

Section 16-3-652, Code of Laws of South Carolma, (1976), as amended 

Against the peace and dlgmty of the State and contrary to the statute In such case 

made and provided 

A~ 
SOLTcMffi 
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STATE VS 
BILLY WAYNE COPE 

~KA ---------------------------------
Racc W Sex M Age 41 
DOB 08-13-1963 SS# -=25=.,,1 ...... -4.....,1"--0=3=35""--_____ _ 
~ddress 407 Ruh Street 

Rock HIli. SC 29730 
DL# SID# SC01268649 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

In dIsposition of the SaId mdIctment comes now the Defendant who was 
TO Crtmmal Sexual Conduct First Degree 

2002-G~46-3233 

AIW# H-023258 
Date of Offense 11-29-2001 
S C Code § 16-3-652 

CDR Code # 0160 

0 CASE RESTORED 

~) SENTENCE 
0 PLEA :xl TRIAL 

00 CONVICTED OF or ~ PLEADS 

m VIolation of § 16-3-652 of the S C Code ofLa\\-s, beanng CDR Code # 0160 ---------------
o NON-VIOLENT ~ VIOLENT 0 SERIOUS lZI MOST SERIOUS 0 17-25-45 

The charge IS lZI As IndIcted, 0 Lesser Included Offense, 0 Defendant WaIves Presentment to Grand Jury 

The plea IS 0 WI out NegotIataons or Recommendation, 0 NegotIated Sentence, 0 RecommendatIon by the State 

Arms} ~jJ f2--- c:;n;. ~ 
SolICItor Det;L~ Attorney for Defendant 

WHEREFORE, the Defendant IS commtted to~e tate Department of Correctaons, 0 County Detentaon Center, 

for a detcrmmate term of 1 (J days/month 7y s rOunder the Y outhfu) Offender Act not to exceed years 

and/or to pay a fine of $ , proVi that upon the servtce of days/months/years and/or payment 

of $ , plus costs and assessments as applIcable·, the balance IS suspended WIth probataon for ___ _ 

months/years and subject to South CarolIna Department of Probataon, Parole and Pardon Servtces standard condttaons of 
probatIon, whtch are mcorporated by reference 

B""CONCURRENT or 0 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on ---,'-;!r----'-'2.=-.'L-
1
t-!...::;;v-t-i--------________ ___ 

~The Defendant IS gIVen credtt for tune served pursuant to S C Code § 24-l3-40 to be calculated and applIed by the 
State Department of CorrectIOns 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 
o RESTITUTION o Heard, 0 Waived, o Ordered PTUP 
Total $ plus 20% fee $ _______ __ __ days/hours PublIc Servtce Employment 

Payment Terms =--=-----=------------- Obtam GED o set by SCDPPPS________________ Attend Voc R·--:eh:-a-=-b-o-r-=Job Corp 

ReCIpIent ___________ -=-____ _ 
*Fme $ ________ _ 

9 14-1-206 - (Assessments 1075%) $ ----r-=-=---
§ 14-1-2 11 (A)(l) (Surcharge) $ _---&.\ ..... 0 ...... 0'--11_ 
3 14-1-211(A)(2)(Surcharge) $ _____ _ 
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $ _______ _ 
3%toCount (Ifpaldmmstallments) $ ___ ----,-.,~-
§ 733 IB TP (Law Enforce FundIng) $ ___ 95"",,--,,--,-'_ 
3 33 7, IB TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $ _______ _ 
3 )0-21 I 14(BUI Brcath Ti"st Fee) $ _______ _ 
3 56-5-2942(1) (Vehtcle Assessment) $ _----,,.......,---=-_ 

OT AL I I , , / n $ \ a 5 ( 
\ J aCU (0 O(]tnUM \ fH\. 

c:...:..;r - Clerk of Court/DePtftr <rle~ 
Court Rl-porter C:ilJv'\(\ t:t )vleV' \ 
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May serve W IE begmmg ------------Substance Abuse Counselmg 
Random Drug/Alcohol testmg ___ -:--___ _ 
FlOe may be pd m equal, consecutIVe weekly/monthly 
pmts of $ begmrung 
$ 

