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THE COURT - All right, Mr. Thompson.

MR. THOMPSON - May i1t please the Court, Your
Honor .

THE COURT - Yes, sir.

MR. THOMPSON - This i1s State of South Carolina
vs. Eric Neal Patton. Mr. Patton has pleaded guilty on
numerous indictments before the Court. To kind of start
off just to -- some quick clerical work for the clerk"s
office in particular, there were three bench warrants that
have been served on the defendant throughout the time that
he"d been incarcerated, and I"d ask that those bench
warrants be lifted as part of this plea. They would be --
the numbers on those are 2017 (B) -- as in Boy --
46001000064, 65 and 66, so those are three different bench
warrant numbers -- and 1*11 give you a copy of the e-mail
that has the numbers to help you.

(WHEREUPON, DOCUMENT HANDED UP TO THE COURT.)

MR. THOMPSON - The Defendant, Mr. Patton, 1is
represented by Geoff Dunn, Your Honor, who was appointed to
represent Mr. Patton in this case, iIn this large group of
cases, actually. Mr. Patton was scheduled for trial before
the Court to begin tomorrow. We have reached a plea
agreement and, actually, reached it Friday, late Friday,
and that is he"s going to plead to the indictments 1™m

about to read here, and on those indictments all of them --
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most of them will all run concurrent for a l1l4-year, no
parole sentence, and then one final indictment, which 1iIs
going to be a firearms indictment that ends in 2727 for
possession of a firearm by a person who®s been convicted of
a violent crime and, of course, he has been convicted of
prior violent crimes, including kidnapping, burglary second
violent and others, but he"s pleading to that charge which
is up to Five years and is parolable. We are asking for
four-year sentence according to our negotiation on that
charge to run consecutive to the 14-year sentence, so it
would 14 no parole and then four years consecutive on a
parolable sentence for a total of 18. The defendant is
pleading to indictments -- indictments for armed robbery in
2017-GS-46-3223, which has been true billed by the grand
Jjury and 3223(A) for possession of a firearm during the
commission of a violent crime. As well, he"s pleading to
Indictment 2017-GS-46-2727, which is the one that will run
consecutive to the other indictments, all others will run
concurrent. He"s pleading guilty to Indictment 2017-GS-46-
3199, and that i1s an indictment for originally domestic
violence of a high and aggravated nature. He"s pleading to
domestic violence second, as well, direct Indictments 2017-
GS-46-3224 for armed robbery, 3224(A) for possession of a
firearm during the commission of violent crime and 2729 for

possession of a firearm by a person convicted of a violent
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offense. As well, 2017-GS-46-2623 for harassment second
degree, 2017-GS-46-3197 for armed robbery, 2017-GS-46-3202
for possession of crack cocaine second offense and 2017-GS-
46-4134 for the intimidation of a witness. As well, Your
Honor, we"re dismissing a number of indictments regarding
the case. We"re dismissing Indictment 2017-GS-46-3198 for
kidnapping. There is -- also dismissing Indictment 2017-
GS-46-3222 and 3222(A), one was for armed robbery and one
for possession of a firearm during the commission of a
violent crime. In addition, we"re dismissing Indictment
2017-GS-46-3200 for armed robbery, 3201 for criminal
conspiracy. We"re also dismissing Indictment 2017-GS-46-
4135 for displaying private parts in a lewd manner. And,
Your Honor, he"s represented by Mr. Dunn. He"s been
incarcerated since the 2nd of February, 2017, which totals
229 days today. | believe we"re ready to go forward.

THE COURT - Let us get the paperwork In order.

MR. THOMPSON - Your Honor, as well, this will be
a violation of his probation. Defendant®s currently on
probation and is prepared to go forward with that.

THE COURT - How old are you, Mr. Patton?

MR. PATTON - Sir?

THE COURT - What"s your age”?

MR. PATTON - 32.
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THE COURT - You"re charged with domestic violence
second degree; 1t carries up to three years jail. It"s
alleged that that occurred here in York County on December
2nd, 2016 when you caused physical harm or injury to Laura
Marie Lawrence who at that time was a household member with
you. That carries up to three years in jail. 1It"s alleged
as | said, that the victim was Marie (sic) Lawrence, a
household member with you at the time. In addition to
carrying up to three years in jail, there would be a
prohibition for your shipping, receiving, transporting or
in any way handling a firearm or ammunition for a period of
three years from the time your sentence expires. You
understand that?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.

THE COURT - How do you plead to domestic
violence?

MR. PATTON - Guilty.

MR. DUNN - Your Honor, all of these pleas are
pursuant to North Carolina vs. Alford.

THE COURT - All right.

MR. DUNN - So I would just ---

THE COURT - By telling me that you are indicating
to me that you"re pleading guilty to these charges but
you"re maintaining your innocence. You"re entering your

plea based on your belief that the State"s evidence is
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sufficient as to a particular crime that iIf you went to
trial on i1t there i1s a strong likelthood or a probability
that you would be found guilty and also, In addition to
that, you are entering your plea while you maintain your
innocence based on the dismissal of --—-

MR. THOMPSON - As well, Your Honor -- if it
please the Court -- part of the consideration 1 think for
the Alford plea too is we had noticed him for a life
sentence, a mandatory life sentence, upon conviction of a
serious or most serious offense, and we"re withdrawing that
in order to have him enter the plea today.

MR. DUNN - Accurate -- that"s the benefit of this
bargain, Your Honor.

THE COURT - All those things taken into
consideration are considerations as to why you"re
maintaining your Innocence but pleading guilty. 1Is all
that true and correct?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.

THE COURT - How do you plead to domestic
violence?

MR. PATTON - Guilty.

THE COURT - You"re charged with two counts of
possession of a weapon or you"re pleading to two counts of
possession of a weapon during the commission of a violent

crime. That carries up to five years in jail. 1It"s
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alleged that the violent crimes that you possessed a weapon
during -- during -- are an armed robbery. That occurred on
July 6th, 2016 here in York County. It"s alleged that at
that time you committed armed robbery and that you did
possess a firearm at that time. That carries up to five
years in jail. Do you understand that charge?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.

THE COURT - And the penalty you could receive?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.

THE COURT - You"re charged with another
possession of a firearm -- a weapon during the commission
of a violent crime. Again, the violent crime is armed
robbery, and 1t"s alleged that that occurred here iIn York
County on or about December 7th, 2016 when you possessed a
handgun, pistol or firearm during the commission of an
armed robbery. How do you plead to that charge?

MR. PATTON - Guilty.

THE COURT - You"re charged with three counts of
armed robbery. These are violent offenses; they“re most
serious offense and they“"re parole ineligible offenses.
That means that if in your lifetime you received three
serious or a combination of three serious and most serious
offenses, having pled to these serious offenses, you"d be
subject to being incarcerated for life without parole, that

is, a true life sentence. Being a violent offense means
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that while you are incarcerated for the commission of the
armed robberies, you would be ineligible for certain
programs non-violent offenders may participate in. It"s
also a parole ineligible offense. That means you would
have to serve at least 85 percent of whatever sentence you
may receive on the armed robbery charge before you would be
eligible for any early release and were you to be released
early into an early release program, it would carry with it
certain conditions that would have to be met and if you
violated those conditions you would be re-incarcerated.

You understand that?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.

THE COURT - These armed robberies are alleged to
have occurred -- they carry up to 30 years in jail and a
minimum of ten years in jail. You understand that?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.

THE COURT - The first one I"m looking at alleges
that you committed armed robbery on July 6th, 2016 when you
took from an individual while displaying what was or could
reasonably be believed by the victim to be a weapon, goods
or money, that being -- the person being Sylvia Pearson.
How do you plead to that armed robbery charge?

MR. PATTON - Guilty.

THE COURT - The next armed robbery charge

allegedly occurred on December 7th, 2016. The victim was
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Angela Dick, and it"s alleged that you did take from Angela
Dick -- Angelica Dick -- goods or currency by means of use
of a deadly weapon. How do you plead to that armed robbery
charge?

MR. PATTON - Guilty.

THE COURT - The third armed robbery charge that
I*m going over alleges that that occurred on January 19th,
2017 when you took the cash or person (sic) from Rebecca
Sakach S-a-k-a-c-h by means of threat or intimidation and
bodily harm or displaying what was or what could be
considered a firearm. Do you understand that charge and
the potential penalty?

MR. PATTON - Yes, Sir.

THE COURT - How do you plead to that?

MR. PATTON - Guilty.

THE COURT - You“"re charged -- has the State
complied with the Victim®"s Right"s Act on all these?

MR. THOMPSON - Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT - Any restitution?

MR. THOMPSON - No, Your Honor.

THE COURT - You"re charged with harassment second
degree. That carries up to 30 days in jail. 1t"s alleged
that that occurred here 1In York County on or about December
18th, 2016 when you harassed Caron C-a-r-o-n Williams. How

do you plead to that charge?

11
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MR. PATTON - Guilty.

THE COURT - You®"re charged with two counts of
possession of a firearm by a person convicted of a prior
offense, prior violent offense. These each carry up to
five years iIn jail and are felonies. 1t"s alleged that the

first one I"ve gone over took place on December 7th, 2016
when you possessed a firearm after having been convicted of
a felony. That"s defined as a violent crime. How do you
plead to that charge?

MR. PATTON - Guilty.

THE COURT - The second would which also carry up
to five years in jail, alleges that you possessed a firearm
after having been convicted of a violent crime, a felony,
on July 6th of 2016. How do you plead to that charge?

MR. PATTON - Guilty.

THE COURT - 229 days? Is that right?

MR. THOMPSON - Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT - You"re charged with possession of
crack cocaine second offense. That carries up to five
years in jail and i1s a felony. 1It"s alleged that that
occurred here in York County on or about February 2nd, 2017
when you possessed crack cocaine knowingly and
intentionally in violation of the laws of this state. Do
you understand that charge and the potential penalty?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.
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THE COURT - How do you plead to that?

MR. PATTON - Guilty.

THE COURT - You"re charged with intimidation of a
Court official, juror or a witness. It"s alleged that that
occurred on or about June 28th, 2017 when you did force or
threat the magistrate -- let"s see, on June 28th, 2017 it"s
alleged that you did intimidate or attempt to intimidate a
confidential victim, a judge, magistrate, juror, witness or
potential juror in their official discharge of his duties.
This carries up to ten years in jail and is a felony. You
understand that charge?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.

THE COURT - How do you plead to that?

MR. PATTON - Guilty.

THE COURT - Other than the agreement stated to me
a moment ago, which is basically for 14 years on all the
charges except for one, that one being a possession of a
pistol, possession of a firearm by a felon convicted of a
violent crime which carries four years and is consecutive -
- consecutive to 14 years on the other charges, has anyone
made any promise or threats to cause you to enter today
your pleas of guilt to these charges?

MR. PATTON - No, sir.

THE COURT - Are you today under the influence --

when 1 say guilt, | understand that you®"re pleading under

13
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Alford. Are you today under the influence of anything that
would cause you to be iIntoxicated?

MR. PATTON - No, Sir.

THE COURT - Are you entering, Mr. Patton, your
plea to this set of charges freely and voluntarily?

MR. PATTON - Yes, Sir.

THE COURT - As to this charge -- Mr. Patton, have
you ever been treated for any mental or emotional
disabilities?

MR. PATTON - No, Sir.

THE COURT - And you"re not today under the
influence of any intoxicants?

MR. PATTON - No, sSir.

THE COURT - Are you entering your plea today to
this set of charges freely and voluntarily, Mr. Patton?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.

THE COURT - Mr. Patton, as to these charges, as
to the ones that occurred on different dates, you would be
entitled to separate trials by separate juries on separate
terms of Court. At any trial you would be presumed
innocent of such charge and remain innocent until such time
as the State would be able, if it could, convict you by
evidence convincing a jury of your guilt beyond a
reasonable doubt. As to the charges, you would have the

right to remain silent. That is, you cannot be compelled
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by the State to make any statement, testify against
yourself. You"d have the right to confront the witnesses
against you, that is, you and your attorney will see and
hear and question the witnesses that the State would call
to testify against you, and you would have the right to
have any witnesses you thought would be helpful to your
case compelled by the State by a process, subpoena, to come
into Court to testify for you. Do you understand you have
all these rights?

MR. PATTON - Yes, Sir.

THE COURT - Do you have any questions about them?

MR. PATTON - No, sir.

THE COURT - 1 advise you that when you enter a
plea of guilt, you give up these rights and you“re also
giving up any defense that you might have to this set of
charges. Do you understand that?

MR. PATTON - Yes, Sir.

THE COURT - All right, knowing all those things,
I ask again, how do you plead to possessing a firearm after
a conviction of a violent offense on December 7th, -- not
being convicted on the State, but -- let me rephrase that.
How do you plead to being in possession of a pistol on
December 7th, 2016 after you have been convicted of a
violent crime?

MR. PATTON - Guilty.

15
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THE COURT - Under Alford. How do you plead to
possession of crack cocaine second offense on or about
February 2nd, 20177

MR. PATTON - Guilty under Alford.

THE COURT - How do you plead to domestic violence
on or about September 2nd, 20167

MR. PATTON - Guilty under Alford.

THE COURT - How do you plead to possessing a
weapon during the commission of an armed robbery on
December 7th, 20167

MR. PATTON - Guilty under Alford.

THE COURT - How do you plead to armed robbery on
that day?

MR. PATTON - Guilty under Alford.

THE COURT - How do you plead to armed robbery on
July 6th, 20167

MR. PATTON - Guilty under Alford.

THE COURT - How do you plead to possession of a
firearm or a weapon?

MR. PATTON - Guilty under Alford.

THE COURT - How do you plead to armed robbery on
or about January 19th, 2017?

MR. PATTON - Guilty under Alford.

THE COURT - How do you plead to harassment of

Jerome Williams on December 16th, 20167
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MR. PATTON - Guilty under Alford.

THE COURT - How do you plead to intimidating a
witness or a Court official on or about June 28th of 20177

MR. PATTON - Guilty under Alford.

THE COURT - How do you plead to possessing a
firearm after having been convicted of a violent offense on
July 6th, 20167

MR. PATTON - Guilty under Alford.

THE COURT - All right. 1I"m going to ask you to
listen while the facts are related to me by the solicitor.

MR. THOMPSON - Please the Court, Your Honor.
First of all 1 mention the -- prior to the crack charge the
-- make 1t second offenses -- the distribution, PWID, near
a school, those two offenses occurred in 2002 when the
defendant was convicted -- or defendant was convicted at
that time. |In addition, the violent crimes that the
defendant had committed in the past include three counts of
attempted armed robbery, kidnapping, burglary second
violent and that, 1 believe, as well, the proximity
would®ve been a serious offense, as well at that time, but
-- and that -- strike system -- not for the violent crime,
but the others considered, obviously, violent crimes.

We"ll start off with the two robberies at the Sam"s Mart,
the two armed robberies, one on July 6th, 2016, the other

on December 7th of 2016. Those are the indictments 3223,

17
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3223(A) and 2727 as to July 6th, and 3224 and 3224(A) and
2729 for December 7th. Both are these are the same Sam®s
Mart in Fort Mill at 810 Tom Hall Street. Both of these
occurred late at night, early morning hours, actually, in
the early morning hours of the days that they occurred,
both by young black male fitting the description of the
defendant, dressed similarly in each one, having hoodies on
both times, having mask covering the face, basically from
the bridge of the nose down and at least the first one"s
shoes, as well, they ultimately would be able to identify
by one of the witnesses. On the July 6th robbery, the
defendant came in demanding money from the clerk at that
time, held her at gunpoint, actually, racked the semi-
automatic weapon while he was holding it towards her and
said at one point he would shoot her as he demanded money.
She provided everything that was in the cash drawer, which
was approximately two hundred dollars and 111 clarify
something, Your Honor, while there would be restitution,
the State®s not seeking restitution in these cases because
of the jail sentence. He -- the witness was able to
describe him but not identify him. In the December 7th
robbery, also at the Sam"s Mart, a very similar thing
happened, the clerk said the defendant thought -- had what
she thought was a gun, but she couldn®"t quite tell and you

can see that he does have something in his hand that
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appears to be a weapon when he"s robbing the clerk that
evening, and he is telling her that he -- once again, some
of the same things, that would (sic) shoot her and demanded
the money. She did the same thing when she took money out
of the drawer and handed him all the money that was there.
The police saw these -- basically i1t took a little bit of
time, because the person who did the robberies, as 1 said,
was a hoodie covering the identity, as well as gloves and -
- so no forensic evidence to link at that point in time.
However, through their investigation, ultimately, the
defendant asked to speak with the police with his attorney,
Mr. Dunn, and at that time was going to give them
information regarding other crimes that other people that
he knew had done in the Fort Mill area. When he did that,
he, actually, mentioned that the Sam"s Mart crime from July
6th put himself, basically, at the crime scene during the
time that it happened, not saying he was at Sam®"s Mart but
right across the street at the fruit stand, and the way he
described it to the police had information that only the
police would®"ve known and, uh, as far as the person robbing
and where they came from and where they went, however, they
realized it couldn®t have gone the way that, ultimately,
the defendant said they did as far as when he left, the
suspect left, because they had video from various places

around that showed that that wasn®"t the case. So they

19
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began to investigate him as a possible suspect, and in
doing so, they contacted -- and another point is the mother
of his child, Laura Lawrence, actually, asked to speak with
law enforcement or did speak with law enforcement regarding
some of the things Eric Patton had done and she told them
that Eric Patton had committed the crime at the Sam"s Mart,
that he had talked to her about the Crimestopper®s photos
that were used by the police when this happened and said
that that was him in the Crimestopper photos, she could
tell by his stance, she could tell by the clothes that he
was wearing, because they were some of her clothes, in
particular the jacket that was a zip-up hoodie, and the
shoes that she said were both hers, and we confirmed from
that that her father buys her those sorts of hoodies all
the time and he confirmed that with us and would®ve
testified to that. She, as well, when asked if Eric had
anyone that he went around with that had a silver car, told
him about Amber Stewart having a silver car. At that point
the police through video were able to see that the person
who left the Sam®s Mart got into a silver car very close by
in the Walmart parking lot next US Tire (sic) and left iIn
that silver car. They had been able to narrow it down to
two different makes and models, so they went to where Amber
lived in Lancaster County, took photos of her car and it

was one of the two models that they had narrowed it down
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to. When they spoke to Amber, she told them that she had
brought the defendant to Fort Mill that night and that he
had claimed that he was going to get money from his aunt.
She said she dropped him off and he said he didn"t want her
to see where he went and asked her to go park In a certain
spot and to stay there at this dark spot next to a house
along side of the road right near where the crime would®ve
been committed. She said she pulled there but became very
scared because i1t was dark, that she thought she herself
was going to be robbed, so she pulled up next to US Tire
(sic) iIn the Walmart parking lot as you can see iIn the
video and stayed there. Just ten to 15 minutes later the
defendant came running back to the car which you can see 1in
the video and as you string the videos together you can see
him come out -- go in the Sam"s Mart, after that robbery
run out of Sam®"s Mart across the back of the thing (sic) to
this -- where he thought she was going to be parked and she
had reaped from, then up that street and then turning to
the defendant®s left going to where she had parked in the
Walmart -- the end of the Walmart parking lot next to US
Tire (sic) and getting in the vehicle. She then backs out
and starts to leave and then as she said, started to pull
back towards where she had originally come from, he stopped
her and said, no, go the other way, so she went the other

way. She would®ve testified that when he got in the car
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that he was suddenly wearing now a hoodie and a mask and
gloves and that he was saying, go, go, go, and that he was
very nervous. She said that, uh, she was asking him what
he had done and he wouldn®"t say, but then he, ultimately,
told her as they were leaving that she needed to report the
car stolen, because someone might®"ve seen it, and so she
did not report that to police right away, but the story she
gave to the police without knowing any prior events of the
robbery or the video the police had of her car, she
described exactly what you can see on the video, so it was
verified what she said. In addition, she said on the
December 7th robbery, she had also taken the defendant
again to Fort Mill and dropped him off to get some money,
and at that point was told to park at a different spot in
some parking complex where she did and she said that the
police, actually, by shear accident 1 think, pulled iIn
behind her and started asking iIf she had seen a black male
running from that area and she said no, but she was,
basically, stuck there unable to take -- pick the defendant
back up because of that for some period of time. We were
able to confirm that that did happen. We have the police
video from that incident, and the defendant called -- she
went back to Rock Hill and the defendant called her later
to come pick her (sic) up again. When she saw the video iIn

the -- of each of these robberies, she identified the
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person on the video as the defendant and said the voice on
the video was Mr. Patton; she would®"ve testified to that as
well. She also would®ve testified that she picked him up
from each of these robberies after they had occurred.

