| . 2
E\ \'*\OY\
C)\ &/ .
. \

O

.



Lonnie GerzdFagsw/

9.0Z.Q-3 B-20/ DEC 4 6
Y30 ORKLAWA oY Se 2013
PELZRR,S.C, 29669 ' 'SUPREMECO
' U,
DECEMBER_H__ 2013

DNOPEUHTE  CASE No.3013-002215

DEAR HOMORABLE' DANIEL E.SHEAROUSE

ENCOSED PIERSE FiNE A ORGinL ¢y
OF MY RYPIANATION To Skow CAUSE 1HLor3
WoTH A Preot OF Sppuice PP RAEFIDRVT
A lowme GRTER

CCiL.G
Resrerrlly
SUB Ml/,//fb

~

CIDES, $:¢09.C



e Slaf e 44 Sooy[ﬂw Cardling

IN The Su/ﬂreme Coor ,@@
APPeal Feom Syxf)aﬁ/an/wf Covnty 0(0 @
Coort of Common  Pleas 808 200 ‘@
&
Roger 4 Covch  Administrativ~ Todg e Wiy

OO(/
COW\YY\C_ST\ ‘P[e_ai SCV’&W% QOCI{[C/Q/ CN‘CJ}‘%

Rr

?@?@ QIC{\[Q Case. N0, Ro/3 0022/ <

%Bﬂﬂlﬁ Gefer Va/ osa el e
VS
Sfafe of SOUM coroling - - - -~ 7?65/0/10/6/771

/4//12/0/4// By Aownre Ceter

Q) \\\\5 erF\ACu\\Jr B)/ /Oﬁﬁfc 56/6/’ XSEYL0/
/3 %FUQ ond Corcead 8]\/6}/} L%QOﬁ aq%/

@) /ﬁagd on alf groonds /?//efr_g /;7 ;/3
gxﬂ/aﬂ#/m %ﬂ Showd Cavse rs troe amd Corfcazz
Ld}\erely S Peoe Convidiny s 96
Reeiodic e QD)/‘ TAe prosechue

C')



\ﬁ\i %‘}Q\LQ oL SoO‘LQ Cafol l.;ma

LN The Sofreme Codrd ECEIVED)

DPeal  From S‘P&r{aﬂétﬁ” COc)W
Coacd 0{3 r—j DEC 16 2013
O Commmonr Pleas

o - R '8.C. SUPREME CCURT
%O < J“C@(C[? }44/77//7757[/’0///6 ‘/U ‘ e
Common ! ’
eas Se —\/ - =
ﬂ L/@7/é J C)Ci/C/Q/ Core U/"/

ﬂPPe///Q%ﬁ CaSe. NO. 20/3 —00a2(S

AN e Ceter RSy - - - . . APellate

/O
S\[&(Q &@ 800401 Gﬁfd/r;i&, o, Qesl%ﬁa/e,ﬁ/_

Proocl o€ Servic <

I Loonmve Ceter #0288’4@// //&reé/ served H Froe

gﬁf;t& (ogtyg }:na{ Cpy 0 evplonatv, 70 Show avse gpn
R ;/aérn e 77 st Wice o 155 Colamby 9 2
Y g foe Cof))/ 477 /Der/-// Corr, Znsr pagl/ WW/

Swomn Refore e |
p —
NOl’irY Q { | p%ﬁ/?/é C&@’?{gy@/
QKP' res. My Comm,ISS!OT Expires gcﬁz &”3 6"30 /

Y20 oghlawn Road.
Yelzer S.c 29069



S D Rae e

S~ oD
N fte oickions: Tad; e

NS 200

E)Q,P‘\ 2.5 My Commission Expires /ﬂ”’ﬁc Geter PAESYO(
—SepEmer 52083 P.CZ. Q-3 B-24/
Y30 oAklawor Rorp
PEIzER,S/C, 29667




THE STH7E oF S6uTH CPAdiva
IN THE SoPREME  COoURT

RAPPEAL FROM SPARTRINGORG COUNTY "'“FJE@
CooRy OF COMMON PLEAS E@Ea"‘“

ROCER L.CooCH ADmivisTRaTive Jobee L0 1 O 708

Comm SuDiciAl CiRCVIT .
MMON PLERS SevewT Subieinl CiReu 5.C. SUPREME COURT

APEUNTE CASE No. 2013-0022)<

Lonnic GETERTAGHYO! . - « . .. MPELLKTE

VS.