-----paid to PublIc Defender Fund 
Other -------------------------------

DAppomted PD or appomted other counsel §I) 13 TP 
RegUires $500 be p to c rk g probatIOn 

PRESIDING JUDGE T+~--\',.£-,-i~~.pc:.---

Sentence Date 
---"--4~-.>o-=---



WITNESSES 

~/Blackwelder 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

'58 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

II -/ -():J---
VERDICT 

son of PetIt Jury 

~'U.J1..C04 

DOCKET NO 2002-GS-46-3233 

The State of South Carolina 

County of York 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

November 14, Term 2002 

THE STATE 

vs 

Billy Wayne Cope 

Indictment for 

CRIMINAL SEXUAL CONDUCT 
FIRST DEGREE 

SC Code § 16-3-0652 
CDR Code 0160 

After being fully advised as to my 
legal rights I hereby waive presentment 
to the Grand Jury 

Defendant 

1 __________________________ __ 

hereby appear In my own proper person and pi 
gUilty to the within indictment or to 

Defendant 

Witness 

C C C PlS AND G S 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 
) 

INDICTMENT 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on November 14, 2002 the Grand Jurors of 

York County present upon their oath 

CRIMINAL SEXUAL CONDUCT, FIRST DEGREE 

Billy Wayne Cope did In York County on or about November 29, 2001, commit 

the cnme of Cnmlnal Sexual Conduct In the First Degree Billy Wayne Cope committed 

a sexual battery with his daughter, Amanda Cope, with one or more of the follOWing 

aggravating circumstances 1 Billy Wayne Cope used aggravated force to accomplish 

the sexual battery 2 Billy Wayne Cope forcibly confined Ama~W-cope to cause her to 

submit to the sexual battery Billy Wayne Cope 

penetrated Amanda Cope's vagina with an unknown foreign object, all In violation of 

Section 16-3-652, Code of Laws of South Carolma, (1976), as amended 

Against the peace and dlgmty of the State, and contrary to the statute In such case 

made and provided 

SOLI crrd R 

40 



STATE VS 
BILL Y WAYNE COPE 

AKA -----------------------------------
Race W Sex MAge 41 
DOB 08-13-1963 SS# ~25~1.:.::;-4~1~-0=33~5~ ___ _ 
Address 407 R.lCh Street 

Rock HIli. SC 29730 
DL# SID# SC01268649 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

2004-G~46-200 

AJW# H-509259 
Date of Offense ~1""-1-_=2c:::...9-_=2'_"'0_'!.Ot"__ __________ _ 
S C Code § _1;:....:6:.--1:....;;7_-4:...:.1..::..0 ______ _ 

CDR Code # 0049 -------------
o CASE RESTORED 

SENTENCE 
o PLEA 00 TRIAL 

In rusposition of the Said mructment comes now the Defendant who was iXI CONVICTED OF or 0 PLEADS 
TO Conspiracy to Commit Crlmmal Sexual Conduct 

m VIOlatIon of § 16-17-410 of the S C Code of Laws, bearmg CDR Code # 0049 ---------
[Xl NON-VIOLENT ::::: VIOLENT o SERIOUS (J MOST SERIOUS o 17-25-45 

The charge IS ~ As Inchcted, o Lesser Included Offense, o Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury 

The plea IS gotlatIons or Recommendation, 0 Negotiated Sentence, D RecommendatIon by the State 

AITEST Sohcltor ~~----=== ~~t 
WHEREFORE, the Defendant,0mmIted to th~State Department of CorrectIons, 0 County DetentIon Center, 

for a detemunate term of days/months! ears r D under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years 

and/or to pay a fine of $ ,proVld 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 ___ _ 

months/years and subject to South Carolma Department of ProbatIon, Parole and Pardon SerVIces standard conchtIons of 
probatiOn, winch are mcorporated by reference ! 
~ONCURRENT or 0 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on 1 / Z-7.....lJ' f 
l!11ne Defendant IS gIVen credit for tIme served pursuant to S C Code § 24-1 t-40 to tbe calculated and applIed by the 
State Department of CorrectIons 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 
o RESTITUTION o Heard, 0 Waived, o Ordered PTUP 
Total $ plus 20% fee $ _________ _ __ dayslhours PublIc SerVIce Employment 

