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STATEMENT OF ISSUE ON APPEAL

Whether the trial court abused its discretion by failing to properly consider appellant’s
mitigation or provide sufficient reasoning underlying its sentencing decision and its decision to

fully revoke appellant’s probation?





STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Appellant was indicted at the August 2025 term of the Bamberg County grand jury for
two counts of attempted murder. R. 3-6. At his June 25, 2025, plea hearing appellant was
represented by Wallis Alves and David W. Miller represented the state. R. 20. Judge Walton J.
McLeod IV, imposed an 18 year sentence as to one count of attempted murder and a 10 year
sentence as to the second count of attempted murder, set to run concurrently. R. 42, 1. 9-13.
Judge Mcl.eod also revoked appellant’s probation in full, set to run concurrent to the 18-year
total sentence. R. 42, Il. 14-17. Appellant then filed a notice of appeal and a Rule 203(b)
explanation wherein appellant’s plea counsel stated she did not have a good faith basis to believe
any issues were properly before the Court of Appeals and no motion to reconsider the sentence
was filed. R. 45-50. On July 10, 2025, the South Carolina Court of Appeals allowed the appeal
to proceed. R. 51.

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. 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.” Inre M B.H., 387 S.C. 323, 326, 692 S.E.2d 541, 542 (2010).

This Court reviews the trial court’s decision whether to revoke probation for abuse of
discretion, State v. Miller, 122 S.C. 468, 474-75, 115 S.E. 742, 745 (1923). “The trial court
must determine whether the state has presented sufficient evidence to establish that a probationer
has violated the conditions of his probation.” State v. Allen, 370 S.C. 88, 94, 634 S.E.2d 653,
655 (2006). “While probation is a matter of grace, the probationer is entitled to fair treatment and
is not to be made the victim of whim or caprice.” Id. at 94, 634 S.E.2d at 655-56 (quoting State

v. White, 218 S.C. 130, 136, 61 S.E.2d 754, 756 (1950)).





ARGUMENT

The trial court abused its discretion by failing to properly consider appellant’s mitigation
or provide sufficient reasoning underlying its sentencing decision and its decision to fully revoke

appeliant’s probation.

Relevant facts

2023 plea hearing

On October 19, 2023, a plea hearing was held before the Honorable Courtney Clyburn
Pope, concerning a prior stalking charge in Bambery County. R. 7. Wallis Alves represented
appellant and Leigh B. Staggs represented the state. R. 7. The state requested a five year
sentence suspended on five years’ probation, no contact with the complainant, and a permanent
restraining order. R. 12, 1. 15-17. The plea court accepted appellant’s guilty plea. R. 13,1l. 1-4.
The plea court thus imposed a five year sentence suspended on a five-year probationary
sentence, with credit for 205 days’ time served. R. 15, 1l 3-6. The plea court also ordered that
appellant would have no contact with the complainant and signed the permanent restraining
order. R. 15, 11. 7-9.
2025 plea hearing

On June 25, 2025, a plea hearing was held before the Honorable Walton J. McLeod, IV.
R. 20. Wallis Alves represented appellant and David W. Miller represented the state. R. 20.
The state noted that appellant was pleading guilty to two attempted murder charges but would
enter a plea pursuant to North Carolina v. Alford, 400 U.S. 25 (1970), for the indictment ending
in-138. R, 22, 1L. 5-10. The plea court confirmed that there was a negotiated cap of 20 years on
these charges. R. 22, 1l. 23-24. The state provided the facts underlying the offenses. R. 24, 1. 21

—26,1.14;26,1.24 - 29,1. 9. Appellant agreed with the state’s recitation of the facts. R. 29, 11





10-14. Appellant plead guilty to the attempted murder indictment ending in -137 and entered a
plea pursuant to Alford on the second attempted murder indictment ending in -138. R.29,1. 15—
30, 1. 20. The plea court accepted appellant’s pleas as voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently
made with a substantial factual basis for the pleas. R. 30, Il. 21-25.

The plea court then addressed the outstanding probation violation. Defense counsel
acknowledged that appellant had a probation violation. R. 31, 1. 13-15. The probation agent
explained that he did not have any paperwork for the court but provided that appellant was
sentenced to five years suspended on five years’ probation for stalking. R. 31, 1. 21-25. The
probation agent asked that any revocation run concurrently with the active time he would receive
on these charges. R. 32,11 1-6.

Plea counsel articulated to the court that appellant and the complainant from the stalking
charge shared a child whom he had visited, maintained a relationship with, and saw while he was
on probation. R. 32, 1. 10-17. Counsel also noted that appellant had a child born while he was
incarcerated that he had not had contact with. R. 32, Il. 14-15. As to the second attempted
murder charge, plea counsel argued that while appellant admitted that he shot, he maintained he
shot one time in self-defense because he was scared Clarence Martino was shooting at him. R.
34, 11. 1-9. Counsel continued that appellant entered an Alford plea because he asserted that he
only shot in response to Martino shooting at him for which appellant did receive medical
treatment. R. 34, 1l. 10-13. Plea counsel also explained that appellant was 26 years old and his
mother wanted plea counsel to communicate to the court that she loved her son and supported
him. R.36,1. 18 —37, 1. 5. Counsel requested a ten-year sentence for the charges with 564 days

of credit. R. 37, 11. 6-7.





Complainant addressed the court and stated that she was the mother of appellant’s baby.
R. 37, 1l. 12-13. She acknowledged that she and appellant had their problems but explained they
got over it for the sake of their child. R. 37, 1l. 13-14. She stated that appellant was a good
father and asked the court to take that into consideration. R. 37, ll. 14-16. She concluded by
reminding the court that appellant had two kids looking up to him. R. 37, 11. 16-17.

The state provided appellant’s prior record. R. 37,1.22 — 38, 1. 7. The state argued that
appellant needed to go to prison for “a whole lot longer than ten years.” R. 39, 1l. 2-3. The state
requested that the plea court impose a 20-year sentence. R. 39, 11. 3-6.

Plea counsel provided the plea court with a letter from Sergeant Bennett, a jailer at the
Colleton County jail where appellant had been housed, that expressed appellant had been polite,
well-behaved, well-disciplined, helpful, and supportive during his incarceration. R. 39, 1. 21 —
40, 1. 8. Counsel asked the court to take the letter into consideration. R. 40, 1. 8-9. Appellant
then addressed the court, took full accountability, and apologized. R. 40, 1. 13 —22, 1. 10.

The plea court explained it heard the factual allegations from the December 9, 2023,
incident. R. 41, Il 13-14. The court noted that appellant had opportunities and listed his YOA
sentence in 2019 and two probationary sentences he received in 2021 and 2023. R. 41, Il 15-19.
The court stated that it hoped when appellant completed his sentence that “we don’t see you
again like this.” R. 42, 1L. 3-4. The court continued that it knew appellant wanted to be a dad but
explained he would have “an opportunity at the end of this to live a better life.” R. 42, 11. 5-8.
The court then imposed an 18-year sentence as to the attempted murder indictment ending in
-137 and a 10-year sentence as to the attempted murder indictment ending in -138, set to run
concurrently. R. 42, 1. 9-12. Plea counsel inquired about probation and the court responded

“[plrobation revoked in full, terminate.” R. 42, 1. 14-15. The court confirmed it would run





concurrently. R. 42, 1. 16-17. Plea counsel did not object to the court’s sentence or its full
revocation of appellant’s probation.