STHTE OF SOUTH CHROLINM « oo o RESPOWDENT

EYPLANATION Show CAUSE
Belaed nevest

This MATTER  CoMES REFORE THE SouTH Camroliar  SUPREME  COURT

DAVIEL E.SHEPRBUSE . ExXPLBNATIB To Show CAUSE.

THE APPELLANT Lowwic GETER 1S SERVING A LIFE SENTENCE FoR RORGIARY FIRST DEGREE -

THE APPEWANT ATTACKS TWO SERARATE CONVILTION 18 rHis APPIICATICN » THE RPPLCANT

LonmIE GETER, wrS TODICTED AT THE AVGUST /99/ TERM OF THE (ouRT oF GENERAL

SESUOMY FoR SPARTANBURG FoR ONE Count OF BuaGiary THAD DECRRE(1961)-GS-y2-3659.

@y




APPIICANT "WAS REPRESENTED RY RillY HAHS,ESQUIRE, FoR THE 194/ JubicTmeys

ON Soly 12,1993 THE ARl cayr PIER Guilry 70 THIZD BE Gree BoRGLaRy (1§91 3055)
HE wes SEn7esmceh BY rHe HonpRABE  E.C. RURNETT ZZ 70 CONFIWEMENT FoiX

] _ . . -
TERWY OF FWE(S) yepes SoPardeh vionw THE Sepuies OF TIME SeRyel 70 ECHTEEN
(18> Mowr#s FROBATICN Fer THIRY DEGREE BoRimzy,

CTHE Mecomds TODICHTE  THAT COUwSEL For THE

TPPLLANT DID et RIPEAL THE Plem oR SENTRWCE.

NOR DD e ADVISE NPPVchnT oF His RIGHT To nofeal)’

BPPE”HW CRA) POTFORTH ExPLmvm/éu 70 SHeww (oausE Bad PP\EjqucE EFEECT
W#,.w H19RM THE BPPEWANT G2 1 mEnDMENT RIGCHT IrEFFEC TIpeE ASSISTANCE oF

COUNSEL) FRIIVRE 70 FIIE B T/mEly Nprice of mpfesl 70 CHAlEwGE His Guilry Ples

OR SEOTENCE UiTE wiHiTe V. sTRTE
—_—— L T =

PETITIoNERS CIAIMING DENIAL 6F EFFECTIVE  CoonSEL tw THAT counsel FRIED
TS ADVASE WM 0F Wi WiGHT To APPEAL .TRTTERSoN V. LEEKE (5.0.01977)S56 Fad ¥

UNDER PosT- ConVieTiias ALLEF STaruTe, PETITIONER s wieulD RECEYE Full CoNsiDERATCH of AL
ASSERTED TArRL ERROAS NoulD THEY ESTHE/SH Mar ey WERE Nor INFGRMED By counsel CF
THER RIGHT To ARPEAL, SINCE. Sours CAROLINA SIPREME CooT woulld RECOCNizE InafplcABIlTY
- - r) . - - - -~ -~ *

OF GEnvEral Pehiey oF NoT Cows/pERING QUESTIcNs uwiER PosST= Cont v, rton RELWEF wH1<H ceold
HAve DREN RW1SED on APPENL, PATTERCN V. LECKE (A4 (5.0.)1999) 556 F.aD 1163, CEAToRAR,
DENIED §% 5,07 wrd, y3y U5 G2