Payment Terms ----___ -------------------- Obtam GED 
o set by SCDPPPS,_______________________ Attend Voc R--:eh'-a-b-o-r-Job Corp 

ReCIpient _____________ ~--------
*Fme $ ____ _ 

§ 14-1-206 - (Assessments 1075 %) 
§ 14-1-211(A)(l) (Surcharge) 
§ 14-I-211(A)(2) (Surcharge) 

I 
§ )6-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) 
3 % to Count (If paid m mstallments) 
~ 733 IB TP (Law Enforce Fundmg) 
§ 33 7 IB TP (Drug Court Surcharge) 
§ )0-2 1- Il4(BUI Breath Tt-st Fee) 
3 56 5-2942(1) (VehIcle Assessment) 

$ ----..,...,....,.......-
$ __ I,--"C"-,,X)..::....L...' 

$ ----­
$_----
$ ------­
$ -_~Q'_5.L:.-I~ 
$_----

TOTAL 

$_---­
$--~-­
$ ------+\ -P!IId=--'?L+' 

~}i lr ~ ~ a.'y'A lLl(J~ 

41 

May serve W/E begmmg _________ _ 
Substance Abuse Counselmg 
Random Drug! Alcohol testIng ____ --:-___ _ 
Fme may be pd m equal, consecutIve weekly/monthly 
pmts of $ begmomg 
$ 

----paid to PublIc Defender Fund 
Other -------------------------------

DAppolOted PD or app ted othl.r counsel §15 13 TP 
RegUlres $500 be p doc 

PRESIDING lUDG 

Judge Code __ / 

Sentence Date 
--~~~~-+-------



WITNESSES 

Blackwelder 

9 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

TRUE BILL 

VERDICT 

,on of PetIt Jury 

S Epl~nffl2 'l-1- 'lcx:4 
I 

AMENDED 
DOCKET NO 2004-GS-46-200 

The State of South Carolina 

County of York 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

July 22, Term 2004 

THE STATE 

vs 

Billy Wayne Cope 

Indictment for 

CRIMINAL CONSPIRACY 

SC Code 16-17-410 
CDR Code 0049 

After being fully adVised as to my 
legal rights I hereby waive presentment 
to the Grand Jury 

Defendant 

I __________________________ ~, 

hereby appear In my own proper person and pie. 
gUilty to the Within indictment or to 

Defendant 

Witness 

c C C PlS AND G S 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) 
) 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 

INDICTMENT 

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on July 22, 2004 the Grand Jurors of 
York County present upon their oath 

CRIMINAL CONSPIRACY 

Billy Wayne Cope did In York County, South Carolina on or about November 29, 

2001, wilfully and unlawfully unite, combine, conspire, confederate, agree and/or have 

tacit understanding with James Edward Sanders for the purpose of committing the 

crime of Criminal Sexual Conduct upon Amanda Cope, the victim being twelve years of 

age at the time of the Incident All In violation of Section 16-17-410, 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 

Blackwelder 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

19 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

TRUE BIlJ 

~.~ S of n" 7 " 
... a~.-O 

VERDICT 

,on of Pettt Jury 

DOCKET NO 2004-GS-46-()d CO 

The State of South Carolina 

County of York 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

January 22, Term 2004 

THE STATE 

VS 

Billy Wayne Cope 

Indictment for 

CRIMINAL CONSPIRACY 

SC Code 16-17-410 
CDR Code 0049 

After being fully advised as to my 
legal rrghts I hereby waive presentment 
to the Grand Jury 

Defendant 

I __________________________ ~ 

hereby appear In my own proper person and pie 
gUilty to the within Indictment or to 

Defendant 

Witness 

eee PLS ANDGS ~ 
~ 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) 
) 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 

INDICTMENT 

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on January 22,2004 the Grand Jurors 
of York County present upon their oath 

CRIMINAL CONSPIRACY 

That Billy Wayne Cope did In York County, on or about November 29, 2001, 

wilfully and unlawfully unite, combine, conSpire, confederate, agree and have tacit 

understanding with James Edward Sanders for the purpose of committing the cnme of 