Discussion

“A sentence is not excessive if it is within statutory limitations and there are no facts
supporting an allegation of prejudice against a defendant.” Brooks v. State, 325 8.C. 269, 272,
481 S.E.2d 712, 712 (1997). Moreover, “[a]t sentencing, a judge has an obligation to consider
information material to punishment.” Hayden v. State, 283 S.C. 121, 123, 322 SE.2d 14, 15
(1984). “A sentencing judge may appropriately conduct an inquiry broad in scope, largely
unlimited as to either the kind of information he may consider, or the source from which it may
come.” Id. (citing United States v. Tucker, 404 U.S. 443, 92 S. Ct. 589 (1972) (internal quotation
marks omitted).

A probationer may only be revoked if the revocation is “[predicated] [sic] upon an
evidentiary showing of fact tending to establish violation of the conditions.” White,
218 S.C. at 135, 61 S.E.2d at 756. A judicial determination that lacks evidentiary support is
“arbitrary and capricious,” and cannot be the basis for a probation revocation. Id.; State v.
Hamilton, 333 S.C. 642, 647, 511 S.E.2d 94, 96 (Ct. App. 1999). When a probation court’s
ruling rests on factual conclusions, a ruling without evidentiary support constitutes an abuse of
discretion. Allen, 370 S.C. at 94, 634 S.E.2d at 656. Moreover, whether a lower court abused its
discretion when revoking probation “must be determined in accordance with principles
governing exercise of judicial discretion, which implies conscientious judgment, not arbitrary
action, takes account of law and particular circumstances, and is directed by judge’s reason and
conscience ot just result.” State v. Lee, 350 S.C. 125, 130, 564 S.E.2d 372, 375 (Ct. App. 2002)

(citing White, 218 S.C. at 130, 61 S.E.2d at 754).





In appellant’s case, the plea court abused its discretion by failing to consider mitigation
evidence presented on behalf of appellant during his plea hearing. Specifically, the court did not
adequately consider complainant’s testimony that appellant was a good father, which she
expressly asked the court to consider, and the court did not consider the letter from Sergeant
Bennet attesting to appellant’s well-disciplined and helpful behavior while he was in pretrial
detention. R. 37,1l. 14-17; R. 39, 1. 21 — 40, 1. 8. Although the plea court heard the recitation of
facts underlying appellant’s guilty pleas, allocutions, and arguments of counsel during the plea
proceeding, the plea court failed to address the mitigation presented on its behalf when crafting
appellant’s sentence. R. 41,1, 15—42,1. 12. In failing to do so, the plea court failed to consider
information that was material to appellant’s punishment. Hayden, 283 S.C. at 123, 322 S.E.2d at
15. Therefore, because the plea court did not sufficiently articulate the reasoning underlying its
sentencing decision or indicate that it considered appellant’s mitigation evidence, the plea court
abused its discretion. See State v. Hawes, 411 S.C. 188, 191, 767 S.E.2d 707, 708 (2015) (“A
failure to exercise discretion amounts to an abuse of that discretion.”); In re M.B.H., 387 S.C. at
326, 692 S.E.2d at 542.

Likewise, the lower court abused its discretion by provoking appellant’s probation in full
without any explanation or consideration of the mitigating circumstances presented to the court.
Although defense counsel acknowledged that appellant had violated probation, R. 31, 11. 13-15,
the probation agent did not provide the court with any documentation regarding the alleged
probation violation, R. 31, 1l. 21-25. In ruling on the probation issue, the lower court merely
stated “[p]robation revoked in full, terminate,” and determined it would run concurrently to the
total 18-year sentence on the guilty pleas consistent with the probation agent’s recommendation.

R. 31, 11. 1-6; R.42, 1L. 14-17. The lower court did not articulate a basis for the facts supporting





revocation nor did the court consider the statement from complainant, the complainant from the
underlying stalking charge the probation revocation originated from, that appellant was a good
father, and thus, abused its discretion by revoking appellant’s probation in full absent any
explanation for its decision. Allen, 370 S.C. at 94, 634 S.E.2d at 656; Lee, 350 S.C. at 130,

564 S.E.2d at 375; White, 218 S.C. at 130, 61 S.E.2d at 754; see also R. 42, 11. 14-17.





CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing argument, appellant respectfully requests this Court to reverse his
convictions, sentence, and order revoking appellant’s probation, and this case should be
remanded to the Court of General Sessions of Bamberg for resentencing and a new revocation

hearing.

Pt Ui Pt

Molly M. Kgggan U
Appellate Defender

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT

This 24th day of June, 2026.
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Counsel for Jaquan Jones states:

1. She is Appellate Defender for the South Carolina Office of Appellate Defense,
and was appointed to represent appellant.

2. She has reviewed the record of appellant’s plea hearing before Judge Walton J.
Mcleod, Iv, which was held on June 25, 2025, and, in her opinion, the appeal is without
legal merit sufficient to warrant a new trial.

3. She has, pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S. Ct. 1396 (1967),
briefed an arguable legal issue which arose during the course of the trial.

Wherefore, she asks the Court to relieve her as counsel for Jaquan Jones.

Respectfully Submitted,
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Appellate Defender
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INCLUDED IN RECORD ON APPEAL

Appellant proposes the following be included in the Record on Appeal:

(1) True-billed indictment(s): 2023-GS-0500095, 2025-GS-0500137, 2025-GS-
0500138;

(2) Entire plea hearing dated October 19, 2023;

(3) Permanent restraining order dated October 19, 2023;

(4) Entire plea hearing dated June 25, 2025;

(5) Probation revocation order dated June 25, 2025;

(6) Notice of appeal;

(7) Rule 203(b) explanation;

(8) Allowed to proceed letter dated July 10, 2025.

I certify that this designation contains no matter which is irrelevant to this appeal.

South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense
Division of Appellate Defense

PO Box 11589

Columbia, SC 29211-1589

(803) 734-1330

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT
This 24th day of June, 2026.
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The undersigned certifies that to the best of my ability this Anders Brief of Appellant
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Supreme Court entitled “Revised Order Concerning Personal Identifying Information and Other
Sensitive Information in Appellate Court Filings.”
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Appellate Defender
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ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INDICTMENT FOR
) STALKING
COUNTY OF BAMBERG )
) § 16-03-1730(A)

Ata Cod:-rt of General Sessions, convened on NOVEMBER 2023, the Grand Jurors
of Bamberg County present upon their oath:

That Jaﬁuan Patrick Anthony Jones did in Bamberg County on or hetween the
dates of Janua‘ry 1, 2023 and March 28, 2023 commit the- crime of Stalking in that the
Defendant, Jaguan Patrick Anthony Jones, did intentionally through a pattern of words
and/or conduct intend to cause and did cause the victim, and would
cause a reasonable person in position to fear: (1) Death of her
person; and/or;(2) assault upon her person or member of her family; and/or (3) bodily
injury to her pe{rson or member of her family. All in violation of §16-3-1730 (A), Code of

Laws of South-Carolina (1978), as amended.

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made and

provided.






WITNESSES

Stale Law Enforcemant Divislon

David H Owen, il - State Law Enforcamant Divist

DOCKET NO. 2025GS0510137

The State of South Carolina
County of Bamberg

BAMBERG MAGISTRATE COURT

AUGUST TERM 2025
Law Enforcemsnt Case #: 31-23-01%4
DWM THE STATE
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER Vs
2023A0510100211 JAQUAN PATRICK ANTHONY
JONES
ACTION OF GRAND JURY
CDR : 3410

Foraperson of Grand Jury
Date: August 28, 2025

VERDICT

indictment Far
Attempted Murdar

5C Code: §16-3-29

Foreperson of Patlt Jury
Date:

Bill Weoeks, Soliciter






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA g INDICTMENT FOR
COUNTY OF BAMBERG ) Attempted Murder
§16-3-29

At a term of the Bamberg County Grand Jury convened on August 28, 2025, the Grand Jurors of
Bamberg County present upon thelr oath:

That JAQUAN PATRICK ANTHQNY JONES did, in Bamberg County, South Carolina, an or about
December 9, 2023, with intent to kill and with malice aforethought, attempt to willfully kil Shanasia
Monae ingram, to wit: shooting her in the face with a handgun, all in violation of Section 16-3-29, of
the 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.

