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STATEMENT OF ISSUE ON APPEAL

Did the plea court err denying Appellant’s motion to reconsider her sentence where
defense counsel argued the court misapprehended the underlying facts of the charge and

Appellant’s involvement in the crime?





STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On March 22, 2023, a Horry County grand jury indicted Appellant for murder. R. 37-38.
On July 10, 2025, Appellant pled guilty as indicted before the Honorable Michael Nettles. R. 1.
Scott Graustein represented Appellant. R. 1. Nancy Livesay and Brandon Lanier prosecuted for
the State. R. 1.

On July 14, 2025, Judge Nettles sentenced Appellant to forty-five years’ imprisonment
for murder. R. 15; 25, Il. 2-4. Subsequently Appellant moved to reconsider her sentence. On
July 17, 2023, a hearing on Appellant’s motion was heard before Judge Nettles, R. 27-34. Judge
Nettles denied the motion. R. 33,1.25—34, 1. 1.

This appeal follows.





STANDARD OF REVIEW

“‘In criminal cases, the appellate court sits to review errors of law only.”” State v. Vick,
384 S.C. 189, 197, 682 S.E.2d 275, 279 (Ct. App. 2009) (quoting State v. Wilson, 345 S.C. 1, 5-
6, 545 S.E.2d 827, 829 (2001)). The appellate court is ““bound by the trial court’s factual
findings unless they are clearly erroneous.”” Id. (quoting Wilson, 345 S.C. at 5-6, 545 S.E.2d at
829). The reviewing court “does not re-evaluate the facts based on its own view of the
preponderance of the evidence but simply determines whether the trial court’s ruling is supported
by any evidence.” State v. Slocumb, 412 S.C. 88, 91, 770 S.E.2d 436, 438 (Ct. App. 2015). “A
sentence will not be overturned absent an abuse of discretion when the ruling is based on an error
of law or a factual conclusion without evidentiary support.” In re M.B.H., 387 S.C. 323, 326,

692 S.E.2d 541, 542 (2010).





ARGUMENT

The plea court erred denying Appeliant’s motion to reconsider her sentence where

defense counsel arsued the court misapprehended Appellant’s involvement in the crime.

Relevant facts

At the guilty plea the State alleged Appellant and her sixteen-year-old son struck the
victim eight times in the back of the head with a blunt object while he was in a wheelchair
ultimately killing him. They further stated Appellant, and her son got rid of the body together.
R. 5, Il. 5-14. The court accepted the guilty plea, and sentencing was scheduled for the following
Monday, July 14. R. 13, 11. 6-12.

During the sentencing hearing the State again recited the facts this time in more detail.
The State claimed Appellant “put into motion a string of events that led to the murder of [victim]
in the early morning hours on January 9.” R. 17, 1l. 5-9. This time the prosecutor specified that
Appellant was charged under the hand of one hand of all theory for being present when her son
beat the victim to death. R. 17, 1l. 13-19. The prosecutor went on to tell the court Appellant
“ran a drug trafficking enterprise” and “had complete control of everything that everyone did in
that area.” R. 17, 1l. 20-24.

In mitigation defense counsel offered that Appellant was “nowhere around when any of
this was happening™ and challenged the State’s assertion that Appellant was in control of the
situation leading to the victim’s death. R. 19, 1. 17—20, 1. 3. Defense counsel acknowledged
Appellant’s participation in getting rid of the body. R. 20, 1. 4-12. Counsel averred Appellant’s
guilty plea was in effort to protect her children from further negative consequences. R. 21, 11 4-
15;21,1.22—22,1. 16.

During sentencing the court stated, “one of the things that we’re always called upon to do





is to discern between the wicked and the wayward” and later “T would probably take the position
that you, on the spectrum between wicked and wayward, would lean towards the wicked.” R.
24, 1. 9-12; 24, 1. 24—25, 1. 1. The court then sentenced Appellant to forty-five years’
imprisonment, R, 25, 11, 2-4,

During the hearing on reconsideration defense counsel explained the reason for moving
for reconsideration of sentence was to make clear that during the time from the initial assualt of
the victim until about an hour before death the victim’s wife was present with a car and victim
refused to leave and seek medical attention. Counsel wanted to clarify that there was no
evidence that victim was not allowed to leave. R. 29, 1. 15—30, 1. 10. He went on to state that
there was no “interaction between [Appellant] and victim during that period and wanted the court
to reconsider her sentence based on that and Appellant’s lack of any prior criminal record. R. 30,
1. 11-17,

The court denied the motion explaining the sentence was given because of Appellant’s
“pattern of conduct” and the manner of death and disposal of the body. R. 33, 1l. 9-16; 34, 1. 1.
The court went on to state that what Appellant put her children through was a factor and a reason
for his ruling. R. 33, 1L 21-23.