Cnmlnal Sexual Conduct upon Amanda Cope, the victim being twelve years of age at 

the time of the Incident In violation of Section 16-17-410, 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 

SOLICITOR 

45 



STATE VS 
BILLY WAYNE COPE 

AKA -----------------------------------
Race W Sex M Age 41 
DOB 08-13-1963 SS# ~25~1'__'-4~1'_'-0=3=35:::...._ ____ _ 
Addn,ss 407 RJCh Street 

Rock Hili. SC 29730 
DL# SID# SC01268649 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

In dIspOSItIon of the saId mdIctment comes now the Defendant who was 
TO Unlawful Conduct Towards a ChIld 

2004-G~46-2614 

A/W# H-023259 
Date of Offense ~1~1-~2~9~-2'""0~0=_1 ___________ _ 
S C Code § _2_0-_7-_5_0 _______ _ 

CDR Code # 2481 ----------------------
o CASE RESTORED 

SENTENCE 
o PLEA ;XI TRIAL 

!Xl CONVICTED OF or 0 PLEADS 

m VIolatIon of § ...:::2~0-......;7_-5_0 ___________ of the S C Code of Laws, beanng CDR Code # _2_4_81 ___________ _ 

!Xl NON-VIOLENT o VIOLENT o SERIOUS L MOST SERIOUS o 17-25-45 

The charge IS ~ As indIcted, o Lesser Included Offense, 0 Defendant WaIves Presentment to Grand Jury 

The plea IS 0 
ATTEST / 

o NegotIated Sentence, 0 RecommendatIon by the State 

~~ 
SolICItor Attorney for Defendant 

tate Department of CorrectIons, 0 County DetentIon Center, 

for a deternunate term of rOunder the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years 

and/or to pay a fine 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 Carolma Department of ProbatIOn, Parole and Pardon ServIces standard condItIons of 
probatIon, wruch are mcorporated by reference / I 
~ONCURRENT or 0 CONSECUTNE to sentence on .,g, 2-1..// q t.( 
rlr'The Defendant IS gIven credIt for tune served pursuant to S C Code § 2l1~-40 to recalculated and applIed by the 
State Department of CorrectIons 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 
o RESTITUTION DHeard, 0 WaIved, DOrdered PTUP 
Total $ plus 20% fee $ ___________ _ ____ days/hours PublIc SerVIce Employment 

Payment Terms =--.,,-:---:0""----------------------- Obtam GED 
o set by SCDPPPS______________________ Attend Voc R---:eh:--a7""b-o-r-=-Job Corp 

May serve W IE begmmg ________________ _ 
Substance Abuse CounselIng 
Random Drug! Alcohol testmg 

ReCIpIent __________________ --::-_____ __ 
*Fme $ _____ _ 

Fme may be pd 10 equal consecutIVe weekly/monthly 
pmts of $ begmomg 
$ 

§ 14-1-206 - (Assessments 107 5 %) $ 
§ 14-1-211(A)(l)(Surcharge) $ __ \"'-"O"--C"""')~\_ 
§ 14-1-21l(A)(2) (Surcharge) $ ____ _ 
9 56-5-2995 (DUI Asst-ssment) $ _____ _ 
3% to Count (If paId m mstallrnents) $ __ ---.;:=--_ 
§ 733 IB TP (Law Enforce Fundmg) $ --...... ;)5"'"-"-1-

----paId to PublIc Defender Fund 
Other -----------------------

§ 33 7 IB TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $ ____ _ 
§ 50-21-114(BVI Breath Test Fee) $ ____ _ 
9 )6-5-2942(1) (VehIcle Assessment) $ __ --,--.::::;:-=-_ 

TOT <\L $ _--t\d ...... S~1 

o <\ppomted PD or appOl e other counsel §15 13 TP 
RcgUlres $500 be pal to g batlOn 

PRESIDING JUDGE ~~.k:....J<,:----l'I<..-f-+~~­

Judge Code -- / I~"F---

Court Rl.porter -"--..*,-~'-"""'''-"''-----+'''~-=~ ___ _ Swtence Date 
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WITNESSES 