%\om

BIll Weeks, Solicitor
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WITNESSES

Bamberg Police Departmant

lam J St

DOCKET NO. 2025GS0500138

The State of South Carolina
County of Bamberg

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

AUGUST TERM 2025

Law Enforcament Case #: BPD 23-857
DWM THE STATE
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER vs
2023A0520100274 JAQUAN PATRICK ANTHONY
JONES
ACTION OF GRAND JURY
CDR: 3410

Faraporson of Grand Jury
Dats:AEgust 28, 2025

VERDICT

Indictment For
Attempted Murder

8C Code: §18-3-29

Fareperson of Pelif Jury
Date:

Bill Weeks, Solicitor






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
COUNTY OF BAMBERG

INDICTMENT FOR
)

Attempted Murder

§16-3-29
At a term of the Bamberg Gounty Grand Jury convened on August 28, 2025, the Grand Jurors of
Bamberg County present upan their oath:

That JAQUAN PATRICK ANTHONY JONES did, in Bamberg County, South Caralina, on or about
amended.

provided.

December 9, 2023, with Intent to kill and with malice aforethought, attempt to willfully kill Clarence
Donald Martino, Jr, all in violation of Section 16-3-29, of the South Carolina Code of Laws (1976), as

Agalnst the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made and

Bill Weeks, Solicitor
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

COUNTY OF BAMBERG 2023-GS-05-00095

—_— Y — — — — — — — — — ~— ~— ~—

THE STATE,

PLAINTIFF,
vs. TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD
JAQUAN JONES,

DEFENDANT.

~

October 19, 2023
Barnwell, South Carolina

BETEFORE:

THE HONORABLE COURTNEY CLYBURN-POPE, JUDGE.

A PPEARANTCE S:

LEIGH B. STAGGS, ESQ.
Attorney for the Plaintiff

WALLIS ALVES, ESQ.
Attorney for the Defendant

PENNY M. JOHNSON
Court Reporter ITII
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(There were no witnesses called.)

EXHIBTITS

(There were no exhibits submitted.)
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PROCEEDTINGS

JAQUAN JONES,

after being duly sworn, testified as follows:

MS. STAGGS: Your Honor, before you is Jaquan Jones.

He is charged under indictment 2023-GS-05-00095 out of
Bamberg County with stalking. It is my understanding he was
to waive presentment and venue to enter a guilty plea to
that indictment today.

Your Honor, after my discussion with the victim, the
State's recommendation is five years suspended to five years
of probation. We would ask for no contact as a condition of
probation as well as for Your Honor to sign the permanent
restraining order that I passed up.

THE COURT: Thank you, Madam Solicitor.

Ms. Alves, have you explained to your client the nature
of the charges, possible penalties and his Constitutional
rights?

MS. ALVES: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you believe that he's understood?

MS. ALVES: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Are you in agreement with his decision to
plea guilty?

MS. ALVES: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Jones, have you had any illegal drugs

or alcohol within the last five days?
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THE DEFENDANT: No, ma'am.
THE COURT: Excuse me, three days?

THE DEFENDANT: No, ma'am.

THE COURT: Mr. Jones, have you had enough time to

speak with your attorney?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Are you totally and completely satisfied

with her representation of you?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Do you have any more questions for Ms.

Alves?

THE DEFENDANT: No, ma'am.

THE COURT: Has anyone forced you or promised you

anything in order to take this plea today?

THE DEFENDANT: No, ma'am.

THE COURT: Are you pleading guilty to this charge

because you are gquilty?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Hold on just one second, Mr.

Madam Solicitor, may I have the facts of
please?

MS. STAGGS: Thank you, Your Honor. May
Court.

This incident started in January of this

through March, which was the final incident.

Jones.

the case,

it please the

year and went

In March of
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this year at the Pizza Hut in Bamberg in Bamberg County, law
enforcement was dispatched due to somebody harassing an
employee there. Police were advised of the suspect's
clothing and they saw him leaving the Pizza Hut area. They
confronted him and saw that he was dumping something in the
trash can as he walked. They located nine millimeter rounds
in the trash can and went back and walked the path where he
had gone and found a handgun on the ground. He was arrested
on a weapons charge. That charge is being dismissed as part
of this plea.

They went back and talked to the victim at the Pizza
Hut. She works there. She shares a child with the
Defendant. They talked to the manager, who told them that
the Defendant was there talking to someone else, staring the
victim down. He was supposed to be on trespass notice. I,
actually, don't believe that as of that date that trespass
notice had been served on him yet, Judge, but they had
requested it.

The manager said she had called the police on him
before because he had been there threatening to kill the
victim, who's a Pizza Hut employee and they asked for a
trespass notice. She said that today, he didn't make
threats, but came into the restaurant and stood there
purposefully to make the victim uncomfortable.

The victim, again, asked about a restraining order.
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She told law enforcement that he had been texting her from a
Text Now number, but she knew it was him because he
expressly mentioned their son. She provided the messages to
law enforcement. He threatens to kill her in the same
message that he mentions their son.

There are two prior incidents in January that are
similar to this, Your Honor, therefore, establishing a
pattern, I think, and then the threats make this a stalking.
I think there are, at least, three incidents which I think
is sufficient to establish that pattern.

He does have a prior record, Your Honor. In 2019,
aggravated breach of the peace, a 2020 pointing and
presenting and 2021, unlawful carrying and possession of a
schedule one narcotic.

Judge, like I said, the State ask for five years
suspended to five years probation, no contact with the
victim and that permanent restraining order. The victim did
not want to be present today, but she indicated to me that
she does not want to have contact with the Defendant. She
is afraid of him and would ask Your Honor to sign that
permanent restraining order. They do share a child, but
it's my understanding from her that he doesn't have legal
rights to that child, so that's just something they'll have
to work out in Family Court.

THE COURT: Thank you, Madam Solicitor.
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Mr. Jones, how do you wish to plea, sir?

THE DEFENDANT: Guilty.

THE COURT: All right. 1I'll accept that plea and find
it's been done so freely and voluntarily.

Ms. Alves.

MS. ALVES: Your Honor, may it please the Court. Mr.
Jones is 24 years old and he does, as the Solicitor stated,
share a child with Ms. Anderson. A lot of their disputes
have come about as a result of that child. His mother says
that she has been able to get visitation with the child from
Ms. Anderson, so I would just -- I talked to my client about
what the permanent restraining order would be and what it
would mean. He understands he would have to go to Family
Court in order to establish some type of legal visitation
schedule. It appears for right now that his mother has been
able to coordinate with the mother, at least, to get
visitation, so that might work for them up until the point
that a Family Court order is established.

I don't what she means by legal rights to the child,
but he has been the father of the child. She has
acknowledged him as the father of the child. And that's
what a lot of their dispute has been about, unfortunately.
Because after seeing the child and allowing him to maintain
his contact with the child, it's unfortunate that their

relationship came to this point, but that's where we are.
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I just note that on the day in question, as the
Solicitor stated, there was no trespass order in place at
that point. There is one now. He knows he's not supposed
to go back to the Pizza Hut. That's the location where she
was working.