Discussion

A sentencing judge has great discretion in the kind of evidence they may use to determine
the punishment to be imposed. State v. Quinn, 430 S.C. 115, 125-26, 843 S.E.2d 355, 360-61
(2020). The judge is obligated to consider information material to punishment and may
“exercise a wide discretion in the sources and types of evidence used to assist [her] in
determining the kind and extent of punishment to be imposed within limits fixed by law.” Id

State v. Sullivan, 267 S.C. 610, 618, 230 S.E.2d 621, 625 (1976). See also Wasman v. United





States, 468 U.S. 559 (1984) (“The sentencing court ... must be permitted to consider any and all
information that reasonably might bear on the proper sentence for a particular defendant ....”).

While the rules of evidence do not apply in sentencing proceedings, the Constitution
“require[s] the evidence to be relevant, reliable and trustworthy.” State v. Gulledge, 326 S.C.
220, 229, 487 S.E.2d. 590, 594 (1997) (“A court may consider any relevant information without
regard to its admissibility under the rules of evidence applicable at trial, provided the information
has sufficient indicia of reliability to support its probable accuracy.”).

“The authority to change a sentence rests exclusively with the sentencing judge and is
within his or her discretion.” State v. Hicks, 377 S.C. 322, 325, 659 S.E.2d 499, 500 (Ct. App.
2008) (citing State v. Smith, 276 S.C. 494, 498, 280 S.E.2d 200, 202 (1981)). “A judge or other
sentencing authority is to be accorded very wide discretion in determining an appropriate
sentence, and must be permitted to consider any and all information that reasonably might bear
on the proper sentence for the particular defendant, given the crime committed.” Id. (citing
Wasman v. United States, 468 U.S. 559, 563 (1984)).

In a criminal prosecution, punishment of the offender is recognized as a proper
motivation for a sentencing trial judge. State v. Fletcher, 322 S.C. 256, 471 S.E.2d 702
(Ct.App.1996). However, another legitimate interest at sentencing is the defendant's prospect for
rehabilitation and restoration to a useful place in society. State v. Tucker, 324 S.C. 155, 478
S.E.2d 260 (1996). Sec also 24 C.J.S. Criminal Law § 1460 (rehabilitation is considered to be
one purpose of sentencing).

The court erred in its denial of appellant’s motion to reconsider his sentence to reflect the
reality of the incident where defense counsel argued Appellant’s involvement was more akin to

accessory after the fact than an accomplice and that Appellant was pleading guilty in an effort to





help her children.

The court in this case had limited information before it in determining a just sentence for
appellant. However, Appellant chose to plead guilty in this case without any recommendation or
negotiation from the state in order to take responsibility for her actions and hopefully secure a
lesser sentence for her children. It appears, the court ignored any mitigation or facts as presented
by defense counsel. The court viewed Appellant as “wicked” and chose to sentence her harshly

based on the State’s allegations that she trafficked drugs and a was bad mother.





CONCLUSION

By reason of the foregoing argument, appellant’s sentence should be vacated, and this

case remanded for resentencing.
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—————————————————————————————— x
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA *
*®
vs. * Case No. 2023-GS-26-01661,
* 2023-GS5-26-01662
SAMANTHA GWEN WATTS, *
*®
Defendant. *

STATE OF SQUTH CAROLINA
Vs, Case No. 2023-G5-26-05429
PAYTON WATTS,

Defendant.
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July 10, 2025

PLEA QUALIFICATION HEARING

BEFORE:

The Honorable Michael Nettles, Presiding Judge

APPEARANCES:

Nancy Livesay, Esq.
Brandon Lanier, Esq.
Assistant Solicitors for the State

Scott Graustein, Esdq.
Attorney for Defendant Samantha Watts

Jarrett Bouchette, Esdqg.
Attorney for Defendant Payton Watts

Court Stenographer: Bobbi Fisher, RPR
SC Official Court Reporter III

State v Samantha Watts/State v. Payton Watts - 7/10/25
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Plea Qualification of Samantha Watts

PROCEEDINGS
(The following proceedings started at 2:47 p.m.:)

THE COURT: Yes, sir. You're recognized.

MR. LANIER: May it please the Court. Judge, we're here
today for a matter that was set for a July 14th trial, first
on the roster. 1It's the State of South Carolina versus
Samantha Gwen Watts, true-billed Indictment 2023-GS-26-01662
for murder.

Your Honor, it's our understanding that Defendant
Samantha Watts is here to plead guilty today. We're here to
qualify that plea and leave sentencing in abeyance for Monday
so the victims can be here and be heard.

Also, State of South Carolina versus Payton Watts. This
is true-billed Indictment 2023-GS-26-05429 for murder.
State's recommendation on that is going to be a 30- to 40-year
cap.

On Samantha Watts, it's going to be without
recommendations.

If I may approach the Court with the sentencing sheets.