PE7I7ionERS  May AULECE CovsT/TTioNgL yiclnTionss in PosTe ConlvieTion) REVEF

PROCEEDINGS uniess rsso Covid Have BEEN RAISED BY DIRECT BPPens (idsor) V.
STATE (5.0.) 194%) 329 $.c. 37, 455 5,6.24 URbo

@S]



TN THE APCANT CASE PRESENT BEFRE THE SufAEMe vy,
z Te cHrILENCE
COLNSEN WAS REGUiRED To FUE A TiMely Norice of APPEAL. ;I%HL
A BELHTED
H'S 3UDGEMENT CONVICTION oN RECORY) OF RPPEAL Fek

PORSCANT Yo WHITE V,STHTE A3 S.C.1/0 Aog 5.6 AL 351374).

o apPeal
DEciglomint LA PROVIDIAG THE RIGWT To & welated )
WHED AN ARPHCANT Foiy PuST- CONVICTEON RELIEF N/D NOT KnoWINGIY AN
ENTEALLGENTIY Wﬂ\'\/E Hs RICHT 7o A QPPEHL, D/D NoT RPPIY To ’)ERMI/—- Pasi -
Qor(v/u':?w CooRTS Qo.\lsl\)EP\ﬁT\'oN OF \WHETHER PPPELLRTE CooNsEL WRS INEFF-
BOTWVE, LEGE . STATE (g,
’“_\\

C.2002) 34q 5.C.56% SEALLIY RENEARING DENIED,
CRIMINAL LAy lyqe (1))

RW\!QHNT LONNIE GETER BEFORE THE WAL CouaT oF GENERAL SESSIONS

DD Nev KNOWINGLY MND TNTEW CENTLY whive His RIGHTS 7O APPEAL , (\TE__

S*%c\a\@»ﬂ\ N WANINGTeN,

HEl 0:%,66%, (59, 1oy 5:1¢T RS2 (1954

ONR  YEAR |/ Mi THTIows PEROD N wWHIH Yo TYE R \)E’mozy FoRR

Ros7- CCNV:tT/oN
RELIER

DD Nev meoly WHERE THE DEFENDANT WAS DENIED m Di
oF HlS vath/cly VUE To 3'-NE?\-EQ_T\\(E ,q“;SISIHNgE eF Counse(
CC 2062 BUY 9.¢, R1S, 557 §,E, 2d 5%,

RECT ApperL

W/ lSeny Y, STHTE
COMiNal law 1690 .

CERTIORARY GRRNEY To PETITI6NER WHo RLLEGED THAT HE HAR D NoT KNCWINGIY

PND INTEWCEINTIV WRIVED His RicHTS Te B DIRECT APPEAL , DAV/s V. STATE

34% 9,624 (o MNER . sTRTE (5.CNA7 236 5.6, 2d yaa

ﬂ??\icmo\ BAS STAMDING To PeTiTion FoR Post- CONVICTIon REVEF iF HE 15 iN
CusTodY OP\ P\ESU\I

oF Wis PRioR Conviericnw s7.7/ PERTSIST, /7€ IRckdons v, STRTE
5.C. 1948 33

¢ g ((‘ifq SlE,lé— Qs P\Q“QRR\NQ vEN"ED'

PPRNCANT a0 CONVICTioN Wold pe 4,

WREIodie Yo THE APPL AT

CONVICTION WHICH TRE BP\canT™ 15 Seavive § WFE SENTERCE WiTHoT

PRAO\E. |

)



Foh FinsT Dicres Boht\RRY, And TWE sTatE Db use TH 5
PRI ConvinTie o Yo ENHANCEMENT Iy His IVBTMENT  PRESENT™

RBEFcRE THEZ SRARYPINBCORE <o

: ONTY Gaand SURY, SEE paTeEcy

SCUMENTS W sy Tyis Exp)andricas,

Conelus o

WYREME  CoORT Shel)