I would note on the day in question that he was
arrested, nobody knew that he had a gun. He didn't threaten
anybody with a gun, he didn't wave the gun, he just had it
-—- well, the police say they found it when he was walking
away from the Pizza Hut when they came there. So he wasn't
there threatening anybody. He was, in fact, talking to
another female, who works at the Pizza Hut. But he
understands based on that trespass order he's not supposed
to come back there. He understands what all this means.
I've given him some information to assist him in hopefully
getting his father's rights, but he knows he's not to have
any contact with his former girlfriend at this point.

Mr. Jones has been in jail for 205 days as of today. I
would ask Your Honor to allow him the time served and
probationary sentence as recommended by the solicitor.

THE COURT: Mr. Jones, you understand that when you
plead guilty, you're giving up your right to a jury trial?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: You, also, understand that if you wish to

appeal this plea for any reason, you have to contact Ms.
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Alves within ten days of today?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Mr. Jones, I am going to take the State's
recommendation and sentence you to five years, that will be
suspended to a five-year probationary sentence. You'll get
credit for the 205 days. You will be subject to random drug
and alcohol testing. You're to have no contact with the
victim. I've, also, signed the permanent restraining order.
You will receive a copy of that as well.

Good luck to you, Mr. Jones.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.
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CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

COUNTY OF BAMBERG )

I, PENNY M. JOHNSON, Official Court Reporter for the
Second Judicial Circuit of the State of South Carolina, do
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate, and
complete Transcript of Record of the proceedings had and the
evidence introduced in the hearing of the captioned case,
relative to appeal, in the Court of General Sessions for
Barnwell County, South Carolina, on the 19th day of October,
2023.

I do further certify that I am neither of kin, counsel,

nor interest to any party hereto.

February 1, 2026

Pense Wt Oetnasn

Penny M. gbhnson/
Official Court Reporter
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
) THE 2nd JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF BAMBERG )
) CASE Ne.: 2022-GS-05-00095
Complainant [y
COMPLAINANT(S) ) PERMANENT RESTRAINING ORDER
)
vs, ) ™
) A
[ JAQUAN PATRICK ANTHONY JONES 1 :
RESPONDENT(S). } !
RESPONDENT IDENTIFIERS -
SEX * RACE * DOB* HEIGHT-.
M B HazEae ~3'8
WEIGHT HAIR EYES STATE
And/or on behalf of minor family member(s) or 180 BLACK BROWN sC
_Other protected persons: (L ist name)
Complainant Relationship to Complainant: VICTIM
Respondent's Address
CAUTION; *Indicates required information for entry fnto NCIC
[_] Weapon Involved (] Weapon Present on Respondent's Property [ Access to weapons
THE COURT HEREBY FINDS:

That it has jurisdiction over the parties and subject matter.
Respondent has been provided with reasonable notice and opportunity to be heard,
Additional findings of this order are as set forth below.

THE COURT HEREBY ORDERS;
(X That the above named Respondent be restrained from committing further acts of abuse or threats of abuse,
(X That the above named Respondent be restrained from any contact with the Protected Person as set forth on the
attached pages.

The terms of the this order shall be effective until | INDEFINITELY I, ] I .

WARNINGS TO RESPONDENT:

This order shalf be enforced in any county of South Carolina and by the courts of any state, District of
Columbia, any U. S. Territory, and may be eaforced by Tribal Lands (18 U.S.C. Section 2265). Crossing state,
territorial, or tribal boundaries to violate this order may result in federal imprisonment (18 U.S.C, Section 2262).

State and federal law provides penalties for possessing, transporting, shipping, or receiving any firearm or
ammuaition (18 U.5,C, Section 922).

Only the Court can change this order.

For Additional Information Call:
803-245-3011 Sheril¥ 803-245-3025 Clerk of Court

Phone Number Phone Number

SCCA 292G (June 2015) Page | of 3
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The Court held a hearing on October 19, 2019, After hearing the evidence, and examining the supporting
documentation, the Court has determined that the Complainant has/ has not proved by a preponderance of evidence

the need for iasuance of & Permanent Restraining Order,

The Court makes the following finding of fact: (Check all that apply)
X 1. The Complainant resides in BAMBERG County, SC (State),

>4 2. The Respondent lives at 48 Terry Lane, Williston, SC 29812 (Street Address) which is in BARNWELL
County, SC (State).

[0 3. TheRespondent is employed at which fs located at
O 4. The Respondent is a nonresident of this state or cannot be found,
4

5. The Respondent:
B was convicted of a criminal offense {as defined in SC Code Ann. § 16-3-1900(3)) for which the victim
was the subject of the crime.
[] was convicted of a criminal offense {as defined in SC Code Ann, § 16-3-1900(3)) for which the witness
assisted the prosecuting entity/agency.

X 6. The conviction took place on this date October 19, 2023 in the Bamberg County General Sessions court,
The prosecuting entity/agency was 2™ Circuit Solicitor's Office,
The qualifying conviction was; Stalking.

] 7. A restraining order has expired, is set to expire, or is not available and the common pleas court is not in
session for the complainant to obtain a permanent restraining order.

IT 18 THEREFORE, ORDERED THAT (Check all that apply):

A. The Respondent s restrained, prohibited and forbidden from abusing, threatening to abuse, or molesting the
Complainant or members of Complaint’s family,

B. The Respondent is restrained, prohibited and forbidden from entering or attempting to enter the Complainant's
place of residence, employment, or education,

B C.  The Respondent is restrained, prohibited and forbidden from communicating or attempting to communicate with
the Complainant or members of the Complaint's family in any way that would violate Section 16-3-1910.

D, Federal Firearms Prohibition, pursuant to 18 U.8.C § 922,
I, Does this Order protect an intimate partner, a child of an intimate partner, or a child ofthe  [_] YES I NO

respondent?
2. Did the person restrained have actual notice and an opportunity to participate in the hearing? B YES [] NO
3. Does the Order find the restrained person a credible threat or explicitly prohibit the use, B YES (] NO

attempted use, or threatened use of physical force?

BJE. A copy of this Order shall be served on the following law enforcernent agencies:

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. Y
Entered at 2 {5 @n October 19, 2023, Q/\‘ "LQ//\,_. C (’D

Citenit Court Jidpe

SCCA 292G (June 2015) Page 2 of 3
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VIOLATION OF THIS ORDER IS A FELONY CRIMINAL OFFENSE PUNISHABLE BY UP TO FIVE
YEARS IN PRISON,

TO LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS:

Pursuant to 5.C. Code Ann. § 16-3-1910, notwithstanding any other provision of law, the terms of this QOrder are
enforceavle throughout this State, Law enforcement officers shall arrest a respondent who acts in viotation of this Order
after service and notice of the Order have been provided. A respondent who is in violation of a permanent restraining
order is guilty of a felony, if the underlying conviction that was the basis for the permanent restraining order was a
felony and, upon conviction, must be imprisoned not more than five years, 1f the underlying conviction that was the
basis for the permanent restraining order was & misdemeanor, a respondent who is in viclation of an permanent
restraining order is guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction, must be fined not more than two thousand dollars or
imprisoned not more than three years, or both.

COPY GIVEN TO COMPLAINANT BY /4 4// gfnitials) ~ COPY GIVEN TO RESPONDENT BY é}/g (jnitials)

SCCA 2920 {June 2015} Page 3 of 3
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
2025-GS-05-00138
2025-GS-05-00137

COUNTY OF BAMBERG

THE STATE,
PLAINTIFF,
vs. TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD

JAQUAN P. A. JONES,
DEFENDANT.