Your Honor, as to the domestic violence, that
occurred -- that i1s Indictment 3199 -- and that occurred on
September the 2nd of 2016 when Rock Hill officers responded
to the corner of Cherry Road and Oakland Avenue. A
domestic had been reported to a Winthrop University officer
and it was Laura Lawrence, and Ms. Lawrence does have a
child in common with Eric Patton and they have lived
together off and on for quite some time. She told the
Winthrop officer that she had been -- that Eric had
assaulted her at her house and forced her to stay there,
that she was unable to use the phone, and he questioned her
rather thoroughly about a possible nother (sic)
relationship forcing her to confess as she said at that
time, as well as striking her. Ultimately, she recanted
her initial statement and that she did that, 1 believe,
just within a day or so of i1t, actually, happening.
However, on the scene they were able to see that she did
have a swollen lip and swollen eye that was consistent with
what she had said had happened as far as her being
assaulted by the defendant. So the basis of that or the

physical evidence that we find of Laura Lawrence the

23



24

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

24

domestic violence second, and as | said, we -- that is
reduced from a domestic violence of a high and aggravated
nature.

As to the harassment second, Your Honor, that is
Indictment 2623 and that occurred on January 16th through
the 18th of 2017 here in York County. Officers were
dispatched to jjjj Avery Street in Fort Mill where a Karen
Williams was, and she reported that the defendant was
repeatedly sending her unwanted texts at that time and that
she had contacted him to stop, and as well, law enforcement
contacted him, 1 believe, to stop as well and telling him
to stop the communications. However, on the 18th, she had
to call law enforcement again saying that the defendant was
continuing to harass her, that that included reporting her
falsely to DSS about the allegations regarding her
children, that DSS had gone to where her daughters were iIn
school and interviewed -- where her daughter was in school
and interviewed her and she was very angry, of course, that
he had continued this texting and this false-reporting,
harassing her, so she -- he was charged with harassment
second degree at that time as well.

As to the final armed robbery, that is Indictment
3197, that occurred on January 19th of 2017. That was
Rebecca Sakach and she is the clerk for Dominos who was

delivering pizza that night. She had gotten a call from an
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area near where the defendant was staying with Laura
Lawrence. When she arrived, it was a person that just said
their name was Tommy, someone -- a black male matching the
defendant®s description wearing dark clothing, short buzzed
hair and a baggy dark jacket, ultimately, robber her of her
purse saying iIf she had change for a hundred. She tried to
go back to her car where the defendant pulled what she
thought was a gun on her at that time. She gave him her
cash, which was in a small purse that was personalized to
herself -- it was a lady"s small purse. It had about $12
dollars cash in i1t; the defendant took it and ran off.
Ultimately, In their iInvestigation of that, once again,
Laura Lawrence was able to tell them that she remembered
the day that that Pizza robbery occurred. She remembered
police coming and iInvestigating and that the defendant had
run around in a way that he only does when he"s done
something that he"s trying to hide from, and when he came
back that he had a change purse that was a woman®s change
purse that, ultimately, she had gotten rid of and thrown
out of the back of her house across the fence and into some
brush. When she told officers that"s -- that"s where she
threw 1t, they went and investigated and they found the
change purse there and were able to have 1t identified by
the victim In that case. Now, while the victim couldn®t be

100 percent certain in a photo line-up of the defendant,
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she was, as she said, 75 percent certain, but this does
link back, according to what Laura Lawrence said and what
they found to prove that he had taken the purse, and that
would®ve been from the date this robbery and the time that
this robbery occurred, once again, the defendant meeting
that description.

As to the possession of crack cocaine second
offense, this is Indictment 3202 and it occurred on
February 2nd, 2017; that was the day that the defendant had
been arrested on the charge -- on many of the charges
before the Court now. They had reported to a hotel
disturbance at that time where Mr. Patton was accused at
that point of helping Ms. Lawrence to rob someone; those
are part of the charges that are being dismissed. However,
in the hotel room that they were sharing, they did find
remnants of crack cocaine on the nightstand as well as
crack pipe and some crack residue In the pocket of a jacket
that was identified as the defendant®s by Mr. -- by Ms.
Lawrence, and uh, ultimately, he was charged with the
possession of crack cocaine at that time, as well.

And the final Indictment 4134 for the
intimidating of a witness, Your Honor, this mainly came
about by a letter that was sent by the defendant when it
was intercepted by the police, but as well it was -- became

clear as the police monitored some of the calls the
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defendant made from the detention center that he was using
code for witness names, that he was trying to get other
people to contact those witnesses to prevent them from
testifying. Some of those witnhesses include someone who
was (sic) recently gotten out of jail, John Harfield who
was considered a violent offender. He pled before the
Court a number of years ago but was recently released, who
was friend of Mr. Patton®s, in which he had used certain
language made it sound like he was asking Harfield to take
care of the witnesses and to take care of this situation,
that he knew what to do, things of that nature.
Thankfully, that letter was not delivered, but the attempt
had been made by the defendant, both that way and through
trying to contact relatives and friends through relatives
to contact the various witnesses in the case. That was
confirmed by the witnesses that they felt that they were
being threatened when they were contacted by some people
that were related to the defendant and that they felt that
they were being targeted to change their testimony or to
change what they would testify to, in particular, Amber
Stewart is of concern that in some instances with Laura
Lawrence.

Those would be the facts that the State would
present, Your Honor, if we were to go to trial on these

cases and are supporting of the plea at this time.
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THE COURT - All right, Mr. Patton, do you agree
that those would be the facts that the jury would be
presented with by the State if you went to trial?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.

THE COURT - All right. |1 also have in front of
me a couple of arrest warrants for violating probation.

Has he been served with anything today?

MS. ROWELL - No, Your Honor.

THE COURT - I have two arrest warrants. The
first one I"m going over looks like i1t was served on you on
March the 16th of this year -- well, actually, there are
three -- one on September 8th of last year, one on March
16th of this year and one on June the 29th of this year.
They all indicate that you violated a sentence 1 imposed to
-- looks like 16 separate charges on the 20th day of
November of 2015 -- you received on all these charges a
combined sentence of five years with service of 18 months
and then three years probation. 1Is that the correct
sentence?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.

THE COURT - The affidavits on the arrest
warrants, one from September of last year alleges that you
had been arrested for kidnapping and domestic violence of a
high and aggravated nature at that time. [Is that correct?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

29

THE COURT - The second dated March 16th of this
year alleges that you missed reports on October 4th of 2016
-- incidentally, this warrant was issued December 22nd,
2016 and not served on you until about four months later,
three and a half months later. As of December of last year
it"s alleged that you had not reported in October or
December, that you had failed to pay certain monetary
obligations. They again reference to the domestic violence
and kidnapping charge and allege that that was a violation
of a no-contact Order. Are those things true?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.

THE COURT - The June 29th of this year warrent
warrant alleges that you had been charged with this set of
charges that 1"m going over now, particularly, warrants 217
(sic) -- well, the two warrants for armed robbery and
possession of a weapon during the commission of a violent
crime and, of course, you have pled guilty to those today.
Is that correct?

MR. PATTON - Yes, sir.

THE COURT - All right, 1 find those are
substantial violations of your probation. Now, I*l1l be
glad to hear from Mr. Dunn and anyone on your behalf and
then you.

MR. DUNN - May i1t please the Court, Your Honor.

As the -- has been previously stated, | have been appointed
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to represent Mr. Patton. By my count 1 think we -- | have
ten separate cases with him currently.

THE COURT - That"s what -- 1"ve got ten sets
here.

MR. DUNN - And there may be more than -- because
some of the -- some of the stuff iIs being dismissed as --
and there, of course, is stuff being dismissed, and |
represented Mr. Patton as you indicated on that -- you
sentenced him a couple of years ago; | represented him for

those sentences a couple of years ago, and so I"ve had a
good history with Mr. Patton and being able to work with
him and go over all of his cases. Your Honor, as was
stated, he is 32. He has one child who 1s a son; his name
is Blake; he is two years old. 1 think part of the -- you
know, as we got into the nitty-gritty of this and started
talking numbers, you know, quite frankly, Blake came into
part of the equation, because at two years old, 14 -- you
know, if he served 14 years he could get out when his son
is still a teenager and before he graduates high school.
IT he goes to trial and loses on a LWOP, you know, he"ll
never be out with his son ever again. The State has six
separate LWOP eligible cases pending against Mr. Patton,
and that also went into account as far as the negotiations
and how we talked and trying to resolve this matter for Mr.

Patton. While 1 believe that the State has some
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credibility -- witness credibility issues, | don"t think
that they have six cases where the credibility issues -- 1In
-- you know, at some point I don"t think Mr. Patton could
win all six of those trials, and as such, you know, 1-ve
done my best to work out a plea agreement that he i1s iIn
agreement with and the State i1s willing to come down to.
For those reasons, 1 would ask that the Court certainly
accept the negotiations. As was stated, he"s been in jail
since February the 7th on the vast majority of these
charges, which is about 229 days. He, actually, did a
little bit of time in September of last year, from about
September 6th to the first or second week of October for
that CDV charge, so for as much as he"s entitled to any
additional time or credit for that time that he served in
jail last year, 1 would ask the Court to consider that. |
think -- I"ve explained to him 1 think he certainly gets 30
days credit towards the CDV. Whether or not he gets credit
towards some of the stuff that he was charged with this
year, | think is a little bit gray, and as such, 1 would at
least ask the Court to consider that.

Your Honor, in the courtroom today is his brother
and his sister. They are the two individuals on the front
row, the gentleman in the white shirt and the lady iIn the
blue dress or pantsuit. You know, Eric to me is sort of an

enigma. He comes from -- his brother works for Keystone;
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his sister works for a doctor®s office. There"s a second
brother that i1s not present who works in the Navy. We"ve
been (sic) individuals who clearly are the kind of members
of society that we In the Court system like to see. Back -
- 1 mean they“re giving back, service to our country,
service to the community. Unfortunately, Eric has got
caught up iIn drugs young, a young age, and a lot of the
things that are surrounding these facts is because of drug
use and taking acts to try to further that drug use and
obtain money for drugs and that sort of thing. But
inasmuch as the Court®s discretion, we would ask that you
accept the negotiations. As I"ve stated, if we go to trial
and Mr. Patton loses, he®"s looking at the rest of his life
in prison, you know, but at the end of the day, the
structure of this plea is for 14 years in jail and he"ll
have 14 year sentence of the violence stuff, which means
he"11 get 85 percent at about 12; he"ll be followed by the
four years non-violent, which in all probability he*ll have
to max that out to two and so the thinking that went on as
far how we came up with this number is that there would be
14 years of service in prison, and, of course, he gets
credit for the time he"s already served.

THE COURT - Mr. Patton, anything you want to say?

MR. PATTON - No, sir.
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THE COURT - All right, 1"m going to revoke your
probationary sentence and have i1t run concurrent with the
sentences imposed today. All the sentences but one, and
that is the Indictment ending in 2727, all the others that
are running concurrent, that one was is to run consecutive.
As to the three armed robberies, all of those are 14 years.
I*m giving you 229 days credit on all of these except for
the domestic violence, because 1*m giving you time served
for that, and 1711 get to that In a minute. So that"s 14
years on -- concurrent on the three armed robberies, 14
years on each -- not cumulative, but 14 years on each armed
robbery to run concurrent, five years each on your
possession of a weapon during the commission of a violent
crime, again, all to run concurrent. On possession of a
firearm by a person convicted of a violent crime, the first
one ending -- Indictment ending 2729 i1s for fTive years
concurrent, again, credit for 229 days on all of these,
domestic violence second degree, that is time served,
intimidation of Court official or a witness, ten years,
concurrent, credit for 229 days. On the harassment second
degree, time served. On the Indictment 2017-GS-46-2727,
which is a second possession of a firearm by a person
convicted of a violent offense, that sentence i1s four
years; that is consecutive to all sentences imposed on the

-- on today"s date. I1"m giving you credit for 229 days.
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I"m not really sure how SCDC will factor that iIn since
you"re getting 229 days credit on the original 14.

Did 1 leave any of them out, Mr. Thompson?

MR. THOMPSON - 1 think the possession of crack
second offense, Your Honor.

THE COURT - Possession of crack second offense,
five years, 229 days credit, and that"s concurrent, also.

MS. ROWELL - Your Honor, would you like to allow
all this time to satisfy all the monetary obligations?

THE COURT - Yes, ma"am. All right, and I ve
lifted the bench warrant.

(END OF TRANSCRIPT)
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Plea apd Sm-&ena@




APPLICATION TO PROCEED WITHOUT PAYMENT
OF COSTS AND AFFIDAVIT
IN SUPPORT THEREOF

1, _ERIC /Va POFROT\ %3 H‘_FZZ , hereby apply for leave to

proceed in this action without prepayment of fees or costs or security therefor. In support of my
application I declare under penalty of perjury that the following facts are true:

I am the applicant in this action and I believe I am entitled to redress.

M
@)

Because of my poverty I am unable to pay the costs of said proceeding or give

security thereof.
Ev ity

SWORN or affirmgd to and subscribed before me this
QE ) day of s /

Applicant

{ JACQUELINE MURRELL
; Notary Public - g

‘otary Public

My/Commission Expires: 4 ‘;'7 ‘Q@

South Carolina
MyComm Expires Aprll 27,2026 B
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19.  State clearly the relief you seek in filing this apphcatlon

Crom € USlalY.of ConVicans and § © ntenca Fever{eé
fmé (em«m)ed L‘or ﬁew il

20.  Are you now under sentence from any other court that you have not challenged?
fio
K 2
. o
petitbaer belleves he bas addihenal almms Tor postcon wwﬁ‘ob}“ f‘e,]z'e,F éu+ does no ?' &'}1:!:

have, collateral counseljaccess to the Discolbry process; o funds For expert sexv
ote these clad s As’ soch Ty the fohtfbaer, would vesy “/ “ﬁ?ﬁﬁa 3/2003&"‘* to

applicdton Foy Fother 'ssves, —

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

VERIFICATION
County of \/ OW\

N’ N N

L M ‘ﬂ 3?17 : , being duly sworn

upon my oath, depose and say that I have subscribed to the foregoing application; that I know the
contents thereof; that it includes every ground known to me for vacating, setting aside or
correcting the conviction and sentence attacked in this application; and that the matters and

allegations therein set forth are true.
7

SWORN tg and subscribed before me this ‘O

dCé/U{C{MJMW [ ws)y

Notary Public

My Commission Expires: %)L ';27 QCﬂ

S W N
el e o o

JACQUELINE MURRELL §
Notary Publio ;

My South Carolina
‘ y omm, Expires Aprll 27,2026

| V. OO




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF YORK )  FOR THE SIXTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
)
Eric Neal Patton, #313922, ) Case No.: 2018-CP-46-0261
) =
: =
Applicant, ) S o e
) RETURN 202 £ I
v. ) oo — 5
) / S @3
State of South Carolina, ) :Q"j’_é!; = 9
) e = =
Respondent. ) w2 - o
) %)

The State (Respondent), making its Return to the application for Post-Conviction Relief
filed on January 31, 2018, would respectfully show this Court:

]. Procedural History

Eric Neal Patton (Applicant) is presently confined in the South Carolina Department of
Corrections pursuant to orders of commitment of the York County Clerk of Court. In June 2017,
the York County Grand Jury iqdicted Applicant for two counts of possession of a firearm by a
person convicted of a violent offense (2017-GS-46-2727; 2017-GS-46-2729). In July 2017, the
York County Grand Jury indicted Applicant for armed robbery (2017-GS-46-3197), second degree
domestic violence (2017-GS-46-3199), possession of crack cocaine (2017-GS-46-3202), two
counts of armed robbery and possession of a weapon during the commission of a violent crime
(2017-GS-46-3223; 2017-GS-46-3224). In September 2017, the York County Grand Jury indicted
Applicant for intimidation of court officials, jurors or witnesses (2017-GS-46-4134). Geoffrey
Dunn, Esquire represented Applicant. Deputy Solicitor Willy Thompson, Esquire prosecuted the
case.

On September 18, 2017, Applicant appeared before the Honorable John C. Hayes, III,

where he pled guilty as indicted. Pursuant to a negotiated sentence between the State and the
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Applicant, Judge Hayes sentenced Applicant to imprisonment for concurrent terms of four years
for possession of a firearm by a person convicted of a violent offense, five years for count two of
possession of a firearm by a person convicted of a violent offense, fourteen years each for armed
robbery, five years for possession of crack cocaine, five years each for possession of a weapon

during the commission of a violent crime, ten years for intimidation of court officials, jurors or

* witnesses. Applicant did not appeal his conviction or sentence.