N BEiwTEy N =~ NN comwemion OR Gwe APP\veAmT

ORTEDECEMRER M. 013

S/ s ﬁg@;

Aonnse Geter 28TY0/
P.CZ. Q~3 i3-20/

Y30 onkilrwn Kol
PEIZER,S.C. 29¢6 9




TR MENT 3

—

Q) BPPlH T 60 RoR PosT—CorVIETIoN REGEF
Poacw 9 LWow Q. (R)RnD (™)
PRee 5 16 (M) (®) ()

@D RETURN ARD MeTo0 <o Vismiss
To¥ R

Pace (N
C?)) Cord'b?ﬁgNnL ORDER. ok %\’s\vn’ss

To?  oF Vocor. €S

(LD TR SQUPREME oo™ oF SeurH carolin e

Secood Pole  nsking THIT I Paouide @\)
EXP BT 000

LS) PQ\’\OP\ Convicriony TRDICTMENT YP-6S-Y2SG ~ °t<€~cqs-qj\-;zga;/

(&) Firgr Bonrclary

DEGREE. T ap TMEAT ~ OR~GH Yy — Y WY



FORM 3
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) [N THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
County of Spartaniurg ) '
)
Lonnie “etar ¢ 238497 )
Full name and prison number (ifany) of Applicant )
R
v. )
) APPLICATION FOR
. )
State of South Carolina ) POST-CONVICTION RELIEF
)
)
)

INSTRUCTIONS - READ CAREFULLY

In order for this application to receive consideration by the Court, it shall be in writing (legibly
handwritten or typewritten), signed by the applicant and verified (notarized), and it shall set forth in
concise form the answers to each applicable question. If necessary, applicant may furnish his answer to a
particular question on the reverse side of the page or on an additional page. Applicant shall make clear to
which question any such continued answer refers.

Since every application must be sworn under oath, any false statement of a material fact therein
may serve as the basis of prosecution and conviction for perjury. Applicants should, therefore, exercise
care to assure that all answers are true and correct.

W

I ¢ RAC 1102

[f the application is taken in forma pauperis, it shall include an affidavit (attéched at the back of:
the form) setting forth information which establishes that applicant will be unable to pay the fees and &

costs of the proceedings. When the application is completed, the original shall be maijled to the Clerk om

Court for the County in which the applicant was convicted. CrE »
| Place of detention  ©2rry Corrsctional Institution »)
: )
. . o ~—
430 Gaklawn Road, velzer, 5.C. 29659 m
: i 4 <
2. Name and location of Court which imposed sentence _3partanburg County
Courthouse
3. Name(s) of co-defendant(s) (if any)
4. The indictment number or numbers (if known) upon which and the offenses for which

sentence was imposed:

P4

(a) I1-G5-42-3059 surglary 3rd

(b) 38-35-42-2304 Burglary 306G
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X

(©)

The date upon which sentence was imposed and the terms of the sentence:

(a) [=12=93 > YBRATS
(b) ~-24-94 10 _years
(c)

Check whether a finding of guilty was made:

(a) after a plea of guilty  ;agq

(b) after a plea of not guilty

(©) after a plea of nolo contendere <23

Did you appeal from the judgment of conviction or the imposition of sentence?

/A

[f you answered “yes" to(7), list:

(a) the name of each Court to which you appealed:

i i/a
i, 4/a
n. _d/a
(b) the result in each such Court to which you appealed:
Lo _ufa
. d/a ‘:z ~ Sﬁ
= e
. - =
1. /A = é __';
W E B
(c) the date of each such result: - mSEX
. 83 — [l e
1. /A ': o
== ™= (DO
i 8/ A 13 2 oo
— w 25
1/ A m =
iii. /A 2 = x
..<

(d) if knewn, citations of any written opinion or orders entered pursuant to such

results:
I 4/A
. AN
1. 1/A

[f you answered “no” to (7), state your reasons for not so appealing:

(a) Didn't Kknow that T conls 200231

(b) Pidn't know that T could.apveal

2
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the disposition thereof:

(©)

- /' ._“-2
A

L.