—_— Y — — — — — — — — — ~— ~— ~—

~

June 25, 2025
Barnwell, South Carolina

BETEFORE:

THE HONORABLE WALTON J. MCLEOD, IV, JUDGE.

A PPEARANTCE S:

DAVID W. MILLER, ESQ.
Attorney for the Plaintiff

WALLIS ALVES, ESQ.
Attorney for the Defendant

PENNY M. JOHNSON
Court Reporter ITII
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(There were no witnesses called.)

EXHIBTITS

(There were no exhibits submitted.)
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PROCEEDTINGS

JAQUAN JONES,

after being duly sworn, testified as follows:

THE COURT: All right. Solicitor.

MR. MILLER: Your Honor, before the Court is Jaquan
Jones. He is here today waiving presentment and pleading
guilty to the two Bamberg County indictments that have been
handed up to the Court. On the indictment ending in 138,
which is an indictment for attempted murder, the Defendant
is entering a plea under North Carolina vs. Alford.

THE COURT: All right. Ms. Alves, you've discussed
this case with your client?

MS. ALVES: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: He's aware of the nature of the charges and
potential punishment?

MS. ALVES: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And he's indicated a desire to enter both
pleas today?

MS. ALVES: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And you believe that's in his best
interest?

MS. ALVES: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And there is a negotiated cap of 20?2

MS. ALVES: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Mr. Jones, good morning.
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THE DEFENDANT: Good morning, sir.

THE COURT: The charge of attempted murder carries a
potential sentence of up to 30 years.

Do you understand that?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: You understand you have a right to remain
silent, but you give up that right in order to enter a plea
here today?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: You, also, have the right to a jury trial
where an attorney could assert defenses on your behalf and
confront the State's witnesses and the State would have to
prove their case against you beyond a reasonable doubt. By
entering a plea here today, you're giving up your jury trial
rights?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: You, also, have a right to have these
indictments presented to the Bamberg County Grand Jury, but
by entering a plea here today, you're giving up that right?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ms. Alves, are y'all waiving venue to have
this Bamberg County matter heard in Barnwell today?

MS. ALVES: Yes.

THE COURT: Mr. Jones, you understand the charge of

attempted murder is a violent and most serious offense under
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South Carolina law?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: You understand it's a no-parole offense?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: You understand that if you were to get an
additional most serious conviction, you could, ultimately,
expose yourself to life in prison without parole?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Have you discussed this case with your
attorney?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Has your attorney answered all your
questions?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Are you satisfied with your attorney's
services?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Let's go ahead and go through the facts
now.

MR. MILLER: Your Honor, thank you.

On December the 9th of 2023, the South Carolina Law

Enforcement Division got a verbal request from the Bamberg

Police Department to investigate a shooting that occurred at

2269 Binniker Bridge Road in Bamberg, South Carolina. The

victim, Shenasha Ingram, sustained multiple gunshot wounds
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and had been transported to Prisma Health Richland Memorial
Hospital for treatment.

Senior Special Agent David Owen was assigned to conduct
the investigation with Special Agent Shawn Harley assisting.
When the officers arrived at the scene, they found -- the
initial officers arriving at the scene found Shenasha Ingram
lying on the living room floor crying and screaming she had
been shot in the head. She was transported to the hospital.

When SLED agents got there, they did an interview with
a witness at the scene, Mercedes Martino, and Ms. Martino
provided that she had gotten off work at the Bamberg County
Detention Center at approximately 7:00 p.m. She went to the
Pizza Hut before going home. Once at home, she realized
that she didn't have soap, so she left for the store.

Jaquan Jones was her boyfriend and he rode with her. After
leaving the store, Jones asked Martino to take him to Merk's
house. And Merk was later identified as Jonah Morale.

Once at Morale's house, Martino stayed in her vehicle
while Jones knocked on the door. Ms. Ingram, Shenasha
Ingram exited the house and she and Jones began having a
conversation on the front porch. Martino did not know what
the conversation was about, but to her, it didn't seem to be
normal.

Martino got out of her vehicle and joined Ingram and

Jones on the porch. Martino recalled Ingram asking Jones,






26

10

11

12

13

14

15

le

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

What are you reaching for? 1I've had a long day already. If
you're going to shoot me, then shoot me. Martino said that
Jones produced a gun and shot Ingram. Martino ran back to
her vehicle, as did Jones.

Once in the vehicle, Jones allegedly pointed the gun at
Martino's head and told her to drive. Martino drove Jones
to the Bamberg Villa Apartments. Jones told Martino to
wait, but she drove off and went to her friend's house where
Martino told Singleton she thought she had witnessed a
murder. Martino called her father, Clarence Martino, who
met with her and contacted law enforcement.

So that's the first attempted murder that he is
pleading guilty to, Your Honor. If we want to go through
the second separately, we can do that.

THE COURT: And the second plea is offered under North
Carolina vs. Alford?

MR. MILLER: That is correct.

THE COURT: And just to be clear, Mr. Jones, you
understand that a plea pursuant to North Carolina vs. Alford
is still a conviction on your record and doesn't change the
outcome?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Facts.

MR. MILLER: So, Your Honor, in the second case, it was

in the early morning hours, about five o'clock in the
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morning on December 9th of 2023. Officers with the Bamberg
Police Department were dispatched to the Creekside
Apartments about a shooting that was connected with a
shooting from earlier in the night.

When the officers got there, they were met at the
corner of Creekside Drive and North Street by Mr. Clarence
Martino, who stated he went there to get some of his
daughter's things so she could go stay with them. And when
he went to go upstairs to the apartment, the subject from
the earlier incident came out of his daughter's apartment
with a handgun in his hand and started shooting at them and
that the suspect was still in the apartment.

So Mr. and Mrs. Martino meet up with their daughter,
Mercedes, and she tells them what's going on and he gets her
in touch with law enforcement. He's the one that called law
enforcement. And he tells her she, obviously, can't go back
to her apartment because that's where Mr. Jones was -- oOr
where she had left Mr. Jones. So he goes over to the
apartment complex with his wife.

When he spoke to us, Your Honor, he said that as he was
walking into the stairwell area of the apartment, Mr. Jones
happened to be walking out. Mr. Jones had a gun in his hand
and that they exchanged gunfire. He, actually, hit Mr.
Jones with gunfire during the exchange. He and his wife

were standing in front of the stairs when all this occurred.
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They ran and went to their -- if you're looking at the
building, they went to their right and they were taking
cover behind the corner of the building.

They indicated -- Mr. Martino indicated that whenever
the shooting happened that Mr. Jones ran back into his
daughter's apartment. So they're standing outside this
building and they were worried that he could just open up
the window and he would be above them and be able to shoot
them. So that's why they ran into the parking lot and then
they went all the way to the stop sign to wait for the
police there. But by the time that they came back, the
Defendant was no longer in their daughter's apartment. The
Defendant had, actually, come out and gone upstairs and gone
to another apartment that was in that same -- the door was
in that same breezeway area.

Law enforcement followed the blood trail from in front
of 110, which is where the first shooting happened, to the
other apartment. And then once they got there, they
recovered the firearm and they arrested the Defendant in the
second apartment. I'l1 call it the second apartment.

That apartment was owned by -- or was rented by someone
that had a permanent restraining order against the
Defendant. So there was a charge of burglary that was
included. We are dismissing that burglary charge. But when

we contacted the victims in the case —-- the former






10

11

12

13

14

15

le

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

10 29

girlfriend was a victim, the most recent girlfriend was a
victim, the cousin, Shenasha Ingram, was a victim and Mr.
and Mrs. Martino were, also, considered victims as well. So
that's how all of the parties kind of interact with each
other.