II. Allegations Raised -

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

1. “Ineffective Assistance of Counsel”

a. “Counsel ineffective for not explaining the legal system and
petitioner’s case to petitioner”

b. “Counsel ineffective for failing to disclose and explam all
discovery material to petitioner”

c. “Counsel ineffective for not contacting, interviewing and
investigating victims and witnesses”

d. “Counsel ineffective for failing to prepare for petitioner’s case by
not investigating the evidence, facts, and the circumstances of the
case”

e. “Counsel failed to go over or even consider possible defenses with
petitioner”

f.  “Counsel ineffective for coercing and threatening petitioner into
pleading!, instead of advising petitioner to go to trial”

g. “Counsel failed to inform petitioner of his right to appeal his plea
decision and file for notice to appeal plea decision”

h. “Counsel improperly advised petitioner to accept plea which was
not in his best interest™

i. “Counsel failed to advocate the petitioner’s cause”

j. “Counsel failed to file motion for bond hearing-after repeated
request”

k. “Counsel failed to investigate the backgrounds of the victims and

witnesses”
“Counsel failed to investigate background of co-defendant”
. “Counsel failed to obtain defense expert witness”
“Counsel] failed to object to prosecutor’s statements at plea
sentencing as to what uncalled witnesses and victims would have

P

I Respondent interprets this allegation as involuntary guilty plea by way of ineffective assistance of counsel.

20f7



testified to”
0. “Counsel failed to file for a sentence reconsideration”
2. “Solicitor/Prosecutorial Misconduct”

a. “Prosecutor committed prosecutor misconduct by contacting the
petitioner’s family and telling the petitioner’s family to coerce
petitioner to plea”

Attached to this Return and incorporated by reference are the records of the York County
Clerk of Court regarding the subject convictions, Applicant's records from the South Carolina
Department of Corrections, the plea transcript, and the application. Respondent reserves the right

to amend this Return upon receipt of any relevant materials.

I11. Response to Allegations of Ineffective Assistance of Counsel

Respondent submits Applicant’s allegations of ineffective assistance of counsel are without

merit. The Sixth Amendment to the United States Constitution guarantees a defendant the right to

effective assistance of counsel. U.S. Const. amend. VI; Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668

(1984); Lomax v. State, 379 S.C. 93, 665 S.E.2d 164 (2008).

In a post-conviction relief action, an applicant bears the burden of proving the allegations

in his or her application. Butler v. State, 286 S.C. 441, 334 S.E.2d 813 (1985). Where the

application alleges ineffective assistance of counsel as a ground for relief, the applicant must prove
that “counsel’s conduct so undermined the proper functioning of the adversarial process that [it]
cannot be relied upon as having produced a just result.” Strickland, 466 U.S. 668. Butler, 286 S.C.
at 442, 334 S.E.2d at 814.

In evaluating allegations of ineffective assistance of counsel, the reviewing court applies
the two-pronged test outlined in Strickland, 466 U.S. 668. First, an applicant must prove that

counsel’s performance was deficient. Id.; Cherry v. State, 300 S.C. 115, 117, 386 S.E.2d 624, 625

(1989). Under this prong, the court measures an attorney’s performance by its “reasonableness

under prevailing professional norms.” Cherry, 300 S.C. at 117, 386 S.E.2d at 625 (quoting
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Strickland, 466 U.S. at 690). The proper measure of performance is whether an attorney provided
representation within the range of competence required in criminal cases. Butler, 286 S.C. at 442,
334 S.E.2d at 814. “Counsel is strongly presumed to have rendered adequate assistance and made
all significant decisions in the exercise of reasonable professional judgment.” Id. (citing Strickland,
466 U.S. at 690). The applicant must overcome this presumption to receive relief. Cherry, 300 S.C.
at 118, 386 S.E.2d at 625. Second, counsel’s deficient performance must have prejudiced the
applicant such that “there is a reasonable probability that, but for counsel's unprofessional errors,
the result of the proceeding would have been different.” Cherry, 300 S.C. at 117-18, 386 S.E.2d at
625. With respect to guilty plea counsel, the applicant must show that there is a reasonable
probability that, but for counsel’s alleged errors, he would not have pleaded guilty and would have

insisted on going to trial. Hill v. Lockhart, 474 U.S. 52 (1985).

Respondent submits Applicant can satisfy neither requirement of the Strickland test.
However, the allegation of ineffective assistance of counsel probably raises questions of fact that
the record does not conclusively refute. Accordingly, Respondent requests an evidentiary hearing

to fully resolve this issue. See Sharper v. State, 279 S.C. 264, 305 S.E.2d 247 (1983).

IV. Response to Allegations of Involuntary Guilty Plea

Applicant also asserts his plea was involuntary. In PCR cases, an applicant asserting a
constitutional violation must frame the issue as one of ineffective assistance of counsel. Al-

Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 363-64, 527 S.E.2d 742, 747 (2000) (citations omitted). An

applicant who pleads guilty on the advice of counsel may collaterally attack the plea only by
showing (1) counsel was ineffective and (2) there is a reasonable probability that but for counsel's
errors, the defendant would not have pled guilty and would have insisted on going to trial. Roscoe

v. State, 345 S.C. 16, 20, 546 S.E.2d 417, 419 (2001). An applicant alleging his guilty plea was
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induced by ineffective assistance of counsel must prove counsel's advice was not “within the

competence demanded of attorneys in criminal cases.” Hill v. Lockhart, 474 U.S. 52, 56 (1985).

Further, “[t]hat a guilty plea must be intelligently made is not a requirement that all advice offered
by the defendant's lawyer withstand retrospective examination in a post-conviction hearing.”

McMann v. Richardson, 397 U.S. 759, 770 (1970). Rather, “whether a plea of guilty is

unintelligent . . . depends as an initial matter; not on whether a court would retrospectively consider
counsel's advice to be right or wrong, but on whether that advice was within the range of
competence demanded of attorneys in criminal cases.” Id. at 771.

The record must establish the defendant had a full understanding of the consequences of

his plea and the charges against him. Dalton v. State, 376 S.C. 130, 138, 654 S.E.2d 870, 874 (Ct.

App. 2007) (citing Boykin v. Alabama, 395 U.S. 238, 242 (1969)). A defendant's knowing and

voluntary waiver of statutory or constitutional rights must be established by a complete record,
and “may be accomplished by colloquy between the court and defendant, between the court and

defendant's counsel, or both.” Roddy v. State, 339 S.C. 29, 34, 528 S.E.2d 418, 421 (2000) (citing

State v. Ray, 310 S.C. 431,437,427 S.E.2d 171, 174 (1993)). Further, "[a] guilty plea is a solemn,
judicial admission of the truth of the charges” against the applicant; thus, a criminal inmate's right
to contest the validity of such a plea is usually, but not invariably, foreclosed. Dalton, at 13738,

654 S.E.2d at 874 (citing Blackledge v. Allison, 431 U.S. 63 (1977)). Therefore, admissions “made

during a guilty plea should be considered conclusive unless [an applicant] presents valid reasons
why he should be allowed to depart from the truth of his statements.” [d. (citing Crawford v.

United States, 519 F.2d 347 (4th Cir. 1975); Edmonds v. Lewis, 546 F.2d 566 (4th Cir. 1976)).

“In considering an allegation on PCR that a guilty plea was based on inaccurate advice of counsel,

the transcript of the guilty plea hearing will be considered to determine whether any possible error .
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by counsel was cured by the information conveyed at the plea hearing.” Id. at 138-39, 654 S.E.2d
at 874 (citing Wolfe v. State, 326 S.C. 158, 165, 485 S.E.2d 367, 370 (1997)).

Respondent submits the record fully supports the knowing and voluntary nature of
Applicant’s plea. However, allegations regarding the voluntariness of the plea may raise a
question of fact that is not conclusively refuted by the record. Accordingly, Respondent requests

an evidentiary hearing to fully resolve this issue. See Sharper v. State, 279 S.C. 264, 305 S.E.2d

247 (1983).

V. Response to Allegations of Prosecutorial Misconduct

Applicant also alleges prosecutorial misconduct. Prosecutorial misconduct is not an issue
for post-conviction relief. Rather, this allegation is a direct appeal issues that is procedurally barred
by S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-20(b) (2003). Post-conviction relief is not a substitute for an appeal.

Simmons_v. State, 264 S.C. 417, 423, 215 S.E.2d 883, 885 (1974). A post-conviction relief

application cannot assert any issues that could have been raised at trial or on appeal. Drayton v.
Evatt, 312 S.C. 4, 8,430 S.E.2d 517, 520 (1993). Applicant could have raised this issue on appeal.
The failure to do so has waived this allegation as grounds for relief. Regardless, it is applicant's

burden to prove actual prosecutorial misconduct. Alabama v. Smith, 490 U.S. 794, 109 S. Ct. 2201

(1989). Notwithstanding the procedural bar to this claim, Respondent submits that Applicant
provides no evidence to suggest prosecutorial impropriety. Therefore, Respondent submits that
this allegation should be summarily dismissed.

V1. Any Future Amendments

Applicant must specify any claims he intends to raise at the PCR evidentiary hearing. Any

claims not specifically laid out in this PCR application or in amendments will be opposed by the

State at an evidentiary hearing pursuant to §§ 17-27-10 to -160 of the South Carolina Code of
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Laws and Rule 71.1 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. See also Rules 15(a)-(b),

SCRCP. All claims should be made well in advance of the evidentiary hearing. Because Applicant
has been appointed an attorney, the attorney, and not Applicant, is the only individual authorized
to file amendments to this application. See Rule 11, SCRCP. Pro se filings will not be considered
at the PCR hearing. Respondent reserves the right to request that any amendments withheld until
the last minute be stricken because of undue prejudice to Respondent. See Rule 15(a), SCRCP.

VII. Response to All Other Allegations

Each and every allegation contained within the application not expressly admitted,

qualified, or explained in this Return is hereby denied.

VIIIL. Request for an Evidentiary Hearing

WHEREFORE, Respondent requests that an evidentiary hearing be held on the claims of
ineffective assistance of plea counsel and involuntary guilty plea. Moreover, Respondent requests

the claim of prosecutorial misconduct be dismissed for failure to state a claim.

Respectfully submitted,

ALAN WILSON
Attorney General

W.JEFFREY YOUNG
Chief Deputy Attorney General

MEGAN HARRIGAN JAMESON
Senior Assistant Deputy Attorney General

Post Office Box 11549
Columbia, SC 29211
Telephone: (803) 734-3737

@J/ﬁ ,2018
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF YORK
2018-CP-46-0261

ERIC NEAL PATTON, #313922,

bvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv

Applicant,
Vs AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE BY MAf,
EE £ 2
: 5 e C.
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, R S 1{;
S IF
Respondent. L - v)
Zead e I
=&n X om

1. I am an employee of the Respondent in the above-captioned action.
Regular communication by mail exists throughout the State of South Carolina and that this

2.
is a proper circumstance of service by mail.

3. I have this day served a copy of the Return in the above-captioned matter on the following
person by depositing same in the United States mail, postage prepaid:

Donae Alecia Minor, Esquire

Minor Law Offices LL.C
1750 Highway 160 W STE 101 #259

Fort Mill, South Carolina 29708

DATED this the 15" day of June, 2018.

A

Caroline Collins, Administrative Coordinator
For Respondent




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) FOR THE 16t JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF LANCASTER ) Case No.: 201@' -CP-46-00261
Eric Patton (68554A), )
)
Applicant, ) AMENDED POST-CONVICTION
) RELIEF APPLICATION
V. )
)
State of South Carolina. )
)

The Applicant, by and through his undersigned attorney, hereby amends his PCR
application filed on January 31, 2018, to add the following allegations:

Ineffective Assistance of Counsel as to Geoffrey Dunn, Esquire:

a. Failure to properly investigate Applicant’s Case including but not
limited to interviewing potential witnesses and evaluating the veracity
of evidence sought against Applicant

b. Failure to adequately provide Applicant with all discovery and properly
discuss all discovery and evidence sought against him prior to Applicant
accepting his plea bargain.

c. Failure to properly counsel, discuss, and explain the pending charges,
sentencing, and consequences so that Applicant could make an informed
decision as to whether to accept a plea bargain or pursue a trial

d. Failure to discuss possible defense and challenges to the evidence with
the Applicant.

e. Failure to advise Applicant of his right to an appeal

Furthermore, the Applicant requests that he be permitted to amend his PCR
application to conform to the evidence presented at the PCR hearing should any new
or unaddressed issues arise during the course of the hearing that have not been
specifically addressed in the Application and this Amended Application.
Amendments should be liberally allowed when no prejudice to the opposing party will
result. See Simpson v. Moore, 367 S.C. 587, 627 S.E.2d 701 (2006).

10 Hd 61 AGN 810

Page 1 0of 2

adAl3034y-a311d

53



54

- Respectfully submitted,

BYW/(/Z(__/)

Donae A. Minor

Attorney for Applicant

1750 Highway 160

Suite 101 #259

Fort Mill SC 29708

Telephone: 844-878-2015

Email: donae@attorneyminor.com
South Carolina Bar No.: 102550

November 12, 2018

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served this document via email and United States Postal
Service mail to:

Janell Gregory
Assistant Attorney General
JGregory@scag.gov

S.C. Attorney General’s Office
Rembert C. Dennis Building
Post Office Box 11549

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

This |«3’b' (h' of November, 2018.

P 1
- Lowem J
TIERRA WELLS, PARALEGAL =
. STV =
Minor Law Offices e =2
DO
2w
i e T2 )
...-{ * — i

L O -
oo '
o oo
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
| ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
YORK COUNTY ) SIXTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRC@T -
) D o F
SeE 30D
Eric Patton (313922), ) DO ] )
) ZuE @ m
Applicant, ) f:/ & = ?@?
) MOTION AND ORDER FOR> =
versus ) CONTINUANEE = ~— ~
)
State of South Carolina ) File Book No. 2018-CP-46-0261
)
Defendant. )

Applicant’s Attorney, Donae A. Minor of Minor Law Offices moves this Court
for a continuance for the matter scheduled before the Court on January 28, 2019 at
9:30 a.m. for a Post Conviction Relief (PCR) Hearing.

Applicant’s Attorney, Donae A. Minor informs this Court that Applicant has
been recently transferred and has not had access to his discovery and requests
additional time to receive his discovery so that he can review and have a productive
and informed discussion with his Attorney regarding the preparation of his case.

Janell Gregory, Assistant Attorney General for the South Carolina Attorney
General’s Office does not object to Applicant’s Attorney’s motion for continuance.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. This matter is hereby continued.

2. This matter will be rescheduled for the next practicable Post

Rl

Danie D. Hall
Administrative Judge

Conviction Relief term.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED:

/’22 .2012
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CLERK OF COURT’S OFFICE

Post Office Box 649, York, South Carolina 29745-0649

June 26,2019

Erick N. Patton, #313922

Lieber Correctional Iinstitute — MA-205
PO Box 205

Ridgeville, SC 29472

Dear Mr. Patton,

. Your Motion to Relieve Counsel was received in our office on 6/26/2019. However, we cannot
process the document as you are still represented by your appointed attorney. The motion and
order will need to be submitted by Ms. Minor as she is currently your attorney of record. Should
you have any other questions please do not hesitate to contact our office.

Sincerely,

Civil Court Staff
York County, SC



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) . IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF YorK ) . ~
) CASENO.: i -CP-_4% - 03&i
Eric Poc\-\_-on ) MOTION AND ORDER INFORMATION
Plaintiff, ) FORM AND COVERSHEET
VS. ) - = -
| ) 2z Z
Sete of Southy Carolince ) = 5 g
Defendant. ) :: ] 2.
- ' = {8z
Plaintiff’s Attorney: Defendant’s Attorney: =g = ﬂ?'
, Bar No. , Bar No. <@ = =
Address: ‘ Address: ‘ P = A il
. : e Rl N @
: o
Phone: Fax Phone: Fax
E-mail: Other: E-mail: Other:

’_EMOTION HEARING REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete SECTIONS I and III)
[_]JFORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS II and III)
[JPROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT ORDER (complete SECTIONS II and III)

SECTION I: Hearing Information
Nature of Motion: Matien to Relieve Counsel

Estimated Time Needed: \S min Court Reporter Needed: XIYES/[ ] NO

SECTION II: Motion/Order Type
DX Written motion attached '
DF orm Motion/Order

[ hereby move for relief or action by the court as set forth in the attached proposed order

Signature of Attorney for [ ] Plaintiff /] Defendant Date submitted

SECTION III: Motion Fee
[] PAID - AMOUNT: $ .
D4 EXEMPT: (] Rule to Show Cause in Child or Spousal Suppon
(check reason) [_] Domestic Abuse or Abuse and Neglect
&4 Indigent Status State Agency v. Indigent Party '
[C] Sexually Violent Predator Act [_] Post-Conviction Relief
[_] Motion for Stay in Bankruptcy
(] Motion for Publication  [_] Motion for Execution (Rule 69, SCRCP)
] Proposed order submitted at request of the court; or,
reduced to writing from motion made in open court per judge’s instructions
Name of Court Reporter:

(] Other:
- JUDGE’S SECTION
[] Motion Fee to be paid upon filing of the attached | JUDGE CODE
order.
(] Other: ‘ Date:
‘ CLERK’S VERIFICATION
Collected by: Date Filed:

] MOTION FEE COLLECTED: $

(] CONTESTED - AMOUNT DUE: $

SCCA 233 (11/2003)
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STATE OF SouTH CARCLINA|I TN THE CoURT 6F CommonN PLEAS

CouNTY OF VYOoRK
Cose No.! Qci8 - cP- 4o- 0oL

Eric Patton 3#3i3923,

Appliceadt,
Pro Se Motion Yo
VT Relieve Counsel ‘“2 -

The State of South Caroline,
Respon_cjen‘i’-.

NOW COMES Applicant, Eric Paton, pre Se, and
meves this hWororable Court, pursvant 4o the rules of
civil procedure | +o grant his motien +o relieve counsel

on the ‘Fol(o\\)ina bosie

\. PcR Counsel ig 'refosinj to conduct an ind:zpenclerﬂ'

in\:esﬁaa“Haﬂ into Applicant’s ]esa\ clatms ‘o ascertain

factual and +anﬁib\e, evidence For Applicant to submit
In support of his Heacd araumen+ at his eviden‘h’as\y

heou-ins - Specifically, Counsel 1s re&»sins 4o interview
and prepare peteaticl witnesses Ffor the hearirﬁ. Also,
she’s refusinj Yo retrieve cleekK-in minctes from an
alezes/ witness>® gob  which will prove Ahat this witness

was et work at the +ime She’d Claimed thet she’d

witness Applicant atr the Crime Scene yet, plec

couvasel advised Applicont Yo plead SUEH-); witheot Tirst

i oFf 3
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conduct 0 any i;n\les*i'igoﬂ'ion e the facts and

circumstances of +he case .