THE COURT: Get defense counsel to sign this as well.

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Is that mine?

MR. BOUCHETTE: Probably not. Let's see.

(Pause in the proceedings while the Court reviews
documents. )

THE COURT: Due to the nature of the case, we're going to

State v Samantha Watts/State v. Payton Watts - 7/10/25
Bobbi Fisher, RPR -- SC Official Court Reporter I11
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Plea Qualification of Samantha Watts

do these individually. We'll do Ms. Watts first.

Yes, sir. Do you represent Ms. Watts?

MR. GRAUSTEIN: I do, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Have you explained to her the offense of
murder, the fact that this is a violent offense, a most
serious offense, and the collateral consequences therefrom?

MR. GRAUSTEIN: I have, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And have you explained that this is a
non-parolable offense and, for all intents and purposes, it
would be day for day?

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Yes, I have.

THE COURT: And how does she wish to plead?

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Guilty, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you agree with her decision to do so?

MR. GRAUSTEIN: I understand why she's pleading, yes,
Your Honor.

THE COURT: And do you feel, if called upon to do so, the
State could prove her guilty beyond a reasonable doubt?

MR, GRAUSTEIN: Yes, they could.

THE COURT: Ms. Watts, are you under the influence of any
drugs or alcohol here today?

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: No, sir.

THE COURT: Are you experiencing any kind of physical or
mental problem that prevents you from understanding what we're

doing here?

State v Samantha Watts/State v. Payton Watts - 7/10/25
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Plea Qualification of Payton Watts

BENCH CONFERENCE
(A bench conference was held off the record.)

MR. LANIER: And, Judge, just to finish off, the body was
recovered.

And those are the operative facts in this case.

THE COURT: Ms. Watts, are those facts true?

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Are you indeed guilty of murder?

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: I'm not but I have to say I am.

THE COURT: Okay. I'm going to give you an opportunity
to discuss this matter with your lawyer.

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: I'm done discussing it. I'm
pleading guilty.

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Let's go talk real quick.

(Pause in the proceedings.)

MR. BOUCHETTE: Your Honor, if you'd like to take up
Payton's plea, I'm happy to do so, or I'm happy to wait for --

THE COURT: That might be the better thing to do. It
appears they might take a while.

Yes, sir. Do you represent Mr. Watts -- Mr. Payton
Watts?

MR. BOUCHETTE: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Have you explained to him the offense of
murder, the elements of the offense, potential defenses, and

his constitutional rights?

State v Samantha Watts/State v. Payton Watts - 7/10/25
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Plea Qualification of Payton Watts

MR. BOUCHETTE: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: How does he wish to plead?

MR. BOUCHETTE: Guilty.

THE COURT: Do you agree with his decision to do so?

MR. BOUCHETTE: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Do you feel, if called upon to do so, the
State could prove him guilty beyond a reasonable doubt?

MR. BOUCHETTE: I believe they could.

THE COURT: And does he understand this is a violent
offense that adversely affects his custody status as a most
serious offense and the collateral consequences therefrom?

MR. BOUCHETTE: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Dces he understand that this sentence, for
all intents and purposes, will be day for day?

MR. BOUCHETTE: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Mr. Watts, are you under the influence of any
drugs or alcchol here today?

DEFENDANT P. WATTS: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Are you experiencing any kind of physical or
mental problem that prevents you from understanding what's
going on?

DEFENDANT P. WATTS: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Pay very close attention as the
State summarizes the facts that bring us here today with

regard to your particular events.
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Plea Qualification of Payton Watts

THE COURT: Has anybody promised you anything, threatened
you, pressured you, or mistreated you in any way, shape, or
form in an effort to get you to plead guilty here today?

DEFENDANT P. WATTS: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Has it been your decision to plead guilty?

DEFENDANT P. WATTS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Are you indeed guilty?

DEFENDANT P. WATTS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Have you understood all my questions?

DEFENDANT P. WATTS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Have your answers been truthful?

DEFENDANT P. WATTS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you understand that you have ten days to
appeal any decision I might render here today?

DEFENDANT P. WATTS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Based on your testimony, I find there's a
substantial factual basis for your plea, and your decision has
been freely and voluntarily entered into knowingly and
intelligently and with the consent of competent counsel with
whom you say you're satisfied.

I'll accept your plea and be glad to hear from you and
your lawyer for sentencing on Monday morning.

MR. BOUCHETTE: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Anything further?

MR. BOUCHETTE: Not at this time.
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THE COURT: Very good.

Mr. Graustein —

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: — have you discussed these matters with your
client?

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. And she understands that, if she
maintains her innocence, I cannot accept the plea. She
understands that, doesn't she?

MR. GRAUSTEIN: She does, Your Honor, and we have just
discussed it, and she tells me she is ready to proceed.

THE COURT: Okay. And you have explained and had a great
deal of conversation with her about "the hand of one is the
hand of all"?