But the second shooting incident at the apartment
complex is what he's pleading guilty under Alford for, for
shooting at Mr. Martino as he was coming out of the -- as
the Defendant was coming out of the apartment.

THE COURT: Mr. Jones, did you hear the State's
allegations?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Did you understand them?

THE DEFENDANT: Yeah, I understand, Your Honor.

THE COURT: As to the first -- indictment ending in
137, which involves Ms. Ingram, how do you plead to that
charge?

THE DEFENDANT: Guilty.

THE COURT: As to the second indictment ending in 138,
which involves Mr. Martino, do you believe the State can
produce sufficient evidence to prove your guilt of that
charge beyond a reasonable doubt and if you went to trial, a
jury would most probably find you guilty?

MR. ALVES: Just one moment, Your Honor.

(Pause.)
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THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. And you're entering this plea
pursuant to North Carolina vs. Alford?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Are you entering both of these pleas freely
and voluntarily?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Knowingly and intelligently?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Has anyone forced you, threatened you or
coerced you into pleading guilty or entering an Alford plea?

THE DEFENDANT: No, sir.

THE COURT: Other than the negotiated cap, has anyone
offered or promised you anything in exchange for entering
these pleas?

THE DEFENDANT: No, sir.

THE COURT: Okay. You've got ten days to appeal, but
you must do so in writing to this Court.

Do you understand that?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: I'll accept his pleas, find there's a
substantial factual basis for the pleas. The Defendant's
decision to enter these pleas have been freely, voluntarily,
knowingly and intelligently made. He's had the advice of

competent counsel with whom he's satisfied.
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Any victim impact?

MR. MILLER: ©No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ms. Alves.

MS. ALVES: Your Honor, may it please the Court.
Judge, I just want to clarify. When the solicitor was
talking about people who are victims, he mentioned Mercedes
Martino as a victim. She's not actually a victim in any of
these charges. She would have been the new girlfriend, who
would, actually, be a witness to the initial shooting.

The initial shooting, Mr. Jones did not go over there
intending to shoot anybody. He asked Ms. Martino -- he had
been living with Ms. Martino. I think it's relevant to go
back. I mean, he did have —-- there's no denying he had —-
you know, he was in court recently -- he does have a
probation violation.

THE COURT: Okay. Do we need to hear that today, too?

MS. ALVES: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Why don't you come up and you can tell me
about the probation violation? That way, Ms. Alves can
respond to that, too.

PROBATION AGENT: Your Honor, I'm sorry I don't have
any paperwork for you. Mr. Jones was sentenced to five
years suspended to five years probation for stalking. The

victim in the probation case is Complainant which I

believe is involved 1n this incident as well.






32

10

11

12

13

14

15

le

17

18

19

20

21

23

24

25

13

He as 205 days of credit on the probation matter. He
was sentenced by Judge Pope in Bamberg on 10/19/2023. And
he's been incarcerated for mostly the entirety of his
probation case. We would just -- probation would just ask
that any revocation would be run concurrently with whatever
active time he's going to get.

THE COURT: Very well. Thank you.

Ms. Alves.

MS. ALVES: Your Honor, may it please the Court.

Judge, Mr. Jones was living with Ms. Martino, Mercedes
Martino, in an apartment. It is across the breezeway from
where was living. He has a child in common
with an eight-year-old child in common with
her. He, also, has a child who was born while he's been
incarcerated that he's not had any contact with. But the
child that he has with he has visited with that
child. He has maintained a relationship with that child.
And he did visit with that child during the time he was out
on probation.

Judge, in this situation, Mr. Jones did ask Ms. Martino
to give him a ride over to his cousin's house. And from the
statement that she gave to SLED, the conversation was calm
and friendly at first, but then it turned into an argument
at that point. Unfortunately, it's at that point when Mr.

Jones does admit that he did shoot Ms. Ingram.
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I have not spoken to Ms. Ingram, but I've had several
people who are relatives, including their grandmother who
they share in common, who has been telling me that Ms.
Ingram doesn't -- obviously, she got shot and that was
serious. I'm not making light of the injury that she
suffered. But she has maintained that she doesn't want to
be involved with this. She doesn't want to be involved in
the prosecution. She doesn't want to cooperate with this
case. She has declined to talk to me and my investigator,
but that's the information I keep getting. 1I've asked
repeatedly to have her call me so we can see exactly what
she wants to say, but she's not involved in this case. I
would note that she didn't come to the bond hearing the
other day. She didn't come to the previous bond hearing
that we had back in December and she's not here today to
speak against Mr. Jones.

There is one person here to speak on his behalf,
- who was the victim of the case where he got
probation. She was, also, the victim of the burglary
charge. Because he did go into her house that day. So she
does want to speak to Your Honor at the appropriate time
about Mr. Jones.

Judge, in this situation, Mr. Jones tells me that after
they left Ms. Ingram's home and they went back to Ms.

Martino's house, he was in the house by himself. At some
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point, he decided to leave the house. When he was leaving
the house, that's when he met up with Mr. Clarence Martino,
who was coming up the stairs into the -- I mean, toward the
apartment. He tells me -- Mr. Jones tells me that Mr.
Martino had a gun and, actually, opened fired on him. When
he saw him, he started shooting at him. Mr. Jones, he does
admit that he shot, but he only shot one time. He shot, he
tells me, in self-defense because he was scared Mr. Martino
was shooting at him.

The reason he's pled Alford is because he's maintained
that he shot only in response to Mr. Martino shooting at
him. Mr. Martino, actually, hit Mr. Jones. Mr. Jones had
to get medical treatment.

After Mr. Martino left, Mr. Jones did run back up the
stairs. He was scared. He thought Mr. Martino would be
coming in after him. He tells me that he didn't know what
to do because Mr. Martino was out there shooting at him.
That's why he climbed -- he, ultimately, left Ms. Mercedes
Martino's apartment because that's where he went back to

after he got shot and then he found his way to Ms.
CENEN' s apartment.
Complainant had -- she tells me -- and she sent me a

text message. It's not really clear, but based on the
conversation that they had, she tells me she gave him

permission to go into her apartment. That was prior to Mr.
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Martino getting there. The conversation that she sent me,
the screen shots were just texts where he was asking where
she was and she said she was at a club, she'd be home later
and she told him that he could go home. That's what she
indicated was their language because they had been living
together before the incident where he got charged with
stalking. So he had permission to go into her apartment
from what she's telling me. And he went into the apartment
because he didn't know where else to go that was safe for
him to be.

When the police came up the -- Mr. Martino called the
police and the police arrived at the apartment complex.
They went up the stairs. They called out. When the police
called out, Mr. Jones, actually, called to the police to
tell them where he was, the exact location where he as.
They could see the blood trail going into the apartment. He
called out where he was and he gave himself up without
incident at that point. He told them that he was hurt. At
that point, he was bleeding pretty good from the gunshot
wound that he had gotten.

That's the facts of the case. And the reason he's
pleading Alford, of course, is because he maintains that he
didn't do an attempted murder to shoot Mr. Martino. He and
Mr. Martino had no issue. They hadn't even had any

conversation when Mr. Martino shot Mr. Jones.
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He understands that if he was to go to trial on these
charges that there's a real possibility, very likely that he
would get convicted because number one, the jury might
believe Mr. Martino. We would have to make motions to keep
out a lot of information that would be very negative to Mr.
Jones regarding the whole circumstances and how Mr. Martino
wound up being at the house. And he understands that that
would be judicial discretion under suppression motions to
try to keep out a lot of that and if a jury were to hear
that, it would be very likely that he would be convicted of
all these charges. If he were to be convicted at separate
incidents, he could be looking at potential LWOP. So that's
the reason why he's pleading the way he's pleading.