Coﬂs;eo’uem‘ﬂs/, Applicant's PcR case is a risk of
be,inﬂ thwerted becauvse of  Counse)’s ineffective

assistance . Martinoez ~. Ryan , 133 5.CF. 1309 {acta) .

»

WHEREFORE, Applicanst respectfuily requests +he
Court 4o relieve cOQnse'\ and appoint New counse |
or, in +the akrerncd cve, éo"\ﬂPQ% counsel o cenduct

- Teasonalble invesﬁ-fgcd"fom into  Applicant's claims .

Respec‘H:uMy Suhmi%ecu,

Eric Paton FH 3izq3a

Lieber Corr. Tast.
136 Witbora Ave.
P.o. Bex acs

Ridgeville, sc 39473

Avgust 5, 3019
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DF
The Supreme Court of South Caroling
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

August 06, 2019

ey
£ 0 Su

HOLTIMYH GlAvE

8§ Hc@ 90d 61

Mr. Eric Neal Patton, 313922
Lieber Correctional Institution
P. O. Box 205

Ridgeville SC 29472

)
)

o ouF

S0 CALMNOD WHEGS,
en

Re: Eric Patton v. The State of SC
Appellate Case No. 2019-001186

O\K- 2ol
Dear Mr., Patton:

This Court has received the enclosed letter from the clerk of court advising
that he will accept your Motion to Relieve Counsel as soon as he receives the
motion with your original signature. In light of this, we are closing our file.

Very truly yours,

CLERK

Enclosure

cc:  The Honorable David Hamilton

(ETNERERMIERIE
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF YORK

CASE NUMBER 2018CP4600261

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Eric Neal Patton

South Carolina State Of

PLAINTIFF(S)

DEFENDANT(S)

Submitted by:

Attorney for: O Plaintiff O Defendant
O Self-Represented Litigant

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)

] JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a verdict rendged.

X DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been trig‘d or E}ard and 43

decision rendered. O See Page 2 for additional information, TR p
ad ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): O Rule 12(b), SCRCP; O Rule 41(a), SCRCP (¥9l. Nonsu(ig;

O Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); O Other: =0 = o)
O  ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): O Rule 40(j) SCRCP; O Bankruptcy; o - © ? s [}

O Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or O Other: ~ ”_\3 =k o

modify arbitration award; “ S ;..:,
O  STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY T E W ©
d DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX): ' wJ

O Affirmed; O Reversed; O Remanded,; O Other:

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE
CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: o See attached order; (formal order to follow) 03 Statement of Judgment by the Court:

ORDER INFORMATION

This order O ends [¥ does not end the {;sse. _ \ Q;Q
Additional Information for the Clerk: oNnaa M\f\" ) \rQ_\\ e\ af (N } 2_\ 3

—d@ W neyt Oi)é")f(\b—\T s e  (00F hsd s C»\yioinka(,

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX

Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount should be enrolled. If
there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be Enrolied

(List name(s) below) (List name(s) below) (List amount(s) below)

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest or
additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the clerk.
Note: Title absglacto s and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details.
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counties, the Court will electronically sign this form using a separate electroni¢ signature page.
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R For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was entered on August , 2019, and a copy mailed first class or placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on

August 2019, to attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro-se) as follows:
Donae Alecia Minor 1750 Highway 160 W STE 101 #259 Janell H Gregory Attorney General's Office P.O.Box 11549
Fort Mill, SC 29708 Columbia, SC 29211
Brianna Lynn Schill 1000 Assembly Street SC Office Of The
Attorney General Columbia, SC 29201
ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)
David Hamilton
Court Reporter: Shirley Broom David Hamilton - Clerk of Court
Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File
Stamp and the clerk's entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a -
copy of the judgement to parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP. -

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON PAGE 1.

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.

!

CPFORM4Cm
SCCA SCRCP Form 4C (Revised 2/17)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF YORK ) 16th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Eric Neal Patton, #313922 ) CASE NO.: 2018CP4600261
Plaintiff(s), ) APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL OR GAL
-VS- ) (Select one.)
South Carolina State Of, ) ORDER
Defendant(s). ) O AMENDED ORDER
TYPE OF CASE/PROCEEDING: (Check one.)
Post-Conviction Relief (PCR)/habeas case O Adoption O Juvenile
[0 SVP case O Custody and/or Visitation O Abuse and Neglect
LI Minor Name Change O Other: Post Convict Rel 500 '

It appears Eric Neal Patton, who is a litigant in this case, is entitled to court-appointed counsel or a
guardian ad litem. -
It further appears that: (Select only one.)

counsel/guardian ad litem has not yet been appointed by the court; therefore, an apj omtment
counsel/guardian ad litem is necessary. b -

[1 counsel or a guardian ad litem was previously appointed by the court but has indicated eltller a~possibl
conflict of interest, an entitlement to exemption, or other good cause warranting the appomtﬁ?:&of
counsel or guardian ad litem based on: = B =
counsel was previously appointed by the court but has not mdlcated that the litigant has reta;med~ prlvate
counsel and is no longer entitled to appointed counsel.

[J court appointed counsel has obtained , Esquire as substitute counsel pursuant to Rule 608(h)(;2} -pjrowd'ea
however, only the member who orlgmally received the appointment and who sought substitiite courSel shail
receive credit. -

0 Other:

v il

&
&

GEIYERERN(ERIF!

Therefore, it is ordered that Ola A. Johnson hereby is appointed as (Select one.)

Counsel O lead counsel (if capital PCR case) O guardian ad litem
for the above-named person. Any counsel or GAL previously appointed is/are hereby relieved.

O (If Death Penalty PCR Case) 1t is further ordered that , Esquire, is hereby appointed as second counsel
in this capital PCR case.

The clerk of court is directed to forward a copy of this orde | persons entitled to notice.
ITISSOO RED
August , 2019 /
X C1rcu1t Judge EI Clerk of Court
Plaintiff Attorney:
Ola A. Johnson Eric N. Patton #313922
P O Box 549 Lieber correctional Institution
Lexington, SC 29071 P O Box 205
olajohnsonlaw@gmail.com Ridgeville, SC 29472
Defendant Attorney:
Janell H Gregory Brianna Lynn Schill
Attorney General's Office 1000 Assembly Street
P.O.Box 11549 SC Office Of The Attorney General
Columbia, SC 29211 Columbia, SC 29201

NOTICE: SC Supreme Court Order of September 29, 2006, requires appointed counsel entitled to payment from the Office of Indigent Defense
(OID) to register the case online with OID within fifteen (15) days of this appointment at www.sccid.sc.gov, and further directs that
reimbursement vouchers be submitted directly to SCCID and not to the trial judge or clerk of court. See SCCID website for further details.

CP20 (08/08)
SCCA/267 (03/07)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF YORK
ERIC PATTON,
Applicant,
v.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

‘Respondent.

e e

L gl L T

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

CASE NO.: 2018-CP-46-00261

SECOND AMENDED  ; ©
POST CONVICTION RELIEF Z

APPLICATION _;.) P l::
[ b
e Z
- 0~
oD

: W4 8Z W 0N

b

£ .
Applicant, by and through his undersigned attorney, hereby amends his a'pplicatxon%r

Post-Conviction Relief dated January 31%, 2018. This amended complaint adopts and includes

all grounds in the original application and the first Post-Conviction Relief Application filed

November 19, 2018 by attorney Donae A. Minor.

grounds regarding his claim of ineffective assistance of counsel as to Geoffrey Dunn as follows:

Applicant further alleges as additional

1. Applicant was sentenced for violating his probation at this plea under probation warrant

numbers W-46-16-0376, W-46-16-0289 and W-46-17-0153 and received a sentence of 3

years 6 months on each concurrent.

guilty plea and sentencing.

3. Applicant’s counsel failed to explain the deadline or process for filing an appeal after the

plea.

5. Applicant’s counsel failed to interview or investigate Laura Lawrence or Amber Stewart

regarding these charges.

Prior to.the guilty plea, Applicant’s counsel failed to explain the details of the Applicants

Applicant’s counsel failed to provide a copy of the states evidence to the Applicant.

G3AI3034-a3d



6. Applicant’s counsel failed to provide a copy of a statement from the victim on the
domestic violence charge, Laura Lawrence, that recanted her allegation, to the solicitor’s
office.

7. Applicant’s counsel stated to applicant that the 4-year consecutive sentence would be
concurrent and that charges in Charlotte and Lancaster would be dismissed as part of the
plea.

8. Applicant’s counsel failed to obtain a handwriting expert to verify the origin of a letter
used as evidence against the applicant for the Intimidation of a witness charge.

9. Applicant’s counsel failed to contact applicant’s nephew Keon Harris as a witness to the
Domestic Violence charge.

10. Applicant’s counsel failed to contact applicant’s grandmether Willie May or Uncle
Luther Patton as alibi witnesses for the Armed Robbery dated 1-19-17.

11. Applicant’s counsel failed to obtain or request a drug analysis related to the drug charge.

12. Applicant’s counsel (along with the solicitor Willy Thompson and Jenny Desch) coerced
the applicant into entering the guilty plea by having the applicants brother Kevin Patton
and sister Natalia Harris appear in a meeting with applicant at the courthouse to pressure
him into accepting the plea offer from the state.

13. Following the plea Applicants counsel failed to file a motion to reconsider the sentence.

Furthermore, the Applicant requests that he be permitted to Amend his PCR application to
conform to the evidence presented at the PCR hearing should any new or unaddressed issues
arise during the course of the hearing that have not been specifically addressed in the

Application. See Simpson v. Moore, 367 S.C. 587, 627 S.E.2d 701 (2006).
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Thf?‘Q_““ﬁay of July, 2020.

Respectfully submitted,

%ﬁ_/‘&?

<OLA JOHNSON
fney for Applicant
.0. Box 549

Lexington, SC 29071
803-360-8692 Phone
olajohnsonlaw@gmail.com



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF YORK ) SIXTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
ERIC NEAL PATTON, ) CASE NO.: 2018-CP-46-00261
)
Applicant, )
)
V. )
) CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, );
)
Respondent. )
)

I, Ola Johnson, hereby certify on that on July 22, 2020, I served a copy of the
SECOND AMENDED POST CONVICTION RELIEF APPLICATION and NOTICE OF

MOTION AND MOTION TO AUTHORIZE DISCOVERY on Brianna Schill, Assistant Attorney

General by Email and U.S. Mail to the following address:

Brianna Schill, Asst. Attorney General

SC Attorney General’s Office

LIHNOD Xd
§59 % d0°70
HCLIIRYH GIAVG

J5
6S =l Hd 82 W Q02

P.0. Box 11549
Columbia, §.C. 29211

/-2 20 %

Date _AOLA JOHNSON

G3aA13034-G3714
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF YORK ) SIXTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
ERIC NEAL PATTON , ) CASE NO.: 2018-CP-46-00261
)
Applicant, )
)
V. )
) NOTICE OF MOTION AND: M@TIO@O
AUTHORIZE DISCOVERY
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) . . QoL g
) cTE
Respondent. ; 3 gc‘: E izi
ho T
U'; i i
T o

NOW COMES the Applicant in the above-captioned action, acting by and
through undersigned counsel, hereby moving this court to authorize discovery in this matter. In
support of this motion, the Applicant would show unto this Honorable Court the following.

The Applicant was charged with Armed Robbery x 3, Possession of a Firearm by Felon x
2, Possession Cocaine Base 2™, Intimidation of a Witness, Harassment, Violation of Firearms
Provision x 2, Domestic Violence 27 with a probation violation. The Applicant received a
sentence of 14 years active concurrent to 10 years active concurrent to 5 years each on 4 charges,
concurrent to 4 years and concurrent to run concurrent with a revocation of prior suspended
sentences (for 3.50 years x 6). Counsel for Applicant is not in possession of medical records

related to the witness Laura Lawrence.

WHEREFORE, having set forth his grounds, the Applicant moves this Honorable Court

to issue such order as is just and proper.

ttorney for Applicant
803-360-8692
olajohnsonlaw@gmail.com

a3AI3034-aaTd



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF YORK
Eric Patton, #313922,
Applicant,
V.
State of South Carolina,

Respondent.

This matter comes before the Court by way of a post-conviction relief application. An

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE SIXTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Case No.: 2018-CP-46-0261

ORDER OF CONTINUANCE

QIAVa

J HUOA
20

08 AL
SO%

Ot
;%%
BO:(1HY L1 0301207

NOLTI

QJAI3334-03714

evidentiary hearing into the matter was scheduled for December 10, 2021, to be held virtually via

Webex. Applicant requests this matter be continued because he wanted to proceed forward with

the evidentiary hearing in person instead. Respondent objected to the motion because of the age

of the case. This Court finds that this matter should be continued until the next in person term of

court for PCR matters in the Sixteenth Judicial Circuit.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

L. That this PCR matter shall be continued and rescheduled,

2. Applicant shall remain remanded to the custody of the State.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this / 3 dayw , 2021.

GRACE GILCHYIST KNIE
Presiding Judge

Splo

, South Carolina

Judicial Circuit
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

ERIC PATTON,
Petitiocner,
Case No.
-against- 2018-CP-46-0261
STATE,

Respondent.

August 31, 2022

York, S.C.

BEFORE:

HONORABLE EDWARD MILLER

APPEARANCE S:
OLA JOHNSON,

Attorney for the Petitioner

ZACHARY JONES,

Attorney for the State

Aileen Butler

Official Court Reporter
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EXHIBITS

DESCRIPTION

(NO EXHIBITS RECEIVED)

EVD.
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WITNESS

Eric Patton
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Jones

Kevin Patton
Mr. Johnson
Mr. Jones

Natala Foxd
Mr. Johnson

Mr. Jones

Laura Lawrence

Mr. Johnson
Mr. Jones
Jenny Desch
Mr. Jones
Mr. Johnson
Geoffry Dunn
Mr. Jones

Mr. Johnson

INDEX
DIRECT CROSS REDIRECT RECRQSS
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35
42
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52 58
55
59 80
72 81




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MR. JONES: Your Honor, the next matter is
Eric Neil Patton verses State of South Carolina.
Case number 2018-CP-46-0261.

Mr. Patton filed his post conviction relief
application on January 31lst, 2018 challenging his
convictions. He was indicted in June 2017 for
two counts of possession of a firearm by a person
convicted of a violent offense.

In July 2017 he was in indicted for armed
robbery, 2nd degree domestic violence, possession
of crack cocaine, two additiocnal counts of armed
robbery and possession of a weapon during the
commission of a violent crime. And then in
September 2017 the York County Grand Jury
indicted him for intimidation of court officials,
jurors or witnesses. He was represented by
Geoffry Dunn.

He plead guilty on September 18, 2017 before
the Honorakle Judge John C. Hayes. Pursuant to a
negotiated sentence he was sentenced to
imprisonment for an aggregate term of 14 years of
no parole offenses -- if my recollection is
correct, plus four years of parole eligible
imprisonment for a total of 14 plus four years.

He did not appeal his ceonviction or sentence.
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Since this filing of his initial post conviction
relief application he submitted an additicnal one
through his original PCR counsel, Donna Morris --
Minor -- I'm sorry —-- in November of 2018 and
then with his current PCR counsel he filed an
amended application in June of 2020.

Sco before we begin I'd just like to let his
current ccunsel, Mr. Ola Johnson, put on the
record exactly which of the allegations from
those applications he will be go going forward on
today.

Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right Mr. Johnson.

MR, JOHNSON: Your Honor, if it will be
helpful do vyou want me to pass up the three
copies here? The three applications we're
dealing with?

THE COURT: Well, I have —-- hang c¢n one
second. I have the second amended application
filed July 28th of 2020. Let's see. I have an
amended applicaticon and then I believe I have the
original as well, so I don't think I need them.

MR. JOENSON: Yes, sir. I could list by
number. I belleve the numbers are on all three

and it makes it a little bit easier. So I will
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point out what we are geoing to go forward on.
Some of these were duplicated and some of these
we do not have a witness for and for those
various reasons we will not go forward on all of
these.

In the original we're going tc go forward on
the allegations numbered cne, three -- do you
want me to tc wait judge?

THE COURT: Hang on.

MR, JOHNSON: Yes, sir.

THE COCURT: Okay, one.

MR. JOHNSON: On the original we're going
forward on one, three, four, six, seven, eight
and ten. We're dropping the rest.

On the first amended post conviction relief
application filed by Miss Minor those were
duplicated. So we're not taking any of those.
So those are being dropped. And on second
amended post conviction relief application that T
filed July 28, 2020 we're going forward on all of
them accept for eight, nine and ten. Those are
three that we will not be going forward on on.
And that's it judge.

MR. JONES: That is my understanding Your

Honor.
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THE COURT: ©Okay. You may proceed.

MR. JOHNSON: Thank you. We call Mr. Eric
Patton to testify. D¢ you want him to stand
here.

THE COURT: I'm not sure how this is going to
work.

MR. JOHNSON: I don't know how you want to
swear him in.

MR. JONES: Your Honor, what I've done
previously for what it's worth, we had the
defendant or the applicant take the stand when
testifying.

THE CQURT: Yeah, I think he needs to do
that.

THE BAILIFF: The mics do not work just so
you know.

THE COURT: The mics do not work.

MR. JOHNSCN: Your Honor, 1f we can hear him
is it a matter of recording otherwise?

MR. JONES: I found that the acoustics in
this room are good enough for me to hear so I
have no objection.

MR, JOHNSON: If it works judge we can try it
considering it's not the biggest courtroom in the

world as far as I know.
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E. Patton - Direct by-Mr. Johnson

o}

THE COURT: We will give it & try. If not we
will proceed in some other way.

MR. JOHNSON: Yes,.

ERIC PATTON, called as a witness, having been
duly sworn by the clerk, was examined and
testified as follows:

THE COURT: Keep your voice up.

MR. PATTON: Yes, sir.
DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. JOHNSON:
0. Sir, will you state your name?

Eric Patton.

>

Who represented you in this matter?

=B &

Mr. Geoffry Dunn.

Q. All right.

MR. JOHNSON: Judge, I feel like we can hear
him just fine if the State agrees.
MR. JONES: I agree.

Q. Mr. Patton, let me ask you, in explaining the
system and the case to you, could you tell me how your
attorney did that or did he do a sufficient job of
explaining the case and the laws as it applied to you in
this case with these charges?

A, No, sir.

Q. What do you mean?
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E. Patton - Direct by Mr. Jchnson

9

A. I didn't receive my whole discovery which
violated my due process and the majority of the time we
met it was about taking a plea bargain.

Q. All right. And is there anything -- you're
saying -- is there anything else he failed to explain to
you? Anything in particular about your case that he
failed to explain to you?

