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CThe South Carolina Court of Appeals

Gary Lamont Petty, Petitioner,
V.
The State of South Carolina

Appellate Case No. 2025-001324

ORDER

This appeal arises out of a letter from a circuit judge declining to rule on motions
that were improperly filed with the circuit court. From our review of the public
index. there is not a final order reviewable on appeal. Accordingly, this appeal is
dismissed. See S.C. Code Ann. § 14-3-330 (2007). The remittitur will be sent as
provided by Rule 221(b) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules.
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Gary Lamont Petty, Petitioner,
V.
The State of South Carolina

Appellate Case No. 2025-001324

ORDER

This appeal arises out of a letter from a circuit judge declining to rule on motions
that were improperly filed with the circuit court. From our review of the public
index, there is not a final order reviewable on appeal. Accordingly, this appeal is
dismissed. See S§.C. Code Ann. § 14-3-330 (2007). The remittitur will be sent as
provided by Rule 221(b) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules.

W/

FOR THE COUY(T

l'

Columbia, South Carolina -
rLED
Jul 29 2025

ce:
Barry Joe Barnette, Esquire

* Mark Reynolds Farthing, Esquire
.Wanda H. Carter, Esquire

Gary L. Petty, 264235
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Gary Lamont Petty, Petitioner,
v,
The State of South Carolina

Appellate Case No, 2025-001324

ORDER

After careful consideration of the petition for rehearing, return, and reply, the court
is unable to discover that any material fact or principle of law has been either
overlooked or disregarded, and hence, there is no basis for granting a rehearing.
The letter Petitioner sought to appeal was not a final order as it simply refused to
grant a hearing on Petitioner’s purported motions and did not finally decide the

matter in the circuit court. Accordingly, !Iie petitioné"or reh?aring is denied.
S AY ;
(/ s

‘_f
J.
Columbia, South Carolina
ce:
Mark Reynolds Farthing, Esquire
Gary L. Petty, 264235 : ' FILED

Jan 21 2026
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AT BChmeST 6=/

PAGE TWO
GARY LAMONT PETTY, #264235
JUNE 6, 2025

most favorably to you, these issues, if true, should have been raised in your previous filings.
Statute of limitations is a problem for you. Additionally, even though you assert you did not
know of this information Gury information) until recently, the nature and existence of the
information was available at the time of your trial, or at least within 12 months afterwards.
Additionally, the affidavit filed is_your own affidavit and contains “inadmissible hearsay
statements from your cousin. Additionall » your assertion through a Rule 29(b) motion of third
party guilty of another man convicted of similar crimes that occurred during the same time as the
ones you were convicted is, again, untimely, based upon inadmissibie infonnation——newspapcr
accounts—and is, at best. speculative—especially given the DNA information previously
obtained. Again, no prima facie showing.  Also, the issue of needing an actual “injury” to
support a burglary conviction is not support in law,

The above is a brief summary of my reasons for instructing the Clerk of Court that no hearing
will be needed on the motions you have filed.

Even though my decisions are not favorable and no hearing will be conducted, I understand these
issues are important to you. Thus, 1, again, encourage you to seek legal advice with an attorney,
Please share this letter with them and your prior filings,

[ wish you only the best. e

/‘f . Mark Hayes,

CC: The Honorable Amy Cox
Spartanburg County Clerk of Court
Spartanburg County Courthouse
180 Magnolia Street
Spartanburg, South Carolina 29306

CC:  The Honorable Barry Barnette
Solicitor, Seventh Judicial Circuit
Spartanburg County Courthouse
180 Magnolia Street
Spartanburg, South Carolina 29306

JMH/smw

CM o~ ‘59
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State of South Caroling
Civenit Court uvge, dt-Large, Seat 5

J. MARK HAYES, || 180 MAGNOLIA STREET, 2ND FLOGR
JUDGE SPARTANBURG, SOUTH CARCLINA 25306
TELEPHONE: (854) 562-4144
FAX: (884) 5624342
E-MAIL: mhayasj@sccourts. org

June 6, 2025

Gary Lamont Petty, #264235 - - -
Perry Correctional Institute

430 Oaklawn Road

Pelzer, South Carolina 29669

Re: 1999-GS-42-02357 to 59
Dear Mr. Petty:

The motions you filed with the Spartanburg County Clerk of Court’s Office over the past year
were forwarded to me to review, They were sent to me in my capacity as the Seventh Circujt
Chief Administrative Judge for General Sessions matters,

After reviewing the numerous motions and filings, please be advised that, by copy of this letter
to the Spartanburg Clerk of Court, I am instructing the Clerk to not schedule any of the motions

for a hearing,

I write to you to advise you of my instructions in the event you desire to seek additional judicial
review before other courts. If you wish to appeal my decision, please do so in a timely manner.
I also wished you to have this letter so that you can also share it with the lawyer of your choice,

should be considered by you as appropriate legal resources to share the content of this letter and
advise you of your rights. These two lawyers are just my suggestions, please consult with
whichever lawyer you feel best serves you.