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Yes, I have.

THE COURT: All right. And she indicates to you that she
is indeed guilty?

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Yes, sir, she has.

THE COURT: And, Mr. Solicitor, am I mistaken in that
there's —-- isn't there video surveillance —

MR, LANIER: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: — of both of them engaged in this act?

MR. LANIER: There's video surveillance as well as
physical evidence and witness testimony.

THE COURT: OKkay. Very good.
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haven't you?

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: All right. And you understand, in no
uncertain terms, that, when you plead guilty, you give up
those rights to a jury trial? You understand that, don't you

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: All right. Are you satisfied with your
lawyer?

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Has anybody promised you anything, threatene
you, pressured you, or mistreated you in any way, shape, or
form in an effort to get you to plead guilty here today?

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: No, sir.

THE COURT: All right. Has it been your decision to
plead guilty?

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: All right. Has anybody promised you
anything, threatened you, pressured you, or mistreated you in
any way, shape, or form?

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: No, sir. Not -- a little bit.

THE COURT: Say that again.

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: No. Never mind.

THE COURT: All right. Have you understood all my
questions?

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: Yes, sir.
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THE COURT: Have your answers been truthful?

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Do you understand that you have ten days to
appeal any decision I might render here today?

DEFENDANT S. WATTS: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Based on your testimony, I find there's a
substantial factual basis for your plea; that your decision
was made freely and voluntarily, knowingly and intelligently
with the consent of competent counsel with whom you say you're
satisfied. 1I'll accept your plea, and we'll hear from the
State with regard to sentencing on Monday and hear mitigation
on behalf of each of the defendants.

Anything further, Mr. Graustein?

MR. GRAUSTEIN: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: We'll stand at ease until Monday morning.

MR. LANIER: Thank you, Your Honor.

(The hearing concluded at 3:28 p.m.)
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straight up, but we believe anything under 40 years would be a
lack of justice.

THE COURT: I'm glad to hear from anybody else who would
like to speak on behalf --

MR. LANIER: Mr. Scotty Soles.

MR. SOLES: Thank you for hearing me, Your Honor. It's
been a tough situation that happened a while ago. My son was
just killed and mutilated. He left behind some beautiful
kids, his mother and father and grandparents. We all miss him
every day. Nothing is the same. And the last 2-1/2 years has
been nothing but a nightmare, and we're still living it today.
We're trying to get closure. We respect your decision and
hope you do it in the fullest of your ability.

THE COURT: Thank you very much.

MR, LANIER: And, Judge, just one more thing: We'd like
you to know that all of these fine people over here are here
in support and love for Corey Adam Soles, who was taken at too
young of an age. Although they may not speak, they are here
for him.

THE COURT: Very good.

MR. LANIER: That's all from the State.

THE COURT: I'm glad to hear from the defense with regard
to mitigation.

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor. As you've heard,

it's difficult to represent someone in these circumstances.
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My client, she's 42 years old. She has three living children.
She had four children total. Her oldest daughter died in
2009. The children's father died in a car accident in 2007.
Shortly thereafter, her oldest daughter, Ivory, was paralyzed
in an accident and died on Christmas day in 2009 as a result
of complications from medication she was taking. So she was
left with the three remaining children.

Your Honor, this is a situation -- and I know the State's
position is that she had exercised a great deal of control
over people. Her two older children had moved out; I don't
know how she exercises any control over them. And Payton was
still living with her.

On the night in question, there were a number of people
coming and going from this location and who actually went and
saw the victim out where he was. I don't know -- he had
already been injured in this assault that had previously
occurred. My client was nowhere around when any of this was
happening and nobody -- he probably very well could have been
taken to the hospital and taken from that location but nobody
saw fit to do so.

This all transpired over about an 1ll-hour period, so
any —— anything that would make one think that there was some
grand plan or scheme going on here I think would be greatly
mistaken. I think there was a confluence of circumstances.

The initial assault, my client was not involved in. I don't
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know if, at least from what I got, that she directed anybody
to do that. So I'm just not clear on where the State believes
that this control came from.

My client does have her issues, and she did participate
in things that she should not have and probably exposed her
children to some things she should not have, but that doesn't
mean she didn't care about them. And on this early morning,
what happened -- well, let me point out to the Court,
initially, my client was charged with -- as an accessory after
the fact to the initial assault. I believe it was always a
close call regarding her as accessory or the murder charge,
but understanding "hand of one, hand of all" —-

THE COURT: Your position is that she was there when —-

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Absolutely. She was. She was there.

And very shortly after what happened, she took steps to
move and hide the body.

I would submit to the Court that Payton, her youngest
child, her baby, who was involved in this, as you are well
aware, she's faced with a decision —- she's in a decision
where this has occurred and much of what she did I think was
in an effort to try and protect him and try to shield him from
what had occurred.