Blackwelder 

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER 

9 

ACTION OF GRAND JURY 

~"e BILL' 

VERDICT 

DOCKET NO 2004-GS46. o!.. ~ / tf 
The State of South Carohna 

County of York 

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

July 22, Term 2004 

THE STATE 

VS 

BILLY WAYNE COPE 

Indictment for 

UNLAWFUL CONDUCT TOWARDS A CHILD 

SC Code 20-7-S0 
CDR Code 2481 

After being fully advised as to my 
legal rrghts I hereby waive presentment 
to the Grand Jury 

Defendant 

I __________________________ ~ 

hereby appear In my own proper person and plec 
gUilty to the within Indictment or to 

Defendant 

Witness 

C C C PLS AND G S I"-
~ 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) 
) 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 

INDICTMENT 

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on July 22, 2004 the Grand Jurors of 
York County present upon their oath 

UNLAWFUL CONDUCT TOWARDS A CHILD 

That Billy Wayne Cope did In York County on or about November 29,2001, wilfully and 

unlawfully place his natural Child, Amanda Cope, age twelve years, at unreasonable risk 

of harm affecting the child's life, physical or mental health, or safety by failing to 

maintain sanitary liVing conditions In the house AND/OR by allowing or causing physical 

or mental abuse to be inflicted upon the Child, thus placing the child at unreasonable 

risk of harm affecting the child's life, phYSical or mental health, or safety, thiS occurnng 

In the City of Rock HIli, South Carolina, all In violation of §20-7-50, Code of Laws of 

South Carolina, (1976, as amended) 
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Request of WaIver of the Twenty-FIve Dollar ($25 00) ApplIcatIon Fee 

I 6 ~ LW vJ ~ CoPG hereby request 
The waIver of the twenty-five dollar ($25 00) applIcatIOn fee 

I certIfy that I do not have twenty-five dollars avaIlable to me to present to 
The Clerk of Court for payment of the apphcatIOn fee 

I agree that should my case be dIsposed of by tnal or guIlty plea, that the 
twenty-five dollar applIcatIOn fee wIll be attached to any cost, or fine, or sentence 
that the court may Impose 

ThIS ( d day of_"'---__________ 2001 

~noa Jll:l0A 
? c.: Q Q 8 
...jilt-! OINiO 
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3TATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 

COUNTY OF 
)/bll/( ; 

AFFIDAVIT OF INDICENCY 

AND 

ApoUCATlON FOR COUNSE_ 

STATE" EJli.L( w,.yw£ a,.e 
CRIMINAL CASE NO !&:;'3~ Ifd.23~,£t> /fl" 2 3;;,,)f II/~ 3.2~o 

(IT t<nown) 1-1 CJ'".::Ut~ /-I-d:2J-='G3 .J 

C-iARGElsl 7!lunM, J ~eld-&~I&.L~~a:iv_ 
81RTMOATE ~-,,-r.:; SEX .At RACEL c:!.~ 
SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBE==l ).,-)-(-'11 ~ v? 7 )-

ADDRESS # 7 ~ k 
'+JIW,~ 

Are you presently employed? Yes / No __ _ 

a If yes give name and address of employer and your wages 

5kd~-td - .U;~7f- dt?~7 Z--U/~-

b If no Nhere did IOU las. work when did you stOP work there wnat were your wages? 

c Is your spouse emp/oy~ Y~L ~ ~/ 
If yes where? _""Q~~~~";:";:;--';_-L.~c;;..-= _______ ~~ ________________ _ 

Income? '3e:;'t? t1//~ 

d What IS the combined Income for a/l working members of your household? 

How many people (children relatives etc) are dependent on you for support? --..;,.2---_________ _ 
How much do you spend weekly for their support? ___________________ _ 

3 list below any money you have received In the past twelve months which you have not already listed and the source 
of that money such as self~employment gifts Inherttances Insurance Benefits 

4 or checking or savings accounts? 