A, Yes, sir. On the cocaine, possession of crack

charge, dealing with when the lab report came back it
was just residue. At the time he didn't explain that if
I were to went to a jury trial the jury could have
lcoked at it as a -- on the punishment like as far as
like if I was found guilty.

Q. Ckay. Did he explain or show you any drug
analysis for that charge?

A, No, since day one when I was arrested I had
been writing him over and over letting him know that I
was innocent on the drug charge and I got the letter
that he was writing me back and he was like waiting on
the drug lab to come in, but somehow I never received
that drug lab until you teook over the case and you sent
me the Rule Five and the drug lab was in your copy and
that's when I found out it was only residue that they're
saying they got out of my pocket, but instead he had me

plead guilty on the maximum c¢n that charge like do yecu
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E. Patton - Direct by Mr. Johnson

10

feel like he did in regards to that?
A. Well, from my understanding he only

interviewed one witness and that was Amber Stuwart,
which Laura Lawrence she was another witness on a CDV
case. She had gave a notarized statement explaining
that she lied on me due to me cheating on her and he had
kept telling me that he had to contact her attorney to

get the old case but he never did.

Q. So you never interviewed her?
A. No, sir.
Q. Okay. And did he fail to interview anyone

else in your family or anybody else that could have
helped you?

a. Yeah, when the CDV supposedly had happened I
had my nephew staying with me, Keon Harris, which he's
in the report, and Keon had gave a verbal statement to
the law enforcement. He was letting them know that he
was there the whole time at the house and that he didn't
witness none of what she was saying in her original
statement.

Q. Okay. And what do you feel like he did or
failed to do to prepare and go over the facts of the
case with you? Did he fail to do that?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. How many times did he meet with you?
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E. Patton - Direct by Mr. Johnson

11

A. Ch, he met with me numerous times. He met
with me a good bit of time but it was always about
working out a plea bargain.

Q. Okay. Did he ever watch any video recorded
evidence or listen to audio recorded evidence with you?

A, Yes, sir, but on one of the audio tapes the
gound wouldn't play at the time and you had some
witnesses saying that they recognized me by my voice,
which kind of got me charged and he never came back and
let me hear the sound audio.

Q. Qkay. Well, during your meetings with Mr.
Dunn did he ever coerce you or threaten you in any way
to convince to you plead guilty?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. Tell me about that?

A. Okay, the day this plea bargain actually went
down when I got out front I had some notes I had written
down that I wanted him to ask certain witnesses whenever
the jury trial would have started and he had told me he
was going to get my clothes from my family but instead
he had the correction cfficer sign me out of the county
jail and took me upstairs to law -- some type of room
and we had my family come in and bkasically for an hour,
hour and a half, cry and beg me to take this plea

bargain and all for the love I got for my family -- I




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

E. Patton - Direct by Mr. Johnson

12
mean, I love them to the peint I didn't want to see them
cry or begging me to take a plea bargain which the whole
time he knew I wanted to go to trial because I just had
gave him the notes that I wanted him to ask certain
witnesses, so...

Q. All right. You felt coerced by that?

A, Yeah, a lot of pressure was on me watching my
family sit there and beg me and cry.

Q. Ckay. And you didn't ask for them to be

brought up?

A, No, sir.
Q. Okay.
A. I actually had told him I didn't want him even

discussing my case with my family because they're not
all the way up on the law.

Q. Okay. And did you ask him about filing an
appeal?

L. Yes, sir.

Q. What did you state to him?

A, Well, after the court date I asked him and he
told me he would and I had some pending charges in
Charlotte, Meckenburg and Lancaster County, which he had
promised me that when he filed the appeal he would take
care of those charges in Charlotte, Meckenburg and

Lancaster which he never did. To this day the charge in

81



82

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

E. Patton - Direct by Mr. Johnson

13
Lancaster is still pending and it was kind of -- when we
was in the room with my family and they was begging me
to take the plea and I was like, no, because I still
have charges in Charlotte, Meckenburg and Lancaster. We
can do it all a universal thing. He was like, I'll tell
you what, if you go there and take the plea I1'll take
care of those charges.,

As soon as I got back down to the county jail I
wrote him a letter before I went teo SCDC and I told him,
I said, make sure you take care of those charges in
Lancaster and Charlotte. No response.

Q. Okay. Did you ask him in person face to face
te file your appeal?

A. Actually after we left the room.

0. You did it in person. You asked him to do
that?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you feel like you were advised by him to

take the plea and that was not in your best interest.
You're indicating he's indicating it was in your best
interest?

A. Evidently if I gave him the notes that I
wanted him to ask witnesses. He told me he was golng teo
get my clothes so I could dress out and we can proceed

with the trial but instead he went and got my family




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

E. Patton - Direct by Mr. Johnson
14

without my wishes and basically with them and him all
cornered me in a little room for an hour, hour plus.
Everybedy begging me to plead guilty. Sco it weakened me
and wore me down to the point I just went with the flow.

Q. What did Mr. Dunn say to yocu about taking a
plea?

A. He was just threatening me saying if you lose,
you're going to get a life sentence. You're not going
to be able to reunite with your son and just those type
of things.

Q. Okay. And did you indicate at some point you
asked him to file a motion for bond?

A. Yes, sir. I wrote him numerous letters asking
about a bond.

Q. Did he fail to do that?

A. Well, I don't remember going up for a bond
hearing at all.

Q. Okay. And Mr. Patton you also had a violation
of probation that kicked in and you were revoked on also
as well during this plea, correct?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Okay. And when you did your guilty plea, did
he explain to you fully the rights that you were giving
up and the sentencing that you would receive?

a. No, sir. I had no idea that the probation
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E. Patton - Direct by Mr. Jchnsocon

15
cfficer was going to be at my court date until I got
inside the courtroom.

Q. Okay. Did you not understand that it would
violate your probation?

A. Yeah, I understood that.

Q. Okay. Now, in regards to the sentencing, did

—-—- were there any statements made by Mr. Dunn to you
regarding whether or not this four year sentence would
be consecutive or concurrent?

A. Yeah, that was another thing. He had told me
once I was signing the pleas that he would work it out
sc that four years would be ran concurrent with the 14
years, but it somehow ran consecutive.

Q. Okay. And did he ever explain to you the

process or deadlines filing an appeal to you?

A, Never.
Q. And you're saying he did not provide you with
a copy of the evidence or -- how much of the evidence

did he give you?

A. For the drug charge?
Q. All the discovery in all the cases.
A. Well, T also had a harassment charge where

someone accused me of making a DSS report against them,
When the Fort Mill police law enforcement sald that they

called the number -- whoever made this report, but it
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was Nno answer. I was never —— or I mean in the

discovery it was never -- the phone number in the

discovery if I received that phone number it could have

been researched and the person responsible for making

that report could have been held for that.

I mean the officer sald he called the number but

there was no answer. I was never given that phone

number to research their phone number to see who really

made that call.

Q.

What about the armed robbery charges? What

about that evidence?

A.

I know it was pack of Newports that was

supposedly dropped on the scene where they did

fingerprints and DNA. I never heard nothing about from

the DNA results or ncne of that.

Q.

Did he give you the reports related to the

armed rokbery?

A,
Q.
A,

Q.

Yes, sir.
Did he go over that evidence with you?
Not really.

How many times did he discuss the armed

robberies with you?

A.

I can't really recall, but I mean every time

we discussed the armed robbery it was always about

getting a good plea on those charges.
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Q. and did you say you wanted him to interview
Laura Lawrence and Amber Stewart regarding these cases?

A. Yeah, from what I understand he did interview
Amber Stewart but with Laura Lawrence he was telling me
that she had an attorney so he would have to get an okay
through her attorney to talk to her which he never did.

Q. Okay. Did he ever give you any statements
from Laura Lawrence recanting her statement, changing
her story about domestic viclence charge?

A. Well, she actually went and wrote a statement
and got it notarized and sent that in, but she was
writing me when I was incarcerated in the county jail.

I gave him the letters which she had been writing saying
she was sorry for lying to me. He never turned those
over for discovery material.

Q. You're saying she did this prior to your
guilty plea®?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. and he did not pursue that or give you any
statements from her?

A. Yeah, I also had met with him -- met with him
and an investigator with solicitor's office and they had
my cell phone in the room so I had to give them my pin
code to the cell phone and I showed them the pictures

that she was taken the night that she said all this
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happened, but somehow none of that never made it into
Discovery.

Q. Okay. And you feel like he advised you that
the four years was going to be consecutive and not
concurrent?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you ever request -- you probably I think
you touched on this earlier -- did you request or try to
obtain a drug analysis on these charges from your
attorney?

A. Yes, from day one I had been telling him I was
innocent on that drug charge and he had -- I can show

you the letters where he wrote me back saying that he
was waiting on that lab report to come in and I got all

the letters that he wrote me with the dates on them.

Q. Okay.
A, He never discussed the lab report with me
until ~-- I didn't know nothing about the lab report

until you sent me the discovery.

Q. Okay. And when this meeting tock place you
said there was a meeting involving your family. You're
referring to your brother Kevin Patton and Miss Harris,
your sister, were those the people brought in to meet
with you?

A. Yes.
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Q. And were the solicitors Willy Thompson and
Jenny Desch present for that?

A, No, sir, but like two weeks before that
meeting Willy Thompson and Miss Jenny Desch had my
family meet them over here where they also tried to get
them to convince me to plead guilty and I told Mr. Dunn
right then and there I didn't want my family involved
with none of this because he could tell them that I
could get a life sentence and that's going to weigh in
on them.

Q. Okay. During that meeting did the solicitors
-- you said they were not at the meeting?

A. Not at the meeting where the day I went to the
court date. Willy Thompson and Jenny Desch was not at
that meeting, but two weeks before that meeting they had
my brother and my sister come up here and they held

another meeting.

Q. And you were not present at that?

A. No, sir.

Q. And did the solicitor ever make any statements
to you?

A. I can't recall.

Q. Okay. 2And following the plea did you request
your counsel file a motion to reconsider the sentence?

A. No, sir.
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Q. You did not?

A. No.

Q. Okay. Did you get advised by him or did he
indicate to you on what that is or that was an option?

A. I don't really don't know what that is. TWe
never discussed that.

Q. Okay. Is there anything else about the
evidence that he failed to review with you or things

that he could have done as your attorney that he failed

to do?
A, I mean just with the coercement (sic) and
pressure part as far as on that Friday -- I went to

court on Monday.

On that Friday he had reached out to my people
again and had my brother come to his office to show him
audio videos and it was a bunch of pressure coming in
and I never told him to discuss none of that with my
family.

Q. Did he ever have a private investigator come

talk to you and work on the case for him?

A, One time.
Q. Okay. He met with you one time?
A. and never came back and discussed what he

suppose to have been trying to locate for me.

Q. Okay. And you felt like you were coerced and
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forced into entering this guilty plea?

A. Yes, sir. Like I said, when I came up here I
had everything what I wanted him to ask all the
witnesses that was going to be testifying. He told me
he was going to get my clothes so I can dress out.
Instead he had me signed out of the county jail and had
my family come beg me and cry to take the plea bargain.

MR. JOENSON: All right. No further
questions.
THE COURT: Cross examination.
CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. JONES:

Q. Good afternoon Mr. Patton. I just want to
follow up on a little bit that Mr. Johnson asked you
about.

So when you discussed your charge in Charlotte,
Meckenburg, was it your desire that you get a universal
plea to cover all those charges in addition to the
charges you were already facing.

Q. Well, what exactly was said was -- I mean,
after I was like, well, I'm not going to take this plea
because I still got to deal with these charges in
Charlotte, Meckenburg and Lancaster. He was like, I
tell you what, if you go in and take the plea I will

take care of those charges.
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Q. All right. And you're aware if you prevail
today this case goes back to square cne. If you were to
prevail the negotiated sentence would be -- would be
vacated and you would be back on these charges. You can
proceed to trial. You would not be guaranteed to get a
plea deal like this or any other plea deal for that
matter again?
A, Sir, since day one I've been telling Mr. Dunn
I have been innocent. Since day one.
MR. JONES: All right. Beg the Court's
indulgence.
Your Honor, at this type I don't have any
further questions for Mr. Patton.
THE CQURT: Any redirect?
MR. JOHNSON: No, sir, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Patton are you
satisfied with what Mr. Johnson has done for you?
MR. PATTON: Yes, sir.
THE COURT: Okay. Good.
MR, PATTON: Yes, sir, he has tried tec help
me.
THE COURT: Just for the record I noted that
at the time you entered this guilty plea on
September 18, 2017, you were scheduled to go to

trial on September 19, 2017. Is that right?
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MR. PATTON: Mr. Dunn told me we was picking
a jury right then and there. His last words with
me he was going to get my clothes so we could
dress out so we can proceed with the jury trial.
I said, let's make it happen. Instead, like T
said once before, he had York County correction
officer sign me out of the building. Took me up
the elevator to some little room with a big
table. The next thing I know I seen my family
come in this room. I mean, they're all I got. T
love them to death and you know how it is seeing
your family cry and beg you to do something and
it weakened me out, you know.

THE COURT: Okay, but you all were getting
ready to pick the jury and then you decided to
accept the deal, is that right?

MR. PATTON: No, he never went and got my
clothes. He was suppose to be golng to get my
clothes so I could dress ocut but instead he went
and had me signed out of the county jail and took
me upstairs to some little room and had my
family ccme.

THE COURT: Okay, I got that, but I thought
you just told me that you were about to get your

clothes and then you were going to pick the jury
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but before that happened then you went up and met
with your family, correct?

MR. PATTON: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Is that how it worked?

MR. PATTON: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And so just sco I'm clear about
this, if you had not taken the deal you would
have gone to trial the next day.

MR. PATTCN: Yes, sir. I thought it was
starting that morning. That's what Mr, Dunn told
me. Get my clothes and we'll going to proceed
with picking a jury. That's what I wanted.

THE COURT: Okay. All right. And he met
with you a number of times that you testified to
that, Mr. Dunn?

MR. PATTON: I'm not sure what you are trying
to ask.

THE COURT: On direct examination you said
that you met with Mr. Dunn on numerous occasions?

MR, PATTON: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Okay. &All right I don't have any
cther questions. Anything else from the
applicant’'s attorney.

MR. JOHNSON: We just have two more

witnesses.
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THE COURT: I got you, but from this witness?
MR. JOHNSON: No more guestions.
TEE COURT: Anything from the State?
MR. JONES: Just one more thing, Your Honor.
May I approach the witness?
THE COURT: Sure.
RECROSS EXMINATION
BY MR. JCNES:

Q. Do you recall the judge who heard your guilty
plea inform you of the sentence that you were pleading
to under the negotiated sentence?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. All right. And do you recall where he said --
where you were informed that it would be a 14 year
sentence with a consecutive four year sentence at the
plea proceeding?

A, Well, I mean since I've been incarcerated I
have been sharpening my education. At the time I didn't
know what those words meant. I didn't know the
definition to those. You know what I am saying.

Q. But you don't deny that was said at the plea
proceeding?

A, I'm pretty sure it was said, but I didn't
understand what those words meant.

Q. All right. Did you tell the Court that you
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understecod the sentence?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. All right. Even though -- why would you tell
the Court that you understood if you didn't in fact
understand?

A, I mean at the time I mean I didn't want to let
my family down after being in the room with them for an
hour, hour and a half and they're crying and begging me
to take this plea bargain off of Mr. Dunn putting them
up to do this. I never asked him to do that and I told
him I didn't want my family involved from the get go.

Q. All right, thank you. Do you recall the Court
informing you that you had ten days to file an appeal

from the guilty plea?

A. I can't recall but I mean if it was said.

Q. QOkay.

A. I can't recall.

Q. All right. That's all I have, Your Honor, and

I just submit that the record speaks for itself.
THE COURT: Yeah, it always done.
MR. JONES: Thank you.
THE COURT: Just one other little thing, when
the Court he asked you -- he announced the first
case which I think was the domestic violence and

he asked you how do you plead and you said guilty
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and then Mr. Dunn spoke up and said all the pleas
were pursuant to North Carolina versus Alford.
Then after that -- well, let's see.

You continued to say on the next page guilty
te the domestic viclence and gquilty to the
possession of a weapon. You pilead guilty and
then at some point you changed it over and said
gullty pursuant tc Alford.

MR. PATTON: I can explain that. When I was
signing all the plea papers he was telling me
when the judge asked me to say I plead guilty to
Alford versus —- I'm not sure the whole thing.

THE COURT: North Caroclina versus Alford.

MR, PATTON: The first charges I just said I
plead guilty. Then he whispered in my ear and
reminded me to say under Alford. That's why it's
on the record like that.

THE COURT: When you say he, you mean Mr.
Dunn?

MR. PATTON: Yeah. Yes, my bad.

THE COURT: So he was looking out for you in
that respect, right?

MR. PATTON: I guess you could say so.

THE COURT: OQkay. All right. Gosh, you had

-— you were on probation for a number of cther
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cases so this wasn't your first time in court?

MR. PATTON: No, sir.

THE COURT: Okay. All right. Well, I den't
think I have anything else so you can step down.
Thank you very much.

MR, PATTON: I appreciate it.

MR. JCHONSON: All right, Mr. Johnson.

THE CQURT: Your Honor, we have his brother,
Kevin Patton, to testify and call him at the this
time.

THE COURT: All right. Come on around.

KEVIN PATTON, called as a witness, having
been duly sworn by the clerk, was examined and
testified as follows:

THE COURT: State your name for the record.

MR. PATTON: My name is Kevin Michael Patton.

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR, JOHNSON:

Q. Okay. Mr. Patton how are you related to Eric
Patton?

A. I am his older brother by two years.

Q. Okay. And were you ever contacted by his

attorney or by the solicitors in relation to this guilty
plea?

A, I was contacted by the solicitor. The
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solicitqr reached out to my sister and asked us would we
be open to meet with them just to discuss this case and
we met at Starbucks in Rock Hill and it was casual
meeting, Mr. Willy Thompson, Jenny Desch and the police
officer was there and I couldn't connect the dots going
forward but when I lock at the dots back it was an
approach to get us to talk my brother into taking the
plea. The central thing for the meeting was Mr. Willy
Thomas (sic) saying we just got tc get one charge on him
and we're asking for a life sentence. We just got to
get one charge and it was out of like compassion. Hey,
your brother is young. He has a young son. He can come
out, you know, be with his family. So it was welf in
sheep clothing kind of approach. I didn't know that at
the time. I thought that it was really compassionate.