She made several ill-advised decisions; moving the body,
primarily. And, unfortunately, she got her daughter involved

in that as well. But I believe her daughter also did what she
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did in an effort to protect Payton and try to protect him.
Ill advised, not right, not proper, and not legal. And she's
here today to accept responsibility for what she did.

And I agree with Payton's counsel that this was probably
a plea for a long time ~-- for quite a while. There was some
confusion about plea offers and that sort of thing, but my
client made it clear to me some time ago that she wanted to
plea, but she was actually wanting to get some consideration
for her son and her daughter in all of this, because she
does -- did feel a responsibility about getting all that
going.

Your Honor, I'm here today -- me, as her attorney, I'm
asking for as much mercy and leniency as you can provide her
in this situation. The State had offered her 35 years back
six months after this incident occurred.

THE COURT: Say that -- say that again. Say that again.

MR. GRAUSTEIN: 35 years was offered to her about six
months after she was initially arrested. Of course much of
the evidence hadn't come in at that point and there was a lot
of question about -- and witnesses weren't -- weren't out
there yet.

But she sought to protect her son and she is seeking now
to protect her son or her sons as much as she can -- and her
daughter -- and she is asking the Court to provide leniency to

her children, who have yet to plea. She's asking that
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Amber, who has a young child, that she get a sentence that
does not involve prison time for her involvement,
understanding my client is actually the one who brought her in
at that point.

She's also asking for as much leniency as the Court can
allow for her older son, Jonathan, who I believe is supposed
to plea later on today.

Your Honor, taking all that into consideration, that
she's pleading under the "hand of one, hand of all" and that
she's not accused of actually causing any —- actually
inflicting any of the injuries, but she's a mother who is
faced with her youngest child being in an extreme
circumstance, and she took ill-advised action and
inappropriate action. And I just ask that you show her as
much mercy but especially show as much mercy as you can to her
children.

MR. LANTER: Your Honor, if I may just briefly.

Your Honor, we have watched all the surveillance footage
that, remarkably enough, the victim in this case —-
[microphone distortion]. Remarkably in this case, the victim,
Adam Soles is the one who sold her the surveillance and
installed it for her. 8o, in effect, he solved his own
murder.

But the point is, we have watched all that surveillance

footage, and for defense counsel to get up here and pretend
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that she's just covering for her son, that she did something
and she wasn't present for it, Your Honor --

THE COURT: I think he did indicate that she was there.

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Yes. Absolutely, Your Honor.

MR. LANIER: She was there before he was there. §She was
in that shed before Payton came into that shed and then he ran
out to get a weapon and came back. And now she's still trying
to push it off onto him. Your Honor, I think that's not
right. She's pleading to murder. She's admitted to murder.
And for her to —— for them to kind of do the
accessory-after—the-fact thing, Your Honor, I think it's
inappropriate.

THE COURT: Glad to hear from the defense.

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Your Honor, I'm not trying to put
anything off onto any other co-defendant. My client is here,
accepts responsibility for her conduct, and is not making any
excuses for it.

Your Honor, my client would like to address the Court at
the appropriate time.

THE COURT: Certainly.

THE DEFENDANT: Your Honor, I'm sorry, and I apologize to
the whole Soles-family. And it wasn't supposed to be that way
and he wasn't -- from what I know, he wasn't supposed to die.

Your Honor, I really -- I want the best that you can do

for my children, please. And I'm not a bad person. I'm not.
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10

And I did not -- it's not like he's saying. It's really not.

But I apologize. Thank you. And I'm really sorry to the
Soles family, and I'm sorry to my children.

RULING OF THE COURT

THE COURT: Ms. Watts, I'm taking into consideration the
fact that you're 42 years old, and under the circumstances of
the plea, you'll serve this sentence day-for-day. I have
taken into consideration the circumstances of the crime, and
one of the things that -- one of the most difficult things as
a judge is to sentence people who have committed crimes, and
one of the things that we're always called upon to do is to
discern between the wicked and the wayward.

And given the fact that you have put your son in this
circumstance, in a drug-dealing enterprise, the fact that you
were there and participated in that, and probably one thing
that sticks out in my mind, anybody who's ever broken a bone
-— and I've broken more than one -- it's a very, very painful
thing.

Can you imagine what it would be like to have your leg
broken, one of the biggest bones in your body, and sit there
for 11 hours? That's tortious. And I'm taking that into
consideration as well.

And given what you —-- the situation you put your son in
and the particular circumstances of this crime, I would

probably take the position that you, on the spectrum between

State of South Carolina v. Samantha Gwen Watts - July 14, 2025
Bobbi Fisher, RPR -- SC Official Court Reporter IIT






10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

25
11

wicked and wayward, would lean towards the wicked.

And the sentence of the Court is that you be committed to
the State Department of Corrections for a period of 45 years,
and vou're given credit for the time served.