TN N
i/ a

the date of each such disposition:

Al A

ii. /A

S/ A
Jd/a

disposition:

/A

if known, citations of any written opinions or orders entered pursuant to each such

- / o

G/

v.

Has any ground set forth in (10) been previously presented to this or any other Court,

14.
State or Federal, in any petition, motion or application which you have filed?
r w»
A0 ? g _)g
z = ko
- T S 5o
1S. [f you answered “yes” to (14) identify: rc;; S =X
(a) which grounds have been presented: '; - $S3
. ;/ 20 (e} ?— Cjo'
I. ’ 5 e o
- = o o5
ii. 1/a m - ==
) F 2 |
i, /4 <
(b) the proceedings in which each ground was raised:
I i/ A
i A/ A
i, /A

Revised 3/2003
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16. [fany ground set forth in (10) has not previously been presented to any Court, State or

Federal, set forth the ground and state concisely the reasons why such ground has not

previously been presented:

Revised 3/2003

e (1) Sidn't know I could apgeal
B A RS . -
Slan'i xnow [ ocould apoeal
x (O : ~
cicn't Koow Tooonlt anoeasd
x (c) '
17. Were you represented by an attorney at any time during the course of:
(a) your arraignment and plea? __* -
(b) your trial, if any?
(c) your séntencing? Jes
(d) - your appeal, if any, from the judgment of conviction or the imposition of
sentence? -1/ A
(e) preparation, presentation or consideration of any petitions, motions or
applications with respect to this conviction, which you filed?
/A '
18. If you answered “yes” to one or more parts of (17), list:
(a) the name and address of each attorney who represented you:
1. 511bkv dans:
Public Dai spartanburg, South Carolima as 4
i Jonn Abaa - = ;Jgﬁ
I ' ' S & S
: uiblic pefe Soarcanburg, South Caro]ﬁnaz o
: foe] N C’J-:(
2 - co
Hl. ! bow B al
> = [op ]
Q X 55
— v 25
i . . N I [ang=e |
.‘ (b)  the proceedings at which €ach such attorney represented you: _’_'2 —. T
. R ) . , &
i Trial and 3=ntencing <
2
ii. Trial and Sentencing
i
iil.
g /
L
%

4

§
{

Q37



WETURY 190D MOTioN e Sispgiss

2304). Pursuant to a negotiated plea, the Honorable Donald W. Beatty sentenced the Applicant to
confinement for a period of ten (10) years suspended upon the service of four (4) years to three

(3) years probation. The Applicant did )t a peal either guilty plea or sentence.

II.

In his current application for post conviction relief the Applicant alleges that he is being
held in custody unlawfully for the following reasons:

1. Ineffective assistance of counsel; in that,
a. “My attorney failed to devote himself to my cause,”
b. *May attorney failed to give me his complete loyalty,”
¢. “My attorney failed to serve my cause in good faith,”
d. “My attorney neglected the necessary investigation and
" preparation of my cause,”
¢. "My attorney did not do the necessary factual investigation on
my behalf.” ) V
2. Lack of subject matter jurisdiction because of a sham legal process,
3. Violation of 5™, 6™, and 14™ Amendment rights,
¥ 4. Perjury and Prosecutorial Misconduct, and
V 5. “Applicant contend[s] that his prior convictions and sentences were in
violation of the Constitution of the U.S. and laws of this State.”
6. Newly discovered evidence of unconstitutional grand jury

proceedings.
For the purpose of this Return, Respondent incorporétes the records of the Spartanburg
County Clerk of Court regarding the subject convictions and the Applicant's records from the
South Carolina Department of Corrections. The Respondent reserves the right to amend this

Return upon receipt of any relevant materials.