I thought they really cared about my brother and the
situation. And the Sunday leading up te the trizl I
went to Mr. Dunn's office and him and I we looked over
the case together. We locked over the footage and we
both agreed that the case was completely circumstantial
and that my brother had a strong chance but I could tell
he was not invested in the case. I could tell by his
approach. His family was going on vacation. He talked
about how him and Jenny Desch are great friends and on

the morning that my brother referred tc he came back
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frustrated after talking to my brother and this is what
he said. His exact words so help me God. "Eric is
liked a cage animal."

Now, this guy is representing my brother and this
is his conscicusness. It came out -- it probably came
out on a sub-consciousness level. He probably don't
even know remember that, but this i1s his exact words.
My hands on the Bible. "Eric is like a caged animal."
Now anybody in this room would want a lawyer
representing your loved one with that consciousness, of
course not. So he was completely convoluted. I don't
know if they offered him a T-bone steak. I don't know
if they offered him a Ribeye, but he was completely
convoluted by the prosecutors to kind of ccerce us to
take the plea. &And I was —-- I came back after I meet
with my brother. I had never been to the secret room
that they talked about, but they said it was the first
time something like that happened. They brought Eric
out and I was in there and I pleaded with him and I told
him because I knew he would listen to me. I said you
take this plea. 1I'll take care of your son and I will
send you money on your books. All which I have done
until this day.

I took care of his son and I have kept money on

his books, but I didn't know they were working in
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tandem. I didn't know the defense attorney was working
with the State to get the conviction.

This case, if you were to examine this case on a
whole level what you'll find out about this case is
multiple corrupt things have happened from the Fort Mill
police, the Rock Hill police, Geoffry Dunn to Jenny
Desch. To all of these guys -— and this is no attack on
a persconal level, but they let my brother pass and all
of these convelute their prefessicnalism.

Q. Okay, and when did the meeting take place here

at the Moss Justice Center?

A. That morning of. The Court was scheduled that
day. Harry -- or whatever, Mr. Dest came in ready to
go. So Eric ~- I didn't know he had sent for his

clothes, but Dest come back frustrated walking fast and
he says the word, "Eric is like a caged animal." And
then at that time I said, let me talk to him and that's
when they made the meeting happened. They took us to
some private room and yes, we was back there. I was
nervous. At the time my brother was getting his time.
Our father was dying so I wasn't in the mental
space to kind of prcocess all of this stuff that was
happening. So I'm like take the plea. Take the plea.
The guy said if they get one charge on you'll get a life

sentence. I didn't know they were all working all in
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cohoots.

Q. When you had the meeting with your brother at
Moss Justice Center here at the courthouse who was in
the room?

A, It was myself, my sister, a couple of the
police officers and Eric and he was clearly telling us,
I do not want tc take this plea. He was clearly telling
us in a state of trauma and a state of confusion he was
saying I do not want to take this plea and I was in his
ear, I was like man, take this plea because they will
try and give you a life sentence. I do not want to take
it. I have been around my whole life. I never seen him
with that kind of fear on his face. He's like I do not
want to take this plea but he took it after we wore him
down. I said listen, I will keep money on your books.

I will send you money. He took it but he was visibly
saying, I do not want to do this. It was a coercion
tactic that they did it well. I commend them on that.
They worked together in tandem.

Q. Okay. Were the solicitors in the room?

A. No, there was no sclicitors. I talked to
Willy Tompson that morning. I spoke to him and he said,
hey, we are ready to go. So the court date was
scheduled that Monday. It was going to start that

Monday.
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0. Okay was his attorney, Mr. Dunn in the room
when you met with --
A. Yeah, Dunn was in there and everything that my

brother said about promising all those things. I'll
take care of the Charlotte stuff. I'll take care of the
Lancaster stuff. That's how bad he wanted him to take
the plea. He said I'l1l take care of all of this stuff.
He was telling him everything that he wanted to do.
Dunn had completely checked out of this case. He was
more worried about his family vacation. He was more
worried about all of that stuff then the case that my
brother was dealing with. He had completely checked
out.

He would tell my brother anything at that point to
get him to take the plea. He was consciously removed.
When he said that statement that statement was
borderline racist but it was showing he had lost the
compassion for helping my brother.

Q. Ckay, do you remember any statements about --
from Mr. Dunn -- about whether or not the sentences
would be consecutive or concurrent?

A. I'm not one hundred percent up to the law like
that. I didn't pay attention to those details. My mind
was all over the place that morning so I wasn't really

-— once he tock the plea I felt some kind of relief and
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soon after that I had to go and deal with my father
dying. So I wasn't really mentally aware, but once I
started look back over the case I see how Mr. Dunn was
convoluted by his friendship with Jenny Desch and I
don't know if they talked about it, but he was
completely not on my brother's side. He could have been
actually a prosecutor working against my brother in this
case. When I look back, why would you have your
defendant plead guilty to charges that you can clearly
beat. He was completely checked out of the case.

Q. When you say your sister, what was the name of
the sister that was there with you?

A. Natala Harris. She was in the meeting with
us.

Q. Ckay, and do you feel like you were coerced
into making those statements or you made those
statements to your brother because you thought it was in
his best interest?

A. I was coerced. I never heard the prosecutor
reaching out of a family of concern. The meeting was
based on concern, Hey, your brother is a young guy. He
has a young kid. He could be out. I didn't know that
they were using a tactic and I'm a licensed professional
counselor. I've been trained in psychology. I didn't

understand that they were planting a seed of fear in me
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because they knew that I could plant leverage on my
brother. I didn't know what they with doing at the
time. Like I said, I didn't have the mental ability to
fight at that time. I was dealing with a lot. My dad
was dying. Eric was about to get sentenced. My wife
was having my first son. So I wasn't in a mental place
to go against them. But as I can sit back and examine
this case the whole thing was corrupt and if anyone was
to ever examine this case independently with no
convolution what they'll find from corrupt police,
corrupt tactics that tried to get my brother killed in
correction officers.

A1l of that stuff has happened with this case has
opened my eye to the evils that has happened that has
happened in this criminal justice system. Very evil
stuff that has happened.

Eri¢c is not suppose to be here today. They were
suppose to -—- I won't even get into that, but corrupt
stuff has happened in this case that has opéned my eye
to a whole level of criminal activity from officials.

Q. Okay. Thank you, sir. Thank you for your
time. No more questions.
THE COURT: Cross examination.
CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. JONES:
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Q. Thank you for being here Mr. Patton?
A. Thank you for having me sir.
Q. Did you understand at the time that the

charges that your brother were facing could carry a life
sentence on each of the three armed robbery charges?

A. I had no idea that those charges could carry a
life sentence but the lawyer —-- the lawyer told me that
it could carry a life sentence.

Q. I mean at the time you were trying to persuade
him to take the guilty plea did you understand that he
could be facing a life sentence if he didn't take the
plea?

A. What Mr. Thompson told me that he could face &
life sentence if they get one charge. He said we just
need one charge. I didn't know that personally. I
never researched the law. I never knew his past charges
plus this charge would reach a life sentence. I was
going basically off of what he told me. He planted that
idea in my mind and that caused me to talk tc my brother
about taking the plea. I never studied the law to know
that. I never had a criminal reccrd. This is my first
time I've ever been in a courtroom in this level to
testify. So I had nothing. I was just going off what
he told me.

Q. Thank you. And that concerned you and you
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thought, well, if it's -- I don't want to put words in
your mouth, but were you thinking at that time about --
were you afraid at that time of the possibility that if
he didn't take the plea he could face a life sentence?

A. I mean that's a rhetorical questicn. Of
course. If you have a brother that you love and they
say he's going to do a life sentence that means no
coming back. Sc, yeah, I was concerned. A brother that
I love with a young kid. His son was two at the time.
So yeah, I was concerned so that planted feaf and when
you're in a state of fear you don't think right, so I
told him to take the plea. Take the plea. Take the
plea.

Geoffry and I we sat in his office examining the
case together. Looking at footage and everything. We
beoth agreed that it was circumstantial. I talked to Mr.
Thompson. ‘He said it's circumstantial. He saild we got
a strong circumstantial case. He knew that the case
wasn't strong so that's why he tried to go this route.

Have you ever known a prosecutor to reach out to a
family and to do what they've done? Have you ever known
that?

Q. Well, I'm asking the questions here.

A, Okay. I'm just concerned. I've never see

that before. I never seen a prosecutor reach out to




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

K. Patton - Cross by Mr. Jones
38

defendant's family and say, hey, would you be open to
meetings so we can discuss this case. I've never seen
that before.

Q. Well, in your experience with the criminal
defense world would you characterize it as limited, I
think as you say?

A, It was limited, but now I have studied it a
little bit better so I have a better understanding and
I've never seen anyone do that befcre. There normally
the ones to get their numbers and stuff like that so...

Q. And you've taken care of Eric Patton's affairs
while he's been in prison?

A. I have been helping out with his son. Helping
out sending him money.

Q. And you would have done that even if he had
gone to trial and had gotten sentenced at trial whether
he went to the plea or went to trial would you have
helped out with that.

A, I probably would have helped cut but not to
the extent that I am helping out because I felt guilty
as far as me going in there and helped convincing him
when he felt so strong about it. I mean he's visibly
shaking and saying I do not want to do this. My sister
can testify to it. I do not want to do this. He dcne

it when I said, bro, I got you. I'll take care of you.
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I'll take care of you. So I felt guilty so I have sent
more than anyone in my family. I supported more than
anyecne in my family because I felt guilty for being a
part of that.

0. But at the time did you -- I mean, I suppose
what I'm asking is, did you threaten to withhecld any
help if he didn't take the guilty plea?

A. Yeah, I did. I told him, I said =~ I said, if
you don't take this plea and you go in front of there
and they find you guilty I'm not helping out. I'm not
going to do that. So he felt compelled. I told him
that because I felt as convinced with what they was
telling me. We just got to get one and that's the only
thing they were saying at the time we met at Starbucks.
We got to get one charge and we're asking for life.

Q. All right. And do you understand that if he
prevails here today he would go back and face all those
charges again with no plea negotiations?

A. But he would have gocod sufficient counsel that
would thoroughly investigate this case. That would look
at cases and say we're not going to plead to guilty to
nothing that we can clearly prove. He would have no one
trylto sell him on a bad deal that don't come through
with it. He never followed up with the stuff he was

going to do. He was Just trying to get my brother. So
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I don't know was it a favor for his friends or he

completely checked out for my brother, but he never did

what he said he was going to do.
Q Okay, thank you. No further questions.
A. Thank you, sir.
MR. JOENSON: No gquestions, Your Honor.
THE COURT: All right, sir, you can step
down. Thank you.

MR. PATTON: All right.

MR. JOENSCN: Your Honer, at this time we're

going to attempt to call Natala Harris on line

witness.

THE COURT: Okay, before we do that I would

like it cleared up about this life sentence.
they serve LWOP notice?
MR. JOHNSON: I think there's a notice.

believe I saw it.

Did

THE COURT: Because I don't see in the record

where it was withdrawn so apparently --

MR. JONES: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I just wanted to clear that up.
I don't see see it as part of the negotiations.

I guess that's what happened. O©Okay. All right.

Go ahead.

MR. JOHNSON: We're trying to call Natala
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Harris on line if she's stil

THE COURT: ©Natala, you
yourself,
THE COURT: Are you ther

MR. JOHNSON: Natala, ca

MS. HARRIS: Hello.

THE COURT: Natala, can
MS. HARRIS: I hear you
THE COURT: A1l right.

name for the record please.
MS. FORD: ©Natala Harris
THE COURT: All right.

MR. JOHNSON: Your Honor

confirm. I can not see her.
THE COURT: ©Natalia, can
MS. FORD: I do. Yes, I
THE COURT: Are you on a
MS. FORD: I am on my ph
myself wvisible,
THE COURT:

MR. JOHNSON:
record if she is visible.
MS. FORD:
You were her

THE COURT:

you're gone.

1l available.

need to unnmute

e Natalsa.

n you hear us.

you hear me?

guys.

Natala state your

Ford, F-o-r-d.

I just wanted to
Can she see us?
you see us?

see you.
computer?

one. I can make

Can you see me?

e for a moment.

Do you want to make her visible?

It might be the best for the

Now
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MS. FORD: Okay, how about now?

MR. JOHNSON: I see her.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. JOHNSON: Okay, thank you, judge. Has
she been sworn?

THE COURT: Ma'am, if you would raise your
right hand for us.

NATALA HARRIS FORD, called as a witness,
having been duly sworn by the Judge, was examined
and testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. JOHNSON:

Q. Miss Harris, what is your relation to my
client, Eric Patton?

A, Eric is my brother. He's my baby brother.

Q. Okay. Were you contacted by the solicitor or

by his attorney to meet about this case?

A. Yes, I was. Several times.
Q. Who contacted you?
A. Jenny Desch.

Q. Qkay. How many times did you meet?

A I met with Jenny once at Starbucks on Cherry
Road in Rock Hill, but we had other conversations. She
came to my job a few times not necessarily to meet with

me, but she came to my job and we discussed the

111



112

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

N. Ford - Direct by Mr. Jchnson

43
possibility of sentencing Eric to take a plea deal, but
the meeting at Starbucks is the meeting where my
brother, Kevin, attended that meeting and we Jenny and I
we talked on the phone as well quite & few times.

Q. Okay. Did you attend the meeting here at Moss
Justice Center?

L. Yes, sir, I did.

Q. Ckay. How did you feel about that meeting and
what happened with your brother?

A. I was extremely upset because at that peint I
think that I had realized that they were using my
brother and I to getter Eric toc take bait because they
knew we could convince him to to do whatever s¢ we had
used him to meet at Starbucks and to discuss the
possibilities of what would happen to him. They didn't
care anything about Eric so why would it matter if he
took a plea or didn't take a plea. Why would they meet
with his family to discuss those things.

Eric was assigned an attorney where his attorney
should have discussed the possibilities of what could or
what would happen. We shouldn't have had to meet Jenny
and Willy and there was another guy there as well to
discuss what would happen. Typically they don't care
that much about you tc even care what would happen. If

you think about it why did we need to meet at Starbucks
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off of York County property to discuss what could happen
if you don't tell your brother to do this. He has
reached the end of the road. These are the things that
they were telling me. I was extremely nervous. Anxiety
beyond the roof because of everything that they had did
to me thus far. 8So yes, I did not want my brother to,
you know, get life because that's what they kept
drilling in my mind if he does not do this. If you
don't convince him this is what is geoing to happen to
him. You have to do this. You have to do this. So
yes, I told my brother you got to do this. It you don't
do this and this goes the other way I am not going to
support you. So yes, I begged and begged and pleaded
and pleaded with him to take it. This is what they're
telling me. This is what they're telling me and I did.
I met with the attorney, Kevin and myself, we met with
his attorney Dunn and I realized at that point we're in
trouble because he did not have Eric's best intentions
at hand. Typically you know, the family I play golf
with this person, so of course if they play golf
together they're discussing this and that and they're
working together. So there were a lot of them pitting
us against him.

Q. Qkay, do you remember any statements about

whether or not sentencing would be consecutive or
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concurrent?

A, I can't remember everything verbatim but Dunn
promised Eric that he would run things concurrent and
Eric looked forward to that because once he got settled
in to his location we kept reaching out to Dunn to try
and reconcile the situation. You said you were going to
do this. This is what you promised to your client and
we reached out numercus times and what he had promised
were not met and he reassured that he was geing to do
this. I will do this for you. I will do this for you.
He did absolutely nothing.

Q. Okay. You are no longer visible. I was just
want to advise you of that. I don't know if you want to
do something?

A. Say that again.

Q. You are ne longer visible con the computer.
Did you stop your video?

A. I didn't stop anything. It's just -- I don't
know. I didn't press anything.

Q. You're back. Okay. Basically you felt
pressured is what you're saying?

A. Absolutely.

Q. By the attorney?

A. Absolutely.

Q. And by the solicitor?
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A, Yes.
Q. Okay.
A, You got to realize if they're reaching out to
you and they're making you think this -- from Jenny said

-- this 1s 1t. He's reached the end of the road. I
will never forget what she said. We were sitting at
Starbucks. He reached the end of the road. This is
this. This is it. So you're telling two people that,
you know, haven't had the experience and we don't know a
whole lot about this and that. You reached the end of
the road. This is it for your sibling. We are all we
have so of course I am trying tc -- this is my brother's
life. Please do this. Look at what they are saying.
Please, please, begging, crying, pleading and he
listened to us. He listened to the ones he trusted to

steer him in the right directicn and we listened to

them.

Q. All right. Do you have anything else you want
to add?

A. No.

Q. Okay. Thank you. No more guestions.

THE COURT: Cross examination.
CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. JONES:

Q. Good afternocn Miss Ford. Very briefly. Did
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you understand at the time the sentence and the charges?
Did you feel that you understood the charges your
brother was facing had he gone forward with the trial if
he didn't take a guilty plea®

A, Well, I'm not an atterney, so I didn't
understand all of it. It was a pretty serious charge
and I knew they could carry a lot of time. However,
knowing all of that I still didn't feel there was enough
evidence to convict him on those charges, but, like I
stated before we were pressured into pressuring him to
make a decision that he should not had. We should not
had to pressure him into making that decision. We

should not have had to do that at all.

Q. De you now believe that it was the wrong
decision?

A. I'm sorry, can you repeat that?

Q. Do you believe that it was the wrong decision

in the sense that rather than taking the guilty plea if
you had to de over again, would you advice him to go to
trial?
A. Absclutely.
Q. B1l right. ©No further questions.
MR. JOHNSCON: Necthing further,
THE COURT: All right, thank you, ma'am.

MR. JOHNSON: Thank you Miss Harris.
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MS. FORD: Your welcome.
MR. JOHNSON: Your Honor, at this time we
call Laura Lawrence.
(WHERFUPON, this witness testified via
webex. )
THE COQURT: All right, Miss Lawrence, this is
Judge Miller. Please raise your right hand do
you swear to tell the truth, the whole truth and
nothing but the truth so help you God?
MS. LAWRENCE: Yes.
THE COURT: 2and for the record again please
state your full name.
MS. LAWRENCE: Laura Lawrence.
DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. JOHNSON:

0. Miss Lawrence, this is 0Ola Johnson and I
represent Eric Patton. Were you the victim of a
domestic violence charge that Mr. Patton was charged
with.

A, Yes.

Q. Okay. Did you -- during the time this charge
was pending prior to the guilty plea, did you want to
speak to his attorney, Mr. Dunn about that case?

A. Yeah, I wanted to speak to him but he never

returned any of my calls that I recall.
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Q. Ckay, what were you trying to tell him?

A, That I had given the police -- I'd given Fort
Mill police a statement stating that I wasn't telling
the truth about what really happened with me and Eric.

Q. On the domestic violence charge?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. Okay. So you wanted to tell that to Mr. Dunn?