But as I said, he's not denying anything that happened
with Shenasha. He regrets that. This is family, after all,
and they had an argument. It's very tragic that it resulted
in her being shot.

But Mr. Jones is 26 years old. He doesn't have any
family here today because he recently had -- they had a
death in their family. His grandmother wanted to go —-- it's
his grandmother's brother. She was going to the funeral, so
his mother wanted to drive with the grandmother. Every
single time I've had Mr. Jones as a client, every hearing
that we've had in this case, his mother has been here. She

was even here Monday when -- and his grandmother was here
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Monday, but they had made plans to drive out of state today
for the funeral. So that's why they aren't able to be here.
She just wanted me to let you know that she does support and
love her son and she's just asking for the best result
possible for him.

I am asking you to consider a sentence of ten years for
these charges. He has been in jail for 564 days. And I

would, also, ask you to hear from Complainant

THE COURT: Okay.
THE COURT: Good morning.

Complainant Good morning. I am Jaquan's baby's
mother. We did have our problems, but we got over it for
the sake of our child. He is a good father to our
eight-year-old. I just ask you to take that into
consideration. He's got two kids out here that are kind of
looking up to him.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MR. MILLER: Your Honor -- if that's all from Ms.
Alves, I'm sorry.

MS. ALVES: That's all.

MR. MILLER: Prior record, in 2019, he was convicted of
aggravated breach of the peace and given a YOA suspended to
probation. Less than a year after that, he was convicted of

pointing and presenting firearms at a person and was given
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probation. He has unlawful carrying of a pistol from 2021
-— or excuse me, unlawful carrying of a weapon from February
of 2021. It does not indicate pistol. And a possession of
controlled substance. He got a 48-day-time-served sentence
on that. And then, of course, his stalking conviction from
October 19th of 2023. This incident occurred six weeks
after he got put on that probationary sentence.

There's not really an explanation for why it is that he
shot Ms. Ingram. He's offered no explanation. She and Ms.
Martino, who are the two witnesses -- and SLED talked to
her, too, and both of them don't know why he pulled out this
gun and shot her in the face other than the fact that he got
mad because he thought that she had something to somebody
about somebody else. It's completely pointless.

But he shoots the victim in the face and then the
victim starts getting heat from everybody else, don't be the
reason he goes to prison. And when we talked to her, she
was very reluctant. She did not want to get involved. And
whenever we were, basically, saying all right, well, look,
if you get subpoenaed, you have to come testify. She was
like, Well, I'm going to tell the truth. I'm going to tell
what happened. And she had already told SLED what happened.

So this -- I don't know what kind of father he is to
his kids, maybe he is a very good father to his kids. But

when he's not parenting his children, he is pulling guns on
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people, pointing guns at people, shooting people or stalking
people. And he needs to go to prison. And he needs to go
to prison for a whole lot longer than ten years. We
negotiated the cap of 20 years with the understanding Ms.
Alves would argue for less, as we always do, and we were
arguing for the 20 years.

Your Honor, this is two separate shooting incidents
separated by a matter of hours. If Mr. Martino hadn't shot
him, who's to say that Mr. Martino wouldn't have been dead
at the bottom of the stairs. But Mr. Martino shot him and
he ran back inside of the apartment instead of continuing to
shoot at Mr. Martino.

But this is not the -- these are not the actions of
somebody who was, you know, just wanted to be a good father
and take care of their kids. This is a problem. And it is
a problem in Bamberg County and it is a problem in the City
of Bamberg. Mr. Jones needs to go to prison for a
substantial amount of time.

THE COURT: Ms. Alves, anything else?

MS. ALVES: Yes, sir.

Judge, I handed this letter up to you on Monday during
the bond hearing, but I'll just hand it up again. It was
written by Sergeant Bennett, who's a jailer at the Colleton
County jail where Mr. Jones has been housed during the time

that he's been arrested on these charges.






40

10

11

12

13

14

15

le

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

21

THE COURT: And the letter is a favorable
recommendation, I assume?

MS. ALVES: Yes, sir. All I can say is I can't speak
to —— I mean, I know he's charged with serious charges, but
the person that I know, he's always been very polite to me.
I mean, obviously, he's been well-behaved and
well-disciplined in the prison and, actually, helpful and
supportive while he's been incarcerated. I just ask you to
take that into consideration.

THE COURT: And I believe you asked your client if he
wished to speak, I don't think he did.

Okay, yes, sir.

THE DEFENDANT: I really have no excuse besides the
fact I was intoxicated when I did that to my cousin. That
doesn't justify my actions. I was still wrong. And I take
full accountability. I sent my apologies. I know an
apology won't change the effect it had. I know it highly
traumatized her, but I can't change that. I know you will
hold me accountable for that today. I was really and truly
defending myself when I exited that apartment.

THE COURT: You're talking about the second case?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir. I never walked out the door
with the intention of harming Mr. Martino. I never really
met him. And when I did hear things about him, I, actually,

admired him. So I really had no reason.
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When I first met his daughter, he was the initial
person that was supposed to help me get my CDL and move
forward with my life. I never had any intentions to harm
him. It happened the way it happened. And I'm not mad
because as a father, I understand why he did what he did.
I'm not saying that it was right and I'm not saying that I
was right, but I forgive him. Hopefully, he forgives me.
And I just ask for leniency so I can be a better father. I
have been striving to improve myself since I've been
incarcerated.

THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Jones.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: So, obviously, we've heard about the
factual allegations from the incident on December 9th, 2023.
What is, frankly, just as concerning is -- what we have
here, Mr. Jones, and everyone in the courtroom, you know,
Mr. Jones has had some opportunities. A YOA sentence in
2019, a probationary sentence in 2020, a followup
probationary sentence in 2023. It just puts me in a -- it's
my job, but it's a tough position to be in because how do I
reflect accountability here? You've obviously had chances.
I mean, a YOA sentence would have allowed that breach of
peace to be wiped from your record. Probationary sentence
for pointing and presenting a firearm and a later one for

stalking allowed you to stay out of prison. I think the
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State and your attorney certainly negotiated a fair amount
of grace already by having a cap in place as part of the
negotiations. I only hope that when you do complete your
sentence and you come out, we don't see you again like this.
I know you want to be a dad. I know you're hurting because
you're going to prison. You know, you're still very young,
26 years old. You will have an opportunity at the end of
this to live a better life. I just hope you do.

The charge of attempted murder pertaining to the
shooting of Ms. Ingram is 18 years in the Department of
Corrections. On the charge of attempted murder for Mr.
Martino, that's a ten-year concurrent sentence. Credit for
564 days. That is all.

MS. ALVES: What about probation, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Probation revoked in full, terminate.

MS. ALVES: Concurrent?

THE COURT: Concurrent, of course.

MS. ALVES: Thank you, Your Honor.

(WHEREUPON, the proceedings were concluded.)
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CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

COUNTY OF AIKEN )

I, PENNY M. JOHNSON, Official Court Reporter for the
Second Judicial Circuit of the State of South Carolina, do
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate, and
complete Transcript of Record of the proceedings had and the
evidence introduced in the hearing of the captioned case,
relative to appeal, in the Court of General Sessions for
Barnwell County, South Carolina, on the 25th day of June,
2025.

I do further certify that I am neither of kin, counsel,

nor interest to any party hereto.