1.
The Respondent submits that this Application for Post-Conviction Relief should be
summarily dismissed for failure to comply with the filing procedures of the Uniform Post-
Conviction Procedure Act. S.C. Code Ann. §17¥27-10 to -160.

S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-45(a) reads as follows:

Page 2 of 7
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period of ten (10) years suspended upon the service of four (4) years to three (3) years probation. The
AR

Applicant did not appeal either guilty plea or sentence.

Applicant’s Current PCR Application
In his current application for post conviction relief the Applicant alleges that he is being held
in custody unlawfully for the following reasons:

1. Ineffective assistance of counsel; in that.
a. “My attorney failed to devote himself to my cause,”
b “May attorney failed to give me his complete loyalty,”
c. “My attorney failed to serve my cause in good faith,”
d “My attorney neglected the necessary investigation and

preparation of my cause,”
€. “My attorney did not do the necessary factual investigation on

my behalf.”
2. Lack of subject matter jurisdiction because of a sham legal process,
3. Violation of 5", 6™ and 14™ Amendment rights,
@ Perjury and Prosecutorial Misconduct, and

“Applicant contend[s] that his prior convictions and sentences were in
violation of the Constitution of the U.S. and laws of this State.”
6. Newly discovered evidence of unconstitutional grand jury proceedings.

- Before this Court are the records of the Spartanburg County Clerk of Court regarding the
subject convictions, the records of the South Carolina Department of Corrections, Applicant’s PCR
application, and Respondent’s Return and Motion to Dismiss.

II. FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
| Statute of Limitations
This Court finds that the current application for post-conviction relief must be summarily

dismissed for failure to comply with the filing procedures of the Uniform Post-Conviction

Procedure Act. S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-10to-160(2003). S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-45(a) reads as

follows:

1 Applicant subsequently filed separate Motions for Appointment of Counsel, for Default, for Summary Judgment, anda

Page 2 of 6



The Supreme Court of South Carolina

DANIEL E. SHEAROUSE POST OFFICE BOX 11330
CLERK OF COURT COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA
29211
BRENDA F. SHEALY 1231 GERVAIS STREET
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1080
FAX: (803) 734-1499
www.sccourts.org

November 14, 2013

Mr. Lonnie Geter, 288401
Perry Correctional Institution
430 Oaklawn Road

Pelzer SC 29669

Re: Lonnie Geter v. State
Appellate Case No. 2013-002215.

Dear Mr. Geter:

This Court has received your explanation under Rule 243(c) of the South Carolina
Appellate Court Rules (SCACR). In this explanation, you assert, in part, that you
are entitled to a belated direct appeal from your guilty plea in 1991-GS-42-03059
and from your plea of nolo contendere in 1998-GS-42-02304 under White v. State,
263 S.C. 110, 208 S.E.2d 35 (1974). Such a claim is not subject to the post-
conviction relief statute of limitations. Wilson v. State, 348 S.C. 215,559 S.E.2d
581 (2002). '

I do not, however, see where this issue was ruled on by the PCR judge in either the
conditional order of dismissal or the final order. Therefore, I ask that you please
provide this Court with a copy of the documents showing that this issue was both
raised to and ruled on by the PCR judge. :

Further, in an appeal from a guilty plea or nolo plea, you would have to "provide
an explanation showing that there is an issue which can be reviewed on appeal.
This explanation should identify the issue(s) to be raised on appeal and the factual




basis for the issue(s) including how the issue(s) was raised below and the ruling of
the lower court on that issue(s). If an issue was not raised to and ruled on by the
lower court, the explanation shall include argument and citation to legal authority
showing how this issue can be reviewed on appeal.” Rule 203(d)(1)(B), SCACR
(explanation required when an appeal is taken from a guilty plea, Alford plea, or
plea of nolo contendere).

Therefore, I ask that you please provide an explanation for an appeal from your
guilty plea and an explanation for an appeal from your plea of nolo contendere.
Please provide a separate explanation for each plea.

The requested documents and explanations should be provided to this Court within
twenty (20) days of the date of this letter.