A. Yeah.

0. Did you try toc call him?

A, Yes.

Q. How many times?

A, I don't recall exactly how many but it was two

or three at least. Probably more than that. I would
always get his secretary, the lady who answered the
phone.

0. And were you trying to tell him you had lied
about the domestic violence charge?

A, Yes. I wanted -- yes, I wanted to try and
give him a copy ¢f the statement that I have.

0. Okay. And that was to the Fort Mill Police?

A. Yes, I went in there to the Fort Mill police.

Q. Okay, and did you ever go in Mr. Dunn's
office?
A, No, not that I recall.

Q. Did you ever write him a letter?
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A, I don't remember. I'm a not sure honestly.
It's been so long. I don't know. I don't think I ever
wrote him a letter, but I'm a not sure if the statement
ever got to him. I'm not sure.

Q. Did you have an attorney that you told to
contact him or anything like that?

A, No.

Q. Okay. You weren't called in to speak to him
prior to the guilty plea were you?

A, No.

Q. Okay. No more questions.

THE COURT: Any cross?
CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. JONES:

Q. Good morning. Were you represented by Melissa
Inzerillo at around this time?

A, Oh, yeah. It didn't have anything to do with
the domestic violence.

Q. All right. At the time were you a defendant
on any criminal charges that Melissa Inzerillo was
representing you on?

A. Yes. Yes.

Q. All right. I think that's only questicns I
have at this time, Your Honor. Thank you.

MR. JOHNSON: No more guestions.
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THE COURT: All right, thank you, ma'am. You
are released from the witness stand, sc to speak.

MS. LAWRENCE: Thank you.

THE COURT: All right. Do you have anything
else?

MR. JOHNSON: No more witnesses judge.

THE COURT: We're geing to shut down this
electronic stuff and go rezl.

Ckay. I believe the applicant has rested his
case.

MR. JONES: Your Honor, the State calls Jenny
Desch to the stand.

JENNY DESCH, called as a witness, having been
duly sworn by the clerk, was examined and
testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATICN
BY MR. JONES:

A. Good afternoon.

Q. Thank you. Could you give the Court a brief
description of the charges Mr. Patton was facing and
the --

THE COURT: Well, just for the record, please
state your name and where you are employed.

MS. DESCH: Thank ycu, Your Honor. My name

is Jenny Desch and I'm emploved with the 16th
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Circuit Solicitor's office.

Q. Ckay. All right?

A. I am referencing a sheet of paper that Miss
Collins made for Willy -- Mr. Thompson in our office,
that broke down all of what Mr. Patton was facing so I'm
going to read from that.

It looks like starting with Fort Mill PD, 20167025,
there was armed robbery, possession of a weapon during
the commission of a violent crime, an additional armed
robbery and a possession of a firearm of a person
convicted of a violent offense. Rock Hill PD,
1609020038, kidnapping, felony possession of a firearm.
Fort Mill PD, 201611092, DV 2nd degree. Fort Mill PD,
201612042, armed robbery, possession of a weapon during
the commission of a viclent crime. Directly indicted
armed robbery and commission -- person convicted --
sorry. Possession of a firearm by a person convicted of
a violent offence. Fort Mill PD, 201701117, harassment
in the 2nd degree. Fort Mill PD, 201612199, armed
robbery, possession of a weapon during the commission of
a violent crime. Rock Hill PD, 1701190583, armed
robbery. DEU, 201700003968, possession of crack
cocaine. Rock Hill PD, 1702020043, armed rokbery,
criminal conspiracy. York County Sheriff's Office,

201700022222, exposure of private parts in a lewd and
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lascivious manner. York County Sheriff's Office,
201700024794, intimidation of a witness.

I believe that is what he was facing at the time he
was scheduled for trizl.

¢. Thank you. Did the solicitor's office offer a
plea bargain resolving all of those --

A, Yes, sir.

Q. ——- charges. And ccould you discuss the details
of the plea bargailn as you recall them?

A, As I recall them, Willy Thompson, was the
Deputy Solicitor at the time when he was here and he was
the decision maker on this, but my recollection is that
they had discussions about resolving all at once and he
and Mr. Dunn started discussions. I have a vague
recollection of it. Actually what they had come to
right before the trial was a little bit more than Mr.
Patton actually plead to or was sentenced to. Maybe by
a year.

I was not privy to the conversations over the
weekend and I was not here for the plea, but I do
rememper getting a phone call from Mr. Thompson about
some last minute reguests from Mr. Patton that he was
considering. 8o I think even going into the plea I
believe there was some last minute discussions that was

actually in Mr. Patton's favor.
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Q. All right, and did anyone —-- did either Mr.
Patton or a member of his family ccordinate with you to
have his family and him come together to discuss the
possibility of a guilty plea?

A, I believe that took place right before trial.
I remember some discussions that Mr. Thompson and Mr.
Dunn were having about some requests that Mr. Kevin
Patton and Natala Harris that they were asking to be
invelved in talking to Eric Patton. My recollection is
that they were nervous for him and they were asking Mr.
Thompson to consider less.

Q. All right. And were you present at the -- or
were you present at the -- at the final discussion
between Mr. Patton and his family I believe on the eve

of the trial?

4. I was present for the Starbucks conversation.
Q. The one at Starbucks?

L. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you perceive that -- or did exert any

improper input on Mr. Patten's family or Mr. Patton at
that meeting to induce him to plead guilty?

A. No, sir.

0. All right. Did you observe them exerting any
improper influence or threatening him in any way to

induce him tc¢ plead guilty?
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A. No, sir.
Q. I think that is all I have for you right now.
Thank you?
THE CQURT: Cross examination.
MR. JOHNSON: Thank you.

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. JOHNSON:

Q. Do you remember making any statements to
Natala Harris about the case being this is the last time
or this is the last opportunity for him or discussing
anything like that, orx language like that to her?

A, I don't and that stood out to me. Just to
clarify something. Two things. Mr. Kevin Patteon talked
about the compassion that he thought was genuine and I
would note knowing Mr. Thompson it was genuine. 2And I
wanted to clarify with Miss Harris, her testimony. She
indicated that I came to work, to her work to talk to
her about this. I think it's very important to note
that she worked in my daughter's pediatricians office.
So I was not going to her office to talk to her. I was
going to my pediatrician and she saw me and called me
over to talk to me and originally it was a concern about
Mr. Patton being beat up in the jail and wanting help
and sc I took the conversations as genuine conversations

between the two parties. At no point did I have an
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indication that either one of us was coercive or
improper other than the fact that it did concern me
having to kind of be aware when I fook my daughter to
the pediatrician that it was uncomfortable for me to go
into that environment. But at no point did I go to her
office to talk to her about this work problem. So, no,
I don't recall any conversation as she put it.

Q. Okay, did you make any statements to her about
him facing life in prison?

L, Mr. Thompson talked to them and answered all
of their gquestions, but the characterization of it in a
threatening manner is just not how I perceived it to be.
My perception was he was answering their gquestions and

theilr concerns and Jjust kind of being candid about the

situation.
Q. But did you make any statements?
A, I did not. ©No, I did not say anything about

this is the end cof the road for him.

Q. Okay.
A. To my reccllection.
Q. You just had that one meeting at Starbucks or

any other meeting?
A, I saw them quite a bit. There was the meeting
at Starbucks. I was not privy to the stuff that

happened at the Moss leading up to the trial, but there
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was —-- my reccllection there was conversations they had
with Mr. Thompson a few times I think.

Q. You were present?

A. I was present with Mr. Kevin Patton one time
with Mr. Thompson answering some questions. 1 was not
present for the stuff leading up to trial.

Q. Where did that meeting take place?

A. If I remember correctly it was in the parking
lot. He wanted to meet at his work I think.

Q. Did you travel there with Mr. Thompson?

A. Yes, sir.

0. Were you also with law enforcement?

A. They -- I believe Mr. Luvin was the
investigator on this case, but that’'s a plain clothes
investigator from our office. Not law enforcement in
uniform.

Q. Were there any other meetings that you were
present for?

A. I don't recall other meetings. I don't
recall.

Q. Okay. Do you remember any conversation about
concurrent sentences wversus consecutive sentences?

A, Not at the contemporaneous time it was being

given. 1 remember Mr. Thompson talking to me after T

believe.
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Q. Did he make statements about offering
concurrent time?

L. I don't have notes from that time. I remember
some discussions about -- I don't have an obvious
recollection of that. I remember Mr. Dunn and Mr.
Thompson talking about different issues and how to
resolve them.

Q. Okay. No more questions judge.

THE COURT: Cross examination.
MR. JONES: Redirect, Your Honox.
THE COURT: Redirect. Yes. Sorry.
MR. JONES: That's all right.
REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. JONES:

Q. Do you try to maintain, to the great extent
possible, professional courteous relationships with
opposing counsel?

A, Yes.

Q. All right. Would you characterize that as
corruption or impropriety? Do you think it Jjeopardizes
their impartiality or yours?

A. Not at all.

Q. All right, thank wyou, that's all I have.

MR. JOHNSON: No more questions.

THE COURT: You may step down.
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MS. DESCH: Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. JONES: Your Honor, the State calls
Geoffry Dunn.

THE COURT: Okay.

GEOFFRY DUNN, called as a witness, having
been duly sworn by the clerk, was examined and
testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. JONES:

Q. Could you state your name and occupation for
the record?

A, Gecffry Dunn and I am an attorney.

Q. 211 right. Thank ycu. How long have you been
practicing law?

A, Since November the 15th of 2004.

Q. All right, and how much of that has been in
criminal defense?

A. At least fifty percent.

Q. Bl]l right. ©Now, in this case did you believe
that the plea coffer compared to the charges that the
applicant would be facing if he were to proceed to
trial, did you believe that the plea cffer would be in
his best interest?

A, Yes.

Q. To your knowledge did Mr. Patten lack
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experience in the criminal -- in the criminal system?

A. No.

Q. All right.

A. Would you like me to expand on that?

Q. When you -- did you contact -- how many times
did you met with him?

A. I met with him a number of times. I don't
remember the exact number. I got notes if you want me
to count them up. It was probably -- on this particular
case it was probably more than six or seven.

Q. All right. Thank you. Did you go over the
discovery with him?

A. Yes, we went over all discovery.

Q. Did your investigator ever discuss anything
with him?

A. He and my investigator and I met together
downstairs at Moss and went over discovery and talked
about potential witnesses and the things that were in
the discovery.

Q. All right so -- and those potential witnesses

-- what potential witnesses did Mr. Patton make you
aware of?

A. The only witness I was aware of on the armed
robbery was Amber Stewart who turned out to —— my

investigator I think she was some kind of a romantic
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interest of his and my investigator talked to him --
talked to her, excuse me. She was actually identified
in the wvideo. You can see her car, near the station,
the gas station late that night when it was robbed. Her
statement to my investigator was that she had dropped
off Eric and had picked him up and she had thought he
had done something bad just based on his demeancr.

Q. All right. Did you -- was the victim of the

armed robbery did you discuss him with him?

A, It was a she.
Q. Or with her. I'm sorry.
A, We never -- the victim if my memory serves -—-

the victim never really identified him because the
person that was in the video was masked. My
recollection is she didn't really know who robbed her,
but it was caught on videc sc...

Q. All right. Did you speak to any other
witnesses?

A. As it relates te the armed robbery or which
charge? He had a lot of charges.

A. What other witnesses? Well, let's stick with
the armed robﬁery for now.

A. There weren't any others. I anticipated the
State calling his sister as a witness because there was

some text messages. I talked to Natala a couple of
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times.

I never talked to Laura Lawrence to the best of my
knowledge because she was a co-defendant on a number of
the charges and therefore had an attorney. I was not
able to talk to her. BAnd my recollection is Melissa did
not want me to talk to her because it was not in her
best interest to cooperate. To the best of my knowledge
that's who I talked to.

0. All right. Did you -- let's talk about this
meeting with Mr. Patton and his family prior to the
trial to discuss the gulilty plea. Did you -- were you
intending to coerce him into accepting a guilty plea
that was against his best interest?

A. No, not to coerce him. No. My recollection
is that his sister or his brother -- I can't remember
which one that really wanted to talk to him. Over the
years I had one or two times that family members have
talked to the clients especially on the eve of trial
just to go over. Make sure that's what they really want
to do. I deon't remember who spearheaded it. I think it
was probably his family.

We met in the old law library which if you go all
the way down this hallway it's at the very end in the
corner. That's where we met. Right outside of Judge

Hayes's courtroom and tc the best of my knowledge it was
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just the four of us. I am trying to remember. I don't
think there was a deputy in there. I think they left
him outside at the door, but I know there wasn't any
soliciters in there. Just the four of us.

Q. Did you falsely tell him that were you taking
him to get a change of clothes?

A, No.

Q. Did you perceive during that interaction that
either of his family members were bringing any improper
influence to bare on him to induce him to plead guilty?

A, Improper, nc. There was a lot of emotion in
that meeting. I mean, they did not want their brother
to go to priscn for life which 1s what he was loocking
at.

Eric, he wanted a trial which is why we were on the
eve of trial and so I would say it was emotional meeting
but I wouldn't say there was any kind of browbeating
anybody against their will.

Q. All right. Did you advise him of the

difference between concurrent and consecutive --

A. Yes.

Q. ~— sentences?

A. Yes.

Q. Did you explain tc¢ him what the plea

negotiation was that it would be concurrent 14 years on
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a number of charges and then additional consecutive four
yvears on the I believe possession of weapons charge?

A. Yes.

Q. All right. Did you hear Miss Desch I believe
said something about originally the offer was a year
higher but at some point over the weekend --

i I don't remember if it was a year higher. I
think what we finally got it down because we sort of
restructured it. Mr. Thompson agreed to make the first
14 wviolent and then allow the last four to be nonviolent
and that would at least change -- I think it was my idea
and he agreed to it. I can't completely remember. It
was so long ago. It changed it. As far as I know it
changes how much time he would have to do at SCDC and
gave him a little bit of benefit. WNot a huge benefit,
but it little bit of benefit just structuring it in that
consecutive manner that way.

Q. All right. The -- just in general what was
your impression of the strengths or weakness of the
State's case?

A. I mean, I wouldn't disagree it was
circumstantial case, but they had -- they were going to
call Amber Stewart to testify that she dropped him off
and picked him up from an empty parking lot where there

—- this place is in Fort Mill. There's a Walmart, a gas
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station and a couple of cther things inside a shopping
center. There was no cars there except for the car that
her she drives up in which was a -- I think it was a
gold Sebring. But it was one of the more sort of a
distinctive colors. Maybe it was silver. You see her
car. You see it leave. Come back. Investigator talked
to her. I thought she was going to testify that way.
There was some text messages from Eric te Natala at
some point where basically he didn't confess to robbing
but they were in the tenor he had done a lot of bad
things and he was really sorry that it caught up to him.
I think they were going to introduce that as evidence or
try to. There was -- he had given some statements
earlier to Fort Mill Police and Investigator Luvin where
he basically said he watched the robbery Ifrom an cutside
perceptive and given some details and I am assuming they
were going to try and bring that up as well. It was a
circumstantial case, but I thought it was a case they
could win. He had four armed robberies. My notes say
there were four armed robberies so they're going to try
one and even if we won they would have tried another
one. Two of those four were the same gas station and
they're beth on videc. They were about twoe or three
weeks apart and the other two were really weak cases. I

don't think they probably would have prevailed on.
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Could have, but they're still things that could have
taken and rolled the dice on. They only needed one
because of the LWOP notice they had served on him.

Q. All right. So given -- would you agree that
-— I'm sorry, let me rephase.

Is a circumstantial case necessarily a weak case?

A, No.

Q. Al]l right. In other words I belleve you
already answered this, but just to clarify. Did you
believe it was in Mr. Patton's best interest to take the
plea dezl instead of rolling the dice on all three of
these armed robberies each of which could have carried a
life sentence?

A I agreed with his decision to plead guilty,
ves.

0. All right. Was it in fact his decision and --
or did you intend to coerce him into it if he didn't
agree to it?

A. We were ready to strike a jury. His brother
had brought clothes if we did not. In fact I think his
brother came back by my office after -- later that day
to pick his clothes back up. If he wouldn't plead we
would have striking & jury that afterncon. We probably
would have been doing voir dire in the morning, but we

would have striking the jury in the afternoon.
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Q. Did you advise him of his right to appeal?

A. I am sure I did. I don't remember.

Q. A1l right. Do you think he had any
meritoricus issues on appeal?

A. No. It was & guilty plea. I think when you
plead guilty you pretty much -- there's not a whole lot
of appealakle issues at that point.

He never asked me to file an appeal if that's what
you're getting at because if he would have I would have,
I've done it before after guilty pleas where I filed it
and sent 1t off to the appellant defense.

0. All right. Concerning the -- beg the Court's
indulgence.

In the discovery did you provide him with a complete
copy of the State's evidence?

A. I provided to him over €650 pages of discovery.
I did not provide -- I would not have given him digital
stuff, but we went over his digital stuff.

Q. All right. Did you -- when did you provide
that to him? How long after you got it did you provide
it te him?

A Normally my paralegal just prints it straight
off of Carpel when we get the link and she puts its on
my desk so that I sign it. My file indicates that I

sent it out over a period of time. Three or four or
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five different letters. His discovery was date stamped
so we just inclosed, please find pages one through how
many. The next time it would be the next set of
numbers.

o. You sort of touched on this already but I just
want to make sure it's clear. Did you interview Amber
Stewart?

4, We did. I did not. My investigator did.

Q. Your investigator did?
A, Yes.
Q. Based on that interview do you feel like --

how did that affect your apprailsal of Mr. Patton's
chances at trial?

A. I thought she would make a good witness for
the State.

Q. All right. Did you receive a copy of the
statement from -- or do you recall seeing a copy of a
statement from Laura Lawrence recanting her domestic
violence charge?

A. I know you showed me the one that you have.
Somebody else showed me one earlier, a little while ago.
The one I sent to the solicitor. I have seen a couple
over the years where she recanted.

Q. All right. Did you provide that to the

solicitor?
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A. I'm not sure if I provided your copy, the one
that you showed me t¢ the sclicitor. I know I did
provide one at some point to the solicitor.
Q. Regarding the -- what was your -- I mean, what

was your appralsal of -- or how did the domestic
violence charge fit into you overall strategy of whether
to take this plea agreement or preceed te trial?

A. So when I have clients like Mr. Patton who
have got numerous charges, one, I create a spreadsheet
because I can't keep track of them all, but I usually
base what we're doing on this case on the most serious
charges,

If I remember correctly there was a domestic
viclence, second, which carries -- it's a misdemeanor.
It carries three years. Their -- his and Miss
Lawrence's relationship would be dysfunctional at best.
So I think he and I talked about it. If she showed up
she could very well recant her story. A jury may find
him guilty or may find him not guilty just because how
dysfunctional they were. It really played no part in my
-— in how I loocked at the outcome of this case.