September 11, 2025

Ponng Y. Ootinaon

Penny M. Jdhnso
Official Court Reporter
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NOTICE OF APPEAL

State of South Carolina

LN

Jaquan Patrick Anthony Jones - Appellant
2023-G5-05-0009s, 2025-GS-05-00137 & 138

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Wallis Alves do herby certify that [ have this day served the original of the Notice
of Appeal and the Rule 203 statement upan the SC Court of Appeals by email and the SC
Office of Appellate Defense, General Counsel tfor SC Probation, Pardon and Parole
Services and the Bamberg County Clerk of Court by placing the document into the US mail
wilh praper first class postage affixed thercto. A copy of the Notice of Appeal was hand

delivered to the office of Deputy Selicitor David W. Miller and Agent Quinn Dunn.

South Carolina Canrt of Appeals
Post Office Box 11629
Columbia, SC 29211
ctappfilings@dsceourts.org

SC Office of Appellate Defense
P. Q. Box | 1580
Calumta, 5C 29211

Clerlk ot Court

Bamberg County Clerk of Court
Past Office Box 150

Bamberg, SC 29043

Deputy Sohicitor David W. Miller
57 Irving Street
Barnwell, SC 25812

Agent Quinn Dunn

SC Department of Probation, Pardon and Parolc Services
54 Trving Street Suite 214

Barnwell, 5C 29812

Matthcw Buchanan

General Counsel, SC Dept of Probation , Pardon and Parole Hoovs.

Post Office Nox 207
Columbia, §C 20202

Lo v Patick Anthany Jones = Appellail
20770 (iS-05-0000,, 2025-G5-05 3T & 133
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Laguan Fatrck Antheny dones  Apgeeltent
MI2F s 05 00O, 22505 05 (30 & |33

Dated this 7™ day of July 2025

5" Wallis Alves

Wallis Alves

Post Office Diawer 267
Barnwell, SC 29812
813-341-1129
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OFFICE OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT PUBLIC DEFENDER
Post Office Box 267
Barnwell, South Carelina 29812

July 7, 2023
ATTN: Della White
SC Office of Appellate Defensc

P.O. Box 11589
Columbia, 8C 29211

RE: NOTICE OF APPEAL
Jaguan Patnck Anthony Jones
2023-035-05-00095, 2025-GS-05-00137 & 138

Dear Ms, White;

Please find enclased copies of Notice of Appeal, Affidavit of Attorney Wallis
Adves, Indictments, sentence sheets and the defendant’s affidavit of indigency,

Mr. Jones pled guilty and had a probation violation resulting from the guilty plea.
The court reporter was Penny Johnson,
[ am available to chscuss this case if you so desire,

Sincerely,

s 'Wallis Alves

Wallis Alves
Attorney for Defendant

fwa
Enclosure

Jiepuan Patrick Aonthony Jisies = Appedlanl
202 -GS O5-0006., 3023.05-03-N0137 £ 135





OFFICE OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUTT PUBLIC DEFENDER
Post Office Box 267
Barnwell, South Carolina 29812

Tuly 7, 2025
Honorabie Jenny Abboit Kitchings
Clerk, SC Court of Appeals
Post Office Box 11629
Columbia, SC 29211

ctappfilings@sccomts.org

RE:  State v. Jaguan Patrick Anthony foncs

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Attached, please find the Natice of Appeal, Rule 403 statement and Certificate of Service
for the above captioned Defendant.

Could you please email me a filed copy of the paperwork. Thank you for your assistance
with this, Pleasc do not hesttate to contact e i yau have £y questions.

Sintergly
MMZS’%; 0"%

Wallis Alves
Attorncy

N
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BAMBERG

V5.
Jaquan Patricic Anthany Jones,

Appcilant

B e

STATE OF SOU'TH CARDLINA
IN THE COTRT OF APPFALS

[ndictment: 2025GS050013°
2025G5G50013%

Jul 07 202¢

RULE 203 EXPLANATION

Pursuanr to Rule 203{d¥ 1)(B)(iv), the undersigned asserts that she docs not bave

a good faith basis to believe that any issues are properly before the Court of Appeals and

no motion to reconsider the sentence was filed.

The undersigned consulted with her clicat and has filed this appeal at the request

of the Appellant because the Sixth Amendment requires coun-el to fallow the Appellant's

request. See Frazier v. South Carolin a, 430 F.3d 696, 706 (4" Cir.2003) (“A defendant

has a right to pursuc a direct appeal, even if frivolous, which eounsel must assist as *an

active advocate on behalf of lis client.”) (quoting Anders +. California, 386 U.S. 738,

744 (1967)).

Barnwell, Souih Carolina
July 7, 2025

Respectfully submitied,

s Wallis Alves

Wallis A, Alves

20V Cireuit Public Defender’s Dilice
ost OTce Box 267

Barmwell, South Caroling 20812
(R0O3) 5411120





The South Carolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629
CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211

1220 SENATE STREET
CATHERINE S. HARRISON COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890
FAX: (803) 734-1839
Www.sccourts.org

July 10, 2025

Ms. Wallis April Alves, Esquire
PO Drawer 267
Barnwell SC 29812

Mrs. Wanda H. Carter, Esquire
Appellate Defense

PO Box 11589

Columbia SC 29211

Re: The State v. Jaquan P. A. Jones
Appellate Case No. 2025-001364

Dear Counsel:
The Court reviewed this appeal from a guilty plea and determined that the appeal
will be allowed to proceed. You must order the transcript within thirty (30) days

of the date of this letter.

Very truly yours,

CLERK

cc:  Alan McCrory Wilson, Esquire
Mark Reynolds Farthing, Esquire
Leigh Bilodeau Staggs, Esquire
David Warren Miller, Esquire
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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,

Voo b Preas.

Molly M Kegdgan
Appellate Dgfender

South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense
Division of Appellate Defense

PO Box 11589

Columbia, SC 29211-1589

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT

This 24th day of June, 2026.










STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal from Bamberg County

Honorable Walton J. McLeod, 1V, Circuit Court Judge

THE STATE,
RESPONDENT,
V.

JAQUAN PATRICK ANTHONY JONES,

APPELLANT

APPELLATE CASE NO. 2025-001364
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 Mark
Farthing, Esquire, at the primary e-mail address listed in the Attorney Information System (AIS);
and on Jaquan Jones, #397858, at Evans Correctional Institution, 610 Hwy. 9 West,
Bennettsville, SC 29512, this 24th day of June, 2026.

Appellate

South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense
Division of Appellate Defense
PO Box 11589

Columbia, SC 29211-1589

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT





		Blank Page








Stock, Chris

From: Stock, Chris

Sent: Wednesday, June 24, 2026 11:38 AM

To: Mark Farthing; SC - COLLINS CAROLINE

Cc: Keegan, Molly

Subject: 2025-001364 - The State v. Jaquan Jones - Anders Brief of Appellant & Record on
Appeal

Attachments: 2025-001364 - The State v. Jaquan Jones - Anders Brief of Appellant.pdf; 2025-001364 -

The State v. Jaquan Jones - Anders Brief of Appellant - AG Cover Letter.pdf;
2025-001364 - The State v. Jaquan Jones - Record on Appeal.pdf

Mr. Farthing,

Please find attached for service the Anders Brief of Appellant, Designation of Matter, and Record on
Appeal for Jaquan Patrick Anthony Jones’ appeal which will be filed with the Court of Appeals today.

If you have any questions, please let me know.

Thank you,

Chris Stock

Administrative Coordinator
Commission on Indigent Defense
Appellate Division

(803) 734-1330