Very truly yours,

CLERK

cc:  Suzanne H. White, Esquire
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INDICTMENT
)
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG )

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on 9T 03 Z[mthe Grand Jurors of

Spartanburg County present upon their oath:

BURGLARY, FIRST DEGREE
(DWELLING)

That Lonnie Geter did in Spartanburg County on or about September
23, 2002, wilfully and intentionally enter the dwelling belonging to Myrle
Miller at 7632 Lone Oak Road, Spartanburg, SC, without consent and with
the intent to commit a crime therein, and while in the dwelling, he did cause
physical injuries to Myrle Miller, in violation of Section 16-11-0311 of THE
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

T R000.

ASSISTANT SOLICITOR

made and“provided.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA INDICTMENT

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on NOV D7 2002 . the Grand Jurors of

Spartanburg County present upon their oath:

BURGLARY, FIRST DEGREE
(DWELLING)

The Defendant, Lonnie Geter, did in Spartanburg County, on or about
September 23, 2002, wilfully and unlawfully enter the dwelling of Myrle
Miller located at 7632 Lone Oak, Rd, Spartanburg, South Carolina without
consent and with the intent to commit a crime therein, and when, in
effecting entry or while in the dwelling or in immediate flight, he or another
participant in the crime either displays what appears to be a knife or pistol,
revolver, rifle, shotgun or other firearm, and/or uses or threatens the use of
a dangerous instrument and/or is armed with a deadly weapon or
explosive; and/or the entering or remaining occurs in the nighttime; and/or
causes physical injury to a person who is not a participant in the crime;
and/or the defendant has (2) tvvd or more prior convictions for Burglary

and/or housebreaking in violation of Section 16-11-311, Code of Laws of

South Carolina (1976, as amended).
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Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statuie in such

case made and provided. //{(/R/L m
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ASSISTANT SOLICITOR
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INDICTMENT FOR BURGLARY

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
S ) "7 . (BUILDING)
COUNTY OF___Spartanburg ) T
. At a Court of General Sessions, convened on__ APR 3 0 1998 ,
Spartanburg '

the Grand Jurors of - County present upon their oath:

COUNT ONE — BURGLARY IN THE SECOND DEGREE
' (BUILDING)

That Lonnie Geter

did in Spartanburg County on or about January_ 25, 1998 ,

~ willfully and unlawfully enter without consent and with the intent to commit a crime therein, a building,

to wit: The Southside Baptist Church, 316 South Church Street, Spartanburg,

- ®

' “South Carolina, .

a_qd the defendant _did enter the Southside Baptist Church in the nighttime.

COUNT TWO — BURGLARY IN THE THIRD DEGREE
(BUILDING)

That

" did in County on or about ,

willfully and unlawfully enter without consent and with intent to commit a crime therein a building,

.to_wit:

provided.
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INDICTMENT FOR BURGLARY

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

) (BUILDING)
COUNTY OF___Spartanburg - : ) ) )
' - AUG 01 1991
At a Court of General Sessions, convened on ,
the Grand Jurbrs of Spartanburg » County present upon their oath:

A":I‘-hélt . Lonnie Geter

did in . Spartanburg Cdﬁnty on (;f about_ November 3, 1990

wfllfully and unlawfully enter without corﬁsent and with the intent tcj commit a crime therein, a building,

.to:-‘wit: : ‘:Battéry Specialists

'~

and the 'defendnamt' did -enter the Battery Specialists in the nig-httim,e;

COUNT TWO — BURGLARY IN THE THIRD DEGREE

(BUILDING)
That -
: di_dAin ' .~ County on or 'abc.J:u't B __ ,

willfully and unlawfully enter wi't'ho‘u't'"éoﬁsént and with intent to commit a crime therein a building,

to wit: ' i

Against the peace and dignity of the Stéte,'

and cém_trary to the statute in such case made and_w

provided.

SOLICITOR