As reflected in the materials, you received a life sentence to a Burglary First Degree and a 30-
year sentence on a Criminal Sexual Conduct charge (the 5-year sentence for grand larceny has
expired because of the time you have served). Since the time you were sentenced, you and your
lawyers have filed numerous actions in circuit court and other courts challenging various aspects
of your case. A review of the records indicates that you have been unsuccessful with your
challenges. It does appear that additional DNA testing was accomplished in 2017, This DNA
report indicated the following; “the major component DNA profile matches the DNA profile

obtained from sample CCC 1666-03 64-R03 (Gary Petty)”.

LD
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LabiCorp Specialiy Tesling Group

10430 Furnace Road, Suite 107
Lorton, VA 22079
Phane: 703-646-9740

Forensic Case Report
February 8, 2017

To: Bode Cellmark Case #: CCC1666-0364
Joseph McCulloch Agency Case #: L08-12831

Paimetto Innocence Project -

1513 Hampton Street
Columbia, SC 29201
William G. Yarbarough, 11}

Law Office of William G. Yarborough
522 North Church St.

Greenville, SC 29601

Victim: Brenda K. Bishop - .
Subject: Gary Petty /

List of evidence received on November 22, 2016 for possible DNA analysis:

Bode Cellmark Sample Name Agency Sample ID Agency Description

CCC1666-0364-E01 1.7 Vaginal Swabs
CCC1666-0364-E02 1.10 Suspected Semen Swabs
CCC1666-0364-R03 Not Listed Known Standards from Gary Petty

STR Processing, Results, Conclusions, and Statistics:

The evidence was processed for DNA typing using the Applied Biosystems AmpFLSTR® identifiler® Plus
kit. ’
[

1 A DNA profile was obtained from sample CCC1666-0364-R03 (Gary Petty).
2
2. The.DNA profile obtained from the epithelial fraction (EF) of sample CCC1666-0364-E01 s
consistent with 2 female contributor and will be used as the victim refersnce samiple (Brenda
K. Bishop).

3. The DNA profile obtained from the sperm fraction (SF) of sample CCC1666-0364-E01 is
consistent with a mixture of two individuals including a major male contributor (Male 1) and
alleles consistent with the victim. .

This major component DNA profile matches the DNA profile obtained from sample CCC1666-
0364-R03 (Gary Peltty).

The probability of randomly selecting an unrelated individual with this DNA profile at 15 of 15
loci tested is approximately: . ’

1in 580 quintillion in the US Caucasian population
1in 1.3 quintillion in the US African American population
1in 71 quintillion in the US Hispanic population
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Bode Cellmark Case #: CCC16€ 364 Date: February 8, 2017
Agency Case #: L95-12831

STR Processing, Results, Conclusions, and Statistics:

-

4,

The partial DNA profile obtained from the sperm fraction (SF) of sample CCC1666-0364-E02
is consistent with a male contributor (Male 1)-

This DNA profile matches the DNA profile obtained from sample CCC1666-0364-R03 (Gary
Petty). :

The probability of randomly selecting an unrelated individual with this DNA profile at 13 of 15
loci tested is approximately:

1in 1.3 quadrillion in the US Caucasian population
1in 1.4 trillion in the US African American population
1 in 90 trillion in the US Hispanic population

The following loci were not used in the statistical calculation due to no results being obtained:
D55818 and FGA.

A partial DNA profile was obtained from the epithelial fraction (EF) of sample CCC1666-0364-
E02. Due to the limited data obtained, no conclusions can be made on this partial profile.

See Table 1 for summary of alleles reported for éach sample.

Motes:
1.

Testing performed for this case is in compliance with accredited procedures under the
laboratory’s ISO/IEC 17025 accreditation issued by ASCLD/LAB, Refer to certificate and scope
of accreditation for certificate number ALI-231-T.

The DNA profiles reportad in this case were determined by procedures that hava been validated
according to the standards established in the FBI's Quality Assurance Standards for Forensic DNA
Testing Laboratories.

Any reference to body fluids in evidence descriptions are based on the written descriptions of the
samples by the submitting agency.

The DNA extracts and submitted evidence will be returned to the Spartanburg County Clerk of
Court.

Report submitted by,

e |
Christina H. Nash, MSFS
DNA Analyst Il
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The South C mn[ma Court of Appeals

Gary Lamont Petty, Petitioner,
V.
The State of South Carolina

Appellate Case No. 2025-001324

ORDER

This appeal arises out of a letter from a circuit judge declining to rule on motions
that were improperly filed with the circuit court. From our review of the public
index. there is not a final order reviewable on appeal. Accordingly, this appeal is
dismissed. See S.C. Code Ann. § 14-3-330 (2007). The remittitur will be sent as
provided by Rule 221(b) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules.

Columbia. South Carolina

FILED
Jul 29 2025

e

Barry Joe Barnette, [squire
Mark Reynolds IFarthing, Lsquire
Wanda [ 1. Carter, LEsquire

Gary L. Petty, 264235
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