5 ___ No ___ If yes descnbe the property 

G3AI.383l:l G311.:l 

CONTINUED ON BACK 
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Is It paid lor I Yes ___ NO 
If not wnat are the payments? _______ V-.=._-'_,o __ ~ _________ _ -- - -----

7 L st tt')f amount 01 all debts you owe 

f/1J/i 'k::: 
and to ..... hom they are owed 

• 
8 If you have been releaselj on ball who paid your bond? ,. 

How much was the bond? ________________________________ _ 

I do solemnly swear that a/l the Information I have given In this affidavit IS true to the best of,my knowledge I have 

made no attempts at any time to misrepresent my true ftnanclal status so as to present the appearan'ce that I am unable to 

employ prtvate counsel I am Iinancially unable to employ counsel and (equest that counsel be apPointed to represent 

me 

I understand that the State may file a claim against me for the cost 01 my representation and that such a claim wIll 

rc"'~ _1e" 'len .. ;all'"'sl "W orC'certy "rter I have been gIven thIrty days notice and Ire Court has reduced 'he c'aim to a 

Judgment 

I understand that I am entitled to thirty days notice beiore a claim against me may be reduced to ludgment and I do 

hereby Naive the nght to suc'1 notice 

Subscnbed and witnessed by me this 
I-r­Ir9 day of 

Date 

ReJected as non-indigent __________________________________ _ 

Other olSOosltlon 

O""monatoon mad, by 4 h 
Date / Z .- (~ d 7 

~1 
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CLERK OF COURT'S OFFICE 
PostOJJice Drawer 11746 RockHiJ/ Southearo/lna 29731-1746 

PostOJJice Bo:r649 forkSoutn Carolma 29745-0649 

David Hamilton 
Clerk of Court 

• 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) NOTICE OF DATE AND TIME OF 
) INITIAL APPEARANCE FOR 

COUNTY OF YORK ) APPROVED PUBliC DEFENDER CLIENTS 

@M:s I~ W,"'1'"'oA.. L:7JA.- • you are charged WIth ,.4M~<-- 7 C.5 c.. ,-vr-

&2-'..-' Jdi t 1i~4J Wj [7w:'-'./ ~~ "1 U; 

7 

Your Irutial AP~pedate IS set for the /1 day of ~ • 20£' / at 
(cll"cle one) 9 alp m at the Moss Justice Centerlocated at 1675 York Highway. York, South 
CarolIna The da tune of your Irutlal Appearance can NOT be changed 

YOU MUST BE PRESENf AT TIDS INITIAL APPEARANCE IF YOU FAIL TO APPEAR FOR 
YOUR INITIAL APPEARANCE AT THE ABOVE-STATED DATE AND TIME, YOVR:OOND 
WILL BE TAKEN FROM YOU (REVOKED) AND YOU WILL BE PLACED IN JAIL UNTIL THE 
TRIAL OF YOUR CASE, WlUCH COULD TAKE MANY MONl'HS YOU WILL NOT BE 
GRANTED A NEW BOND IF YOU FAIL TO APPEAR. 

You have been APPROVED for an attorney from the PublIc Defender's Office. Your 
assigned attoraey will meet WIth you at your InitIal Appearance to diSCUSS your case. 
Agaan, you MUST be present at your Inltla] Appearance or you will be returned to Jail 
until tbe conclUSIOD oryour tnal 

you want to have a prehnunary (probable cause) heanng m your case, you must request one 
hrough your attorney T1us request must be made no later than your Irutlal Appearance date 

Once you have made a request for a prelmunary heanng, one will be scheduled and you wdl be 
notIfied of the date and tIme of your prehnunary heanng 

I have read tlus fonn or have had It read to me I understand these mstructlons and I have been 
given a copy Qf;~s.~r;n 

~ J ) 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF YORK 

State 
VS 

BOND HEARING CERTIFICATION 

J CITY OF ROCK HILL 

Townslup 

IT APPEARS that the defendant named above was arrested on or about the ;:70 day of 
,£/ ,1,IJvJ ! for the specIfic charges herem naraed The defendant now appears 

before the undersIgned Judge for Rock HIll MunIcIpal Court, South Carolma on thIS the 
I day of ~ , J»~ -'I for the purpose of a Bond Hearmg to determme If the 

defendant IS entitled to such bond 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendant's bond be set for each charge as follows 