And how much is that?

MR. GRAUSTEIN: 914 days, Your Honor.

THE COURT: 914 days.

Good luck to you.

(The proceedings concluded at 3:04 p.m.)
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PROCEEDINGS
(The following proceedings started at 2:47 p.m.:)

MR. LANIER: Your Honor, I believe we're going to handle
Mr. Graustein's Motion to Reconsider Sentencing.

(Pause in the proceedings. The defendant now present in
the courtroom.)

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

MR. LANIER: Good morning, Judge Nettles. Good morning,
Judge Warr. If it pleases the Court.

We're here today for the defendant's Motion to Reconsider
Sentencing in the matter of State v. Samantha Watts.

THE COURT: Mr. Graustein, you're recognized.

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor. And may it please
the Court.

Your Honor, the reason I filed the motion was, during my
client's sentencing on Monday, the Court made reference to the
length of time the defendant or the victim in this case was at
the location of the incident and how long he was there
following his initial injuries.

I just want to ~-~ and I don't think I made it clear to
the Court, but I wanted the Court to at least be aware that,
during that entire time period from the initial assault until
I think about an hour before this final incident, the victim's
wife was present with a vehicle during that entire time. And

then, according to her statements, the -- Mr. Soles did not
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wish to go to a hospital. She -- that's what she related to
the ~~ to law enforcement during her interviews.

S0 I just wanted the Court to be aware that that was the
situation; that the victim had, apparently, according to his
wife, who knew about his injuries, had approached him about
getting medical attention according to her, he refused it, and
decided, apparently, to remain at that location where he
remained for a number of hours. And it does not -- and I
haven't seen any statement that he was not permitted to leave,
by anybody. I just wanted the Court to be aware of that.

And with that information, I'd ask the Court if it -- if
the fact the Court was left with the impression that my client
just left him there. Because there was no interaction between
my client and him during that period, that I'm aware of. I
just wanted the Court to be aware of that. I'd ask the Court
to reconsider, with that information and my client not having
any record of any sort, a sentence of 35 years.

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

MR. LANIER: Your Honor, at the appropriate time,

Ms. Christy, the defendant -- or the victim's mom, would like
to speak.

But I would just like to say in rebuttal, Adam did text
his father, "I'm at Samantha's, I need help." And then
Samantha took his phone and was -- in an attempt to break it.

Courtney Soles took it from her, and Courtney Soles left with
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her vehicle to go on drug runs for Ms. Watts.

So there was no vehicle there for him to leave after a
certain point. Ms. Watts made sure that everybody got gone
very quickly.

And the victim, Adam, wanted to go with his father. You
know? He wanted his father to take care of him, possibly take
him to the hospital. But I just wanted the Court to know that
he had no means at that point.

THE COURT: Right. Okay.

MR. LANIER: And Ms. Christy would like to speak.

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am.

MS. PRIEST: First off, I'd like to say —-

THE COURT: And your full name?

MS. PRIEST: Christy Priest.

THE COURT: Yes, ma'am.

MS. PRIEST: I'd like to say this is like a slap in the
face to the family. She said she —-

THE COURT: You need to direct your comments to me.

MS. PRIEST: She said she was sorry to the Soles family.
She's not sorry. They're sorry they got caught because this
ain't the first time. This ain't the first incident they have
done.

They have beat people before and run them down and
brought them back. And people's left -- the neighbors has

said they've left bloody all over them.
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But whether Adam sit there with no means of help, common
sense would tell anybody in that condition, get them some
help. That's uncalled for. They tortured him. They knew
what they were doing. They beat his brains out to where it
weren't even an open casket. This is like a movie to me —- a
horror movie. I keep waiting to wake up, hoping it's a bad
nightmare.

The grandkids want to hear his voice and call his phone
just to hear the -- his voice. BAnd they'll never see him
again.

And she's not a good mother. You heard her family,.
She's evil, corrupt. She shouldn't even see the light of day.

If it was left up to me, I want her to have the death
sentence. I think that's good enough for her. Taxpayers
shouldn't even be paying for her to eat and go to the fine
doctors and stuff that we're working and paying for.

So if you change her sentence, then please give her more.
Don't give her less. Please, I beg you, give her more,

THE COURT: Thank you, ma'am.

Mr. Graustein, I'm not saying I would ever do this, but
there's an academic question. If you ask for a Motion to
Reconsider, does that mean I can go up on the sentence?

MR. GRAUSTEIN: I believe so, yes, Your Honor. And I
have spoken with my client about that and told her.

THE COURT: Well, the -- you know, there's a question of
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fact as to whether or not -- you maintain that the wife was
there and could take him to the hospital. The solicitor
presented evidence to the contrary.

My point was, you know, breaking a bone is a very painful
thing, and he was there for 11 hours. And regardless of
whether he went to the hospital or not, it's a very painful
thing. It accentuates the egregious nature of the acts that
took place.

