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ISSUE PRESENTED 

Whether the court erred in denying post-conviction relief where counsel's failure to 

proceed on a motion to suppress effectively coerced Petitioner into pleading guilty, where law 

enforcement improperly prolonged the traffic stop to perform a dog sniff absent reasonable 

suspicion, since counsel's deficient performance resulted in Petitioner's entry of pleas that were 

not knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily tendered? 
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STATEMENT 

Procedural history 

During the October term of 2016, an Aiken County Grand Jury indicted Jasper Jefferson, 

Petitioner, for possession with intent to distribute heroin (2016-GS-020-2090); trafficking 

methamphetamine, four hundred grams or more (2016-GS-020-2091); possession with intent to 

distribute cocaine (2016-GS-020-2092); and unlawful conduct towards a child (2016-GS-020-

2093). App. 35 - 36; App. 41 - 42; App. 47 - 48; App. 53 - 54. 

On September 12, 2022, Petitioner appeared before the Honorable William P. Keesley for 

a guilty plea hearing App. 1. Petitioner was represented by Jerry Screen, Sr. Elizabeth Young 

prosecuted the case. App. 2. Petitioner pleaded guilty to the following offenses: possession with 

intent to distribute heroin, second offense; trafficking methamphetamine, 28 - 100 grams, second 

offense; possession with intent to distribute cocaine, third offense; and unlawful neglect of a 

child. App. 4, I. 4 - 5, I. 8. The parties had negotiated a sentence of seven years for each 

offense, with sentences to run concurrently. App. 8, I. 24 - 9, I. 4. Additional charges were 

dismissed by no lie prosequi as part of the plea negotiations. 
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The court accepted Petitioner's 

pleas and sentenced him to a seven-year term of imprisonment for each offense, with sentences 

to run concurrently. App. 14, II. 7-11; App. 16, I. 20- 17, I. 2. 

On or about February 26, 2024, Petitioner filed an application for post-conviction relief 

(PCR). App. 19 - 54. On or about July 25, 2024, the State made its return and motion to 

dismiss. App. 55 - 68. On or about June 12, 2025, Petitioner served an amended application. 

App. 69 - 71. On June 10, 2025, a hearing was held on the matter before the Honorable Debra 

I According to the solicitor, the State was dismissing charges stemming from a June 2022 
rearrest wherein Petitioner was "driving the wrong way in this highway and appeared to be under 
the influence as well as possessing what appear[ed] to be cocaine." App. 8, II. 19-23. 
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R. McCaslin. Chelsey Marto represented Petitioner. Zachary Jones appeared on behalf of the

State. App. 72. On or about August 11, 2025, the PCR court issued an order of dismissal. App. 

110- 121.

Relevant facts 

Petitioner's charges stemmed from an April 21, 2016, traffic stop wherein his wife was 

pulled over for speeding by Officer Bozark. Petitioner was in the passenger's seat and his child 

was also in the car. Another officer, Officer Puckett, arrived and Bozark asked him to run his 

police dog due to Petitioner's wife acting nervous once she was out of the car. After the vehicle 

was already being searched, Petitioner also appeared nervous. Law enforcement found on the 

passenger floorboard a UPS mailer with Petitioner's name on it that contained 

methamphetamines, cocaine, and heroin. App. 7, I. 3 - 8, I. 18; App. 103; App. 9, II. 5-8. 

At the time of Petitioner's plea, counsel was in possession of a motion to suppress. He 

used the motion as a negotiating chip with the solicitor in arriving at the seven-year negotiated 

plea deal. The motion relied on the improper extension of the traffic stop to do the dog sniff and 

the destruction ofBozark's dashboard camera footage. App. 102 - 109; App. 93, I. 3 - 94, I. 16; 

App. 96, I. 21 - 97, I. 18. However, counsel never tried to move forward with the motion and 

have it heard. 

At the PCR hearing, Petitioner testified he wanted counsel to challenge the search. 

Petitioner noted the traffic ticket was written at I :27 p.m. but the K-9 deputy's dashboard camera 

did not start recording until approximately 3:00 or 3:30 p.m. Petitioner testified he felt forced 

into taking the plea bargain. App. 77, II. 8-14; App. 80, I. 5 - 86, I. 2. Defense counsel claimed 

the decision to plead guilty was Petitioner's, but he firmly recommended Petitioner plead guilty, 

telling Petitioner that if they lost the motion to suppress Petitioner would be "on a bobsled to 
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hell." Defense counsel further claimed he found no evidence law enforcement unduly delayed 

the stop, and he implied the drug dog was immediately or quickly at the scene. App. 94, IL 1-16; 

App. 96, I. 3 - 97, I. 6. 

The order of dismissal addressed Petitioner's claim regarding counsel's failure to proceed 

on the motion to suppress. The order stated the court found counsel "did not coerce or threaten 

Applicant to take the plea deal," and counsel's performance was reasonable and not deficient. 

App. 118. The order further found no prejudice. "[T]his Court finds there is not a reasonable 

probability that, but for counsel's alleged errors, he would not have pleaded guilty and would 

have insisted on going to trial." App. 118. "Applicant knew that he could have been facing 25 

years had he proceeded to trial. Judge Keesley found that he entered the plea knowingly, 

voluntarily, and intelligently." App. 118. 

This petition for writ of certiorari follows. 
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