WARRANT/ 
TICKET # 

CHARGE TRIAL DATE/ 
TIME 

f, 

" 
l \ 

BOND 
TYPE ~OUNT 

BOND TYPES Personal Recogmzance, Surety Bond, Cash, Summons, Cash % m Lleu of Bon 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that the Defendant remam m the custody of the Rock HIll City JaIl untIl such tune su Ie 

are found and an Order of DIscharge IS Issued 

IT IS SO ORDERED I. r;~ 
;;1 cvwf~ Itllv­
/) ~3l.yol it-

~~'VIOY 
Distribution White Detention Center 

Yellow Tnal Magistrate 
Pink Defendant S (oPY 

__ ~~~~~ ______________________ (LS 

al Judge City of Rock HIli 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 
) 

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 

COUNTY OF YORK ) 
) 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) 
) 
) 
) 

AMENDED ADMINISTRATIVE Ci..RDER '? , 

_ 'O( I~ 

tn 

Pursuant to the authonty vested In this Court by the attached Adrmmsfrallve Order 
(Attachment "A") signed by The Honorable Chief Justice Jean Toal of the ~puth Carolina 
Supreme Court, the follOWing Administrative Order IS hereby adopted by this Courtlor the 
County of York 

This Court hereby declares and orders that all General Sessions cases arising after 
December 31, 2000 Will be processed through the Court under the pnnclples of the system 
known as Differentiated Case Management In accordance With the requirements of thiS 
system the follOWIng rules are hereby adopted 

The Court hereby directs that In each General SessIons case arising before the 
various Magistrates and MuniCipal Court of thiS County, the follOWIng Will be done 

BOND HEARING 

1 Magistrates and MuniCipal Judges are reqUired to transmit warrants to the 
Clerk of Court WIthin 15 days as reqUIred by Rule 3(a) of the South Carolina 
Rules of Criminal Procedure 

2 At the time of their bond heanng all defendants shall be screened by the 
Magistrate or MUnicipal Judge to determine If they qualify for apPointment of 
counsel Such screening Will be done In a manner as prescnbed by the Clerk 
of Court 

3 The defendant shall be served With a Notice of Initial Appearance at the time 
of the bond hearing The defendant's attendance at the initial appearance 
shall be made a condition of the defendant's bond by noting such In Section 
III of a Personal Recognize Bond Form or Section 0 of a Surety Bond Form 
At the time of the setting of the Imtlal Appearance date the Magistrate or 
MUnicipal Judge shall Inform the defendant In writing and orally of his nght to 
a Preliminary Hearing Should a heanng be desired, It Will be scheduled at 
the Initial Appearance The date of the Initial Appearance shall be assigned 



In accordance with the schedule prepared and disseminated by the 
Solicitor's Office 

II INITIAL APPEARANCE 

1 The Initial Appearance will be held at the Moss Justice Center Roll call Will 
be conducted as necessary to ensure attendance The Clerk IS authorized 
to Issue a bench warrant for those defendants who fall to appear and have 
not been excused by the soliCitor 

2 There shall be no continuances of Imtlal Appearances 

3 A preliminary heanng, If deSired, must be requested In writing on or before 
the Initial appearance date 

4 The Issue of legal representation shall be addressed at the Initial 
Appearance 

a If a defendant qualifies for Court aPPointed counsel and has not 
retained pnvate counsel the Public Defender shall continue to 
represent the defendant 

b If a defendant qualifies for a Public Defender but has retained private 
counsel prior to the Initial Appearance date then that attorney must 
file a general notice of representatIOn With the Clerk of Court and 
serve a copy on the SoliCitor The Public Defender shall be reheved of 
representation at that ttme 

c If a defendant did not qualify for a Public Defender, and private 
counsel has been retained, then a letter of representation must be 
filed pursuant to the requirements of thiS Court's Administrative Order 
dated July 12, 1995 

d Unrepresented defendants may apply for a Public Defender at the 
Initial Appearance Applications Will be taken by the clerk and If 
approved, Will be assigned that day 

e Defendants who remain unrepresented at the InitIal Appearance must 
appear on their Bond Returnable date and remain In Court throughout 
that term until excused by the Court These defendants must appear 
for each successive term of Court as reqUIred by their bond until theIr 