But that isn't the reason why I gave her 45 years. It
was the pattern of conduct, what she —- she was involved in
illegal activity and was sort of a head of this drug
enterprise and killed him in a very vicious way, dumped him in
the river.

That's the reason why I gave her that amount. And to be
quite honest with you, if it had not been for plea
negotiations, I probably would have given her more.

MR. GRAUSTEIN: I understand that, Your Honor. I just --
because of comments you made, I wanted to raise the issue, so
I don't think it was made clear at her hearing, and I just
wanted to raise that.

THE COURT: But that isn't the reason why I gave her 45
years. It's what she put her children through. BAnd it's just
inexcusable.

MR. GRAUSTEIN: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And that was the reason for my ruling.
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And I'll deny your Motion for Reconsideration.
MR. GRAUSTEIN: Yes, Your Honor.
MR. LANIER: Thank you, Judge.

(The above proceedings concluded at 9:48 a.m.)
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CASE NAME: State v. Samantha Watts
(Motion to Reconsider)

DATE OF HEARING: 7/17/25
[P R R R R EEE T EEE R EEE R ERE R IR R LSRR SR

I, Bobbi Fisher, do hereby certify that the foregoing
transcript is a true and correct record of the above-captioned
proceedings to the best of my ability; and that I am neither
counsel for, related to, nor employed by any of the parties to
this case; and I have no interest, financial or otherwise, in

its outcome.

Py Fier—

Bebbi Fisher, RPR, Official Court Reporter III
Date Prepared: 8/5/25

NOTE: PURSUANT TO RULE 607(h){(1)(B), SCACR, "A COURT REPORTER
SHALL RECEIVE THE FEE OF $1.00 PER PAGE FOR FURNISHING A COPY
OF A PREVIOUSLY PREPARED TRANSCRIPT." ALL REQUESTS FOR COPIES
OF THE ATTACHED TRANSCRIPT (FORM 800) FROM OPPOSING PARTY OR
NON-PARTIES MUST BE SENT TO THIS REPORTER AT
BFISHEREGSCCOURTS.ORG.
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- f-‘Notary Pubhc for SouthtCaLalina Z=Nzd
My L,ommsssmn expired SV AZHETAIT0

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

COUNTY OF HORRY )
).
) WRITTEN EXPLANATION OF
-V/S- ) _BASI§ FOR- _APPEAL
SAMANTHA WATTS RECEIVET}
DEFENDANT ) JUL 25 2025

’ SC Court of Appesic

PERSONALLY appeared before me. Scott Graustein, who being duly sworn,

deposes and says.:

1. I represented the -above named defendant before the Honorable Michael

Nettles. Defendant's guilty pleas was qualn‘“ ied on July 10, 2025 Defer;n_dant was

f-.r: wz,i

denied on July 17, 2025. : - ;(;;;af’"f'
oy -;..-3 f.:r:fm
. ‘ 0
2. .Co-defendant of this Defendant was sentenced lﬁ,a.;s_ jpara:rge semtencmg
hearing immediately prior to the Defendant bezng:\sentenc_ed. o
3. The Defendant believes that nori-testimonial remarks made during mitigation

provided during co-defendanit's sentencing hearing improperly influenced the

sentencing judge in handing down Defendant's sentence,

Sworri to and Subscribe'd before me
Rt dayof July 200 .
) FAEVES Mm&“ﬁﬁ@ﬂ

Print name 'o}f Attorney' for Defendant
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) INDICTMENT

COUNTY OF HORRY )

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on March 22, 2023, the Grand Jurors
of Horry County present upon their oath:

MURDER
CDR: 01186 16-03-0010,0020

That Samantha Gwen Watts did in Horry County, en or about January 9, 2023, willfully, feloniously, and
intentionally kifl the victim, Cory Adam Soles, with malice aforethought, either express or implied, by means
of aiding and abetting the co-defendant, and the victim did die as a proximate result thereof on or about
January 9, 2023 in Horry County, in violation of Section 16-03-0010, 8. C. Gode of Laws, 1576, as
amended.

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary fo the statuie in such case

made and provided.
el AN);

JHAMY A. RICHARDSON, I
FIFTEENTH CIRCUIT SOLICITOR






STATE OF SOUTH CAROCLINA SENTENCE ORDER IN THE GOURT GF GENERAL SESSI(%?