, 
L/ 

case IS disposed 

5 In all cases where the defendant IS represented by the Public Defender the 
Public Defender shall assess the case at the Initial Appearance for possible 
conflicts of Interest and resolve those conflicts readily Identifiable on that 
date The Clerk shall, upon Affidavit of Conflict, apPoint the next attorney 
from the conflict list and advise the defendant as to the Identity of their 
attorney The newly appointed counsel shall also be notified on that date 
and a preliminary heanng automatically scheduled for the defendant 

6 In all cases where It IS feasible to do so. the defendant and the State shall 
enter Into negotiations concerning pleas and dispositional tracking All offers 
tendered at the Imtlal Appearance must be accepted or rejected by the 
Thursday prior to that defendant's Bond Returnable date 

7 By the Initial Appearance the Sohcltor shall provide discovery In all cases 
where the appropnate motions have been filed with the Clerk of Court 

8 All Law Enforcement Agencies are reqUired to forward to the Solicitor's 
Office all eXisting case reports no later than one week prior to the Imtlal 
Appearance date 

9 At the Initial Appearance the case Will be assigned to one of three 
dispositional tracks These tracks Will be 90, 120 and 150 days long 
respectively Assignment of cases to a track Will be the responsibility of the 
SoliCitors Office The tracking decIsion of the Sohcltor IS subject to review by 
the CIrCUit Court upon motion of the defendant filed prior to the defendant's 
bond returnable date. and at other times for good cause shown by motion In 
open court Murder cases Will not fall within the gUidelines of any track 

The length of the track m which a case IS placed determines the deadline by 
which a case must be moved The date IS calculated from the InitIal 
Appearance date or Bond Returnable date. whichever IS earlier Should the 
deadline fallm a non-court week. It Will be extended until the end of the next 
term of Court 

III PRELIMINARY HEARINGS 

1 Preliminary heanngs shall be held at the Moss Justice Center The 
preSiding magistrate shall be apPointed by the Chief Magistrate 

2 The SoliCitors Office shall represent the State at all centralized 
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prellmrnary heanngs and notify all victims and witnesses as to the 
scheduling of said heanngs 

3 Continuances of preliminary heanngs may not be granted for any reason 

4 The defendant or their attorney must be present to be given a preliminary 
hearing If one has been requested In a case Involving an rndlvldual 
affiant then the failure of the affiant to appear and" give testimony will 
result In the dismissal of the warrant regardless of the defendant's 
presence 

5 This section of the adminIstrative order (Section III) shall remaIn In effect 
as long as law enforcement resources continue to allow the provIsions 
contained herein to be carned out Should It become Impractical to 
conduct preliminary hearings In the manner outlined In this section the 
Solicitor may VOid the reqUirements of this section of the order by 
applYing to one of the resident Judges for a modification to this order 
Such action, If approved, would only VOid this section of the order 

IV GENERAL SESSIONS COURT PRACTICE 

1 The Solicitor's Office will, on the 1 st and 15th of each month, provide the 
Chief Administrative Judge a list of all pending cases Within 30 days of their 
track deadlInes 

2 PresidIng Judges will be available from 900 - 930 on Tuesdays through 
Fndays of General Sessions Court terms to hold case status conferences 
With attorneys for the state and the defense Conferences may be requested 
by either party and once scheduled, appearance IS mandatory 

3 At least seven days prior to each term of court the Sohcltor shall prepare 
and publish a docket of all cases subject to being called In that term of court 
Publication shall be effected by making the docket available In the office of 
the Clerk of Court located In the Moss Justice Center The Clerk of Court 
shall also distribute the docket to those attorneys listed via U S Mall. or In 

the alternative via faCSimile machine It shall be the responSibility of all 
attorney's With clients on thiS docket to notify their clients that their case IS 
scheduled for diSposition 

r:.,7 



AND IT IS SO ORDERED 

THIS211AYOF~1 ~' 
YORK, SOUTH CAROLINA 
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