COUNTY OF _HORRY ‘l } INDICTMENT/CASE# 2023GS52601662
) AWH: 2023A2610200171
STATE  wvs. ) Date of Offense: 01/08/2023
Samantha Gwen Watts } S.C Code§: 16:03-0010, 0020
AKA: Samantha Watts SSN:_ ) CDR Code #: 0116
RACE: W SEX: F poB: 282 ) Range of Offense: Murder {Death, Life, or NLT 30 years to Life
In disposition of the above indictment comes now the Defendant who was CONVICTED OF [ or 8 PLEADS
TO: Murder Range of Offense Pled: (Death, Life, or NLY 30 years to Life)
In violation of § 16-03-0010 of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0116
0 NON-VIOLENT 54 VIOLENT {3 SERIQUS & MOST SERIOUS 0 MANDATORY GPS {0 §17-2545
(ICSC wiminer 1% ar CSC wiminor 37)
The charge is: B& As indicted {J Lesser included Offense I Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury
The plea is: X w/o Rec/Negotiations 3 Negotiated 0 Recommendation
A 106 X7 —TE
olicilor SC Bar# tt Graustain, AttoFr-x-éy 8C Bar#
_‘{5 L Bppon (AL og p for dant
The Defendant is commitied to the W’SCDC [ County Detention Center {3 Home Incarceration Program
for a determinate term of ﬁ S days/monthe Served OO YOANTE years and/or shall pay a fine
of : provided that upon the service of days/monthsfyears/Time Served and or payment
of§ plus costs and assessments as applicable™ ; belance is suspended with probation for months/years

and subject to SCOPPPS standard conditions of probation, which are incorporated by reference.

g Poogr

The sehtence shall run [ CONCURRENT or T3 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: o =
p’ﬁ:ﬁ efendant ig to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code § 24-13-40 to be calculated 3nd applled by SCDC »
_ﬂi.\omhs 0 To include time spent on monitored house arrest prior to trial and sentencing £ *,_7-3
SPECIAL CONDITIONS: S P -
O PTUP } f‘!
O No Contact with Victim {1 Dbomestic Violence Intervention Program 3 Hold for. lnpatlent Treéément
I Sex Offender Registry pursuant to S.C. Code § 23-3-430 o SACIMHC if necessaty . ‘i
[ Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to 8,C. Code § 17-25-135 e 2
3 Other:

Resfitution &
{1 RESTITUTION See Separate Order (20% per S.C. Code §24-21-490(B) ) FINE:
§14-1-206 {Assessments 107.5%)

$
§14-1-211 (A)(1) Conv. Surcharge) Fine/Cosls and ssessments are ;@w the Clerk  $100 S I'OD 'UU
$

§14-1-211 (A)}(2)(DUI Surcharge) of Court within days/ nth $100

§56-5-1985 {DUI Assessment) $12

§56-1-236 (DUI Breath Test) b@]‘ i N4 ¢ 142010 $25

§14-1-212 (Law Enforcement Funding) T $25

§14-1-213 (Dsug Court Surcharge) $160 $
§34-11-70(b)and(c), and 34-11-80(c)and(d) (Admin Fraud Check Court Costs) $41 $
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 s
§56-5-2842(J) {(Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea $

2% to County (if paid in instaliments) TBD $§2715
[ Appointed PD or appointed other counsel. Provisio requires $500 to be paid to Clerk during $500 8
probation and shall be coltected before any other fees

[0 §17-3-45(B) Unpaid Application Fee to be paid to the Public Defender Fund 8 q‘o OO

TOTAL slog 15

Poyul EWNis
of CourtIDeputy Clerk
?}O% ") (Yo T—t4-25 SCCA217B
Courl Reparter Judge Code Sentence Date resuding Ju 142712025

MA) T Jgrn S
His/ Tkl
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL FOR APPELLANT

Counsel for appellant certifies that this Record on Appeal contains all material proposed
to be included by any of the parties and not any other material and that this Record on Appeal
complies to the best of my ability with the April 15, 2014 order from the South Carolina
Supreme Court entitled “Revised Order Concerning Personal Identifying Information and Other
Sensitive Information in Appellate Court Filings.”

Respectfully Submitted,

("' \ n d W‘s ) ;
. d |/ C \ { )
DY/ 7N e W
Sarah E. Shipe )
Appellate Defender

South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense
Division of Appellate Defense

PO Box 11589

Columbia, SC 29211-1589

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT

This 9th day of January, 2026.





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal from Horry County

Honorable Michael G. Nettles, Circuit Court Judge

THE STATE,

RESPONDENT,
V.

SAMANTHA GWEN WATTS,

APPELLANT

APPELLATE CASE NO. 2025-001500

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to Rule 262(a)(3) and Rule 262(c)(3), SCACR, the undersigned hereby certifies
a true copy of the Record on Appeal in the above-referenced case has been served upon Melody
J. Brown, Esquire, at the primary email address listed within the Attorney Information System
(AIS); and on Samantha G. Watts, #398020, at Leath Correctional Institution, 2809 Airport

Road, Greenwood, SC 29649, this 9th day of January, 2026.

Sarah E. Shipe |
Appellate Defender

South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense

Division of Appellate Defense
PO Box 11589
Columbia, S.C. 29211-1589

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT
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