I was concerned for him because of the armed
robberies because they're the ones that would put him in
prison. When the solicitor and I were at the point

where we were wrapping up negotiations and figuring out
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what was being pled to and what was being dismissed -- I
mean, a lot of times the solicitor dictates some of
those smaller ones and there's not a lot I can do about
it. They just get wrapped up which is part of the
reason why he would have plead under North Carolina
verses Alford.

Q. All right. 1In other words -- I don't want to
put words in your mouth, but you didn't want to
jeopardize the entire plea deal over a minor --
relatively minor charge in view of a life sentence?

A. Correct. Try not to lose sight of the tree

through the forest or the forest through the tree.

Q. All right. Did you obtain any independent
drug =- drug testing?
A. I don't think so. If my memory served me it

was a possession charge. It would have been under the
same mode as the CDV. It's small change compared to
what he was facing.

Q. All right. Did you receive a copy of the

State's drug report?

A. I don't remember.
Q. Okay.
A. If the drug report has a date statement on it

then I probably got it. If it doesn't have a date

statement then I don't know.
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0. All right. Did he ask you to file a motion
recensidering his sentence?
A, No.
Q. Do you typically file one when you do a
negotiated plea like this?
A. I mean if he asked me to I probably would have

just because it's 18 years and I think I have obligation
to do what the client asked me to do. It's a waste of
time on everybody's part since it is negotiated.

Q. All right. Did he ever tell you not to ever
discuss the case with his family?

A, I don't remember that. If he would have told
me no, then we wouldn't have had those discussions. I
know I didn't talk to Kevin nearly as much as I talked
to Natala partly because Kevin ~- if my memory serves me
Kevin lived out of state at the time. Natala lived in
Fort Mill so she called me a lot and if he told me not
to talk I would not have. I would have honored his
wishes.

Q. Do you try to maintain a courteous
relationship with the solicitor's office?

A, I would like to think I have & pretty good
working relationship with most solicitors.

Q. All right. Does your good working

relationship with them make you -- do you believe that
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jeopardizes keeping impartiality in your duties to your

client?
A. No.
0. Did the solicitor's office offer you any

bribes or anything to throw the case basically?

A, No.

Q. Or was there any improper influence on you
whatsoever?

A. No.

Q. all right. I believe that's all have I.
THE COURT: Ckay. Cross.
MR. JOHNSON: Thank you, Your Honor.
CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. JOHNSON:
Q. Were there -- so the armed robberies there

were no victims picking Mr. Patton out of pheto line-up?

A. I don't think there was.

Q. No DNA or fingerprints linking him to the
robberies?

L. I don't remember there being SLED reports on
that.

Q. Okay. And did you remember ever getting a

drug analysis dated on the June 21, 2017 on the crack
cocaine. Do you remember if you ever got it?

A, If it's date stamped I probably got it. If
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it's not date stamped I don't know if I got it or not.

Q. Did you make any statements to Mr. Patton

about the fact that you were
A. That I did.
letters to him saying I hadn'
not unusual.
Q. Okay.
it to him?
A. I think so,

yes,

Q. Now,

trying to get that to him?

I've gone back and looked at my

t received it yet, which is

It takes a long time for those to show.

If you received it would you have sent

I would have.

just starting back with the explanaticns

and his testimeony about explaining the legal system and

the case.
case or his chances and what

going to trial?

What did you state to him,

to explain his

the process would be for

A. We would have talked akbout the discovery and

the evidence. We would have

talked about what's needed

to be proven for armed robbery and the other charges.

Mr. Pattoen,
He's been around for a while.
the past on other charges so
thought we had a pretty gocd
would have talked about what
prove,

He was one of those from

want to plead and so we were

this isn't his first,

second or third rodeo.
I've represented him in

we had an pretty good -- I

working relationship. We

the State can and can't

the beginning he didn't

always going in the
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discretion of the trial.

Q. Okay. You had an investigator interview Miss
Amber. Did you interview anybody else?

A. To the best of my knowledge he did not, but we
would have interviewed whatever names he gave us if we
needed to.

Q. And did you receive any contact messages or
letters from Miss Lawrence indicating that she did want
to speak with you?

. I don't remember 1f she called or not. I know
at some point I had a letter I sent to solicitor's
office. It wouldn't have mattered 1f she had called me
or not. I wouldn't have returned her phone calls
because she was represented by Melissa Inzerillc as a
co-defendant on a number of these charges and I had
talked to Melissa numerous times about her and Melissa
-- my memory is Melissa had said that she was not going
to talk to me.

Q. Okay. Did you ever make any statements to Mr.
Patton about facing a life sentence?

A, Yeah.

Q. Okay. And did you indicate to him that he was
going to get convicted if he went to trial?

A. I think I told him that there was a good

likelihood of 1it.
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Q. Okay.

i I also told him with that many life strikes on
him that they would Jjust tee up the next one.

Q. Do you remempber Mr. Patton asking you to file
an appeal?

A. I do not.

Q. Do you remember advising him of the deadline
for filing an appeal?

A. It would have been one of those things that we

covered in our -- in our scliloquy or in our
preparations for him going in front of Judge Hayes. I
can't remember if there was a plea affidavit on this one
or not because back then in front of Judge Hayes, Judge
Hayes made us do plea affidavits and so it would be part
of the record if there was.

C. Okay. Do you recall him asking for you to
file for a bond?

A, I don't remember. I'm sure he probably did.
Most of my ¢lients in jail ask me too.

Q. Do you remember if you did?

A. I don't remember. I mean I can go back and
look at my ncotes to see 1f we had a bond hearing. I'm
trying to remember if he was one of those‘with all of
his arrests had gotten revoked or not. I just don't

remember.
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If he would have made a big deal about the bond he
would have had a bond hearing because I generally give
it to him because it is easier to let them have it and
let the judge make a decisiomn.

THE COURT: I read in there he was in on
bench warrants. Did I not read that?

MR. JONES: Yes, Your Honor, the bench
warrants were dismissed at the end of his plea
proceeding.

THE COURT: Yes, that what it was.

Q. And how much of the evidence did you provide
to Mr. Patton?

A. I gave him all the paper discovery and we went
over the digital stuff.

Q. How many times did you meet with him?

A. Half a dozen times at least. I can give you
all the dates if you want. I can sit here and go

through all my notes and tell you the dates.

Q. But a half a dozen times is what you're
saying?
A. At least. Just me and him and then me, him

and my investigator and there is a whole lot the week
before trial. I think I met him just about every day of
the week.

Q. Okay.
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A. Getting ready for trial.

Q. In addition to those you met every day before?

A. There was a whole bunch in my notes saying --

Q. Trial prep?

A, -- for trial prep. We were making sure we
were on the same page.

Q. Okay. Did you get a statement from Amber that
you gave to him or did you get one at all?

A. When she talked to my investigator I don't
think he got a written statement. I think it was an
interview.

Q. Okay.

A. I found notes in my file from when I talked to

my investigator about it.
Q. OCkay. And did you ever state to him that the

four year consecutive would be concurrent and not

consecutive?
A. No, we would have had the discussion zbout it
being consecutive. I have so few consecutive cases that

it would have been something we would have talked about
for sure.

Q. Okay. And you do not remember him ever asking
for a meotion teo reconsider, do you recall?

L. I couldn't tell you the last time a client

asked me for one. He was not one.
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Q. Did you advise him of that option?

A, No.

Q. Okay. And regarding the meeting, how many
meetings were you aware of that he had with the
sclicitor and law enforcement?

A. At least two.

Q. Where did those take place?

A. Downstairs at the Moss there is a -- down in
the booking they have a BA rcom down there and we met at

one of those BA rcoms.

Q. Who was there?
a, I don't want to get this one wrong so I want
to loock at my notes. I know one of them was me, him, I

want to say somebody from Fort Mill. I didn't get the
name and then Mr. Luvin. Jim Luvin is the investigator
for the solicitor. BAnd then on ancther occasion,
September 29th, it was me, him and Jenny Desch -- excuse
me. Yeah, it was me, him, Jenny Desch and Jim Luvin,
but I think after that is when we got back together some
time in October. It was QOctober 4th, me, Mr. Luvin the

client and I wrote Fort Mill PD because I don't remember

who it was. It might have been -- I don't remember who
it was.
Q. Who regquested these meetings?

A, The first one was -- at some point the
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soliciter's office contacted me and said that he had
reached out to them and I think this is before on
something. He wanted to talk to them and sc we got
together because he wanted to talk to Fort Mill PD about
scmething. I think that was the first one. And then
the second cne would have been a followup I think.

Q. Okay. Did -- you're indicating that the

defendant, Mr. Patton, the applicant, requested those

meetings?
A. I do.
. You didn't request them?
A, No. The solicitor's office contacted me

because he had reached cut to law enforcement. Law
enforcement reach out to Miss Desch. Miss Desch reached
out to me.

Q. Okay.

A, And I went down and said, do you really want
to de this. It's not necessarily in your best interest
to talk to the cops and he wanted teo do it.

Q. Okay. Were you aware of this meeting at the
Starbucks?

A. Sitting here trying to remember that far back
I don't remember that happening. I'm not saying that
somebody didn't tell me it went down.

Q. But you weren't there?
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a. I wasn't there and I just don't remember it
being something that had happened. It very well be. He
could have teold me and I just forgot. It wouldn't have
changed anything. I think his family wants to meet with
the solicitor there's nothing improper about that.

Q. Okay. All right. No more gquestions.

MR. JONES: Just briefly.
REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. JONES:

Q. Do you remember why Mr. Patton would have
reached out to talk with the solicitors?

A. On that -- like the reason why I think he
wanted to do that?

THE COURT: What you know. Don't speculate.

A, I don't remember. It had to do with something
that happened in Fort Mill. I remember sitting there
going I don't know what they are even talking about
because it wasn't something I was familiar with.

Q. Did you ever tell him that his charges from
Charlotte, Meckenburg, would be dismissed?

A. I have no control over anything in Charlotte.
So I know I didn't tell them that those would be
dismissed. I may have told him that I will loock into it
to see what was going on with them, but I would not have

tcld him they were dismissed.
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Q. All right.

A, To the best of my knowledge the Lancaster
matters didn't come up until after this charge. The
charges are showing up later dates.

Q. All right. I think that is all.

MR. JOHNSON: Judge, can I ask one gquestion?
THE COURT: Yes.

RECROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. JOHNSON:

Q. You had conversations. You said you didn't
advise him about the Charlette charges that you wouldn't
do anything on that?

A. I mean, I may have told him that I will call
up there and see if I find something out. I have no
control over making things go away.

Q. What did you state —-- you had a conversation
before the plea about Lancaster or you did not?

A, I have a letter from him right after the plea
that said you need teo look into in Meckenburg and
Lancaster. I think -- if my memory serves me is, he
thinks there were going to be charges that were going to
be there and he wanted to know what was going on with
them.

Q. Did you make any promises or statements about

that?
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A No more than I weould just lock into it.
Q. Were those active, do you remember?
A. I went back and looked on the Lancaster public

index the other day. I think those actually came up
subsequent to the plea. So they weren't even active at
the time.

Q. All right. ©No more questions Your Honor

THE COURT: All right. Okay, you may step
down.

MR. DUNN: Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. JONES: That's the State's last witness,
Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. JONES: If you would you like me to sort
of sum up, closing argument. If you want me to
do that just because there's so many allegaticns.

THE COURT: We were talking earlier today
about laser versus the shotgun. No, I don't need
that.

You know, Mr. Patton, in this proceeding, the
burden is on the moving party. The burden is by
a greater weight of the evidence. So it is on
you to prove the case and I don't find that you
met your burden.

I will tell you that I don't find that Mr.
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Dunn, his conduct in this case, failed below an
objective standard of reasonableness and if it
did, I don't find that it brought any prejudice
on you. I don't mean to be sound glib, but it
locoks like a little buyer's remorse here,.
Eighteen years is a lot and I understand you're
upset and yvour anxiety about that, but it's not
that much in comparison with a life sentence.

I have to read the record. You're under
cath. You admitted -- you acknowledged that you
understood what was golng on. That you were
competent to enter the plea and that it was
entered freely and veoluntarily. And in my
experlience when it comes down to it, it's not
infrequent that a decision like the one you had
to made and it had to be made, doesn't occur
until right at the last minute on the courthouse
steps, so to speak. 5o, while you would have
loved to have had a better result, I will tell
you that in my view of the record, and the
testimony presented here today you probably made
a really good decision. Sc, I'm going to deny
your application and wish you the best going
forward and I hope you can make as much positive

—-—- as many positive strives forwards as you can
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over the next few years. OCkay.

All right, thank you very much. I will ask
the Attcorney General -- Assistant Attorney
General to prepare an order reflecting the
findings today and present it to Mr. Johnson
before I see it.

MR. JONES: Yes, Your Honor. Thank you
Jjudge.

(END OF TRANSCRIPT)
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Reporter for the 16TH Judicial Circuit of the State of
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all the proceedings in the captioned case, in the
Circuit Court for York County, South Carelina, on the
31th day of August, 2022.

I do further certify that I am neither of kin, counsel,
nor interest to any party hereto.

February 26, 2026
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF YORK ); SIXTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

ERIC PATTON A ) CASE NO.: 2018-CP-46-00261

Applicant, )

) MOTION FOR STATUS CONFERENCE
TO SET DEADLINE OR RE-OPEN,PCR4
= L

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) TOEH
{7 "r_l_!'

Respondent. )

952 Hd 2| AONYg
J3AI303 4077

NOW COMES the Applicant in the above-captioned action, acting by and through

undersigned counsel, hereby moving this couri to allow a status conference to set a deadline for
the state to provide a final order or to re-open the Applicants Post Conviction Relief application.

The evidentiary hearing for this case was held in 2022 and the state has failed to provide

a final order of dismissal.

WHEREFORE, having set forth his grounds, the Applicant moves this Honorable Court

to issue such order as is just and proper.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF YORK )  FOR THE SIXTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
)
Eric Neal Patton, #313922, ) Case No.: 2018-CP-46-00261
)
Applicant, )
) ORDER OF DISMISSAL
V. )
) - |
State of South Carolina, ) = —
) S 2 g m
Respondent. ) 22%’; S .U
oo —
‘ o, ¥ om
This matter comes before the Court by way of an application for postﬁ@éggtio%elia
- Q —
<

o _— Y]
(“PCR”) filed by Eric Neal Patton (“Applicant™) on January 31, 2018. The Céurt Ednve_g_cd %
evidentiary hearing into the matter on August 31, 2022, at the Moss Justice Center in York, South

Carolina. Applicant was present at the hearing and was represented by Ola Johnson, Esquire.

Assistant Attorney General Zachary W, Jones, of the South Carolina Attorney General’s Office,
represented Respondent. .

After reviewiné all records and evidence before the Court, this Court finds Applicant
cannot meet his requisite burden of proof of establishing he is entitled to post-conviction relief and
denies and dismisses this application with prejudice. The Court finds as follows:

L. Procedural History

Applicant is presently confined in the South Carolina Department of Corrections pursuant
to orders of commitment of the York County Clerk of Court. In June 2017, the York County Grand
Jury indicted Applicant for two counts of possession of a firearm by a person convicted of a violent
offense (2017-GS-46-2727; 2017-GS-46-2729). In July 2017, the York County Grand Jury
indicted Applicant for armed robbery (2017-GS-46-3197), second degree domestic violence

(2017-GS-46-3199), possession of crack cocaine (2017-GS-46-3202), and two counts of armed
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robbery and possession of a weapon during the commission of a violent crime (2017-GS-46-3223;
2017-GS-46-3224). In September 2017, the York County Grand Jury indicted Applicant for
intimidation of court officials, jurors or witnesses (2017-GS-46-4134). Geoffrey Dunn, Esq.
(“Counsel™) represented Applicant. Deputy Solicitor Willy Thompson prosecuted the case.

On September 18, 2017, Applicant appeared before the Honorable John C. Hayes, III,
where he pled guilty as indicted. Pursuant to a negotiated sentence between the State and the
Applicant, Judge Hayes sentenced Applicant to imprisonment for concurrent terms of five years
for one of the counts of possession of a firearm by a person convicted of a violent offense (2017-
(3S-46-2729), fourteen years each for armed robbery, five years for possession of crack cocaine,
five years each for possession of a weapon during the commission of a violent crime, and ten years

for intimidation of court officials, jurors or witnesses, as well as a consecutive term of four years

for the second count of possession of a firearm by a person convicted of a violent offense (2017-

(GS-46-2727), for a total of eighteen years. Applicant did not appeal his conviction or sentence.

1L Facts Giving Rise to the Conviction

The underlying facts of the crime for which Applicant is incarcerated were articulated by
the State during the plea proceedings as follows:

We'll start off with the two robberies at the Sam's Mart, the
two armed robberies, one on July 6th, 2016, the other on December
7th of 2016. Those are the indictments 3223, 3223(A) and 2727 as
to July 6th, and 3224 and 3224(A) and 2729 for December 7th. Both
are these are the same Sam's Mart in Fort Mill at 810 Tom Hall
Street. Both of these occurred late at night, early morning hours,
actually, in the early morning hours of the days that they occurred,
both by young black male fitting the description of the defendant,
dressed stmilarly in each one, having hoodies on both times, having
mask covering the face, basically from the bridge of the nose down
and at least the first one's shoes, as well, they ultimately would be
able to identify by one of the witnesses. On the July 6th robbery, the
defendant came in demanding money from the clerk at that time,
held her at gunpoint, actually, racked the semi-antomatic weapon
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while he was holding it towards her and said at one point he would
shoot her as he demanded money. She provided everything that was
in the cash drawer, which was approximately two hundred dollars
and I'll clarify something, Your Honor, while there would be
restitution, the State's not seeking restitution in these cases because
of the jail sentence. He -- the witness was able to describe him but
not identify him. In the December 7th robbery, also at the Sam's
Mart, a very similar thing happened, the clerk said the defendant
thought -- had what she thought was a gun, but she couldn't quite
tell and you can see that he does have something in his hand that
appears to be a weapon when he's robbing the clerk that evening,
and he is telling her that he -- once again, some of the same things,
that would (sic) shoot her and demanded the money. She did the
same thing when she took money out of the drawer and handed him
all the money that was there. The police saw these -- basically it took
a little bit of time, because the person who did the robberies, as 1
said, was a hoodie covering the identity, as well as gloves and -- so
no forensic evidence to link at that point in time. However, through
their investigation, ultimately, the defendant asked to speak with the
police with his attorney, Mr. Dunn, and at that time was going to
give them information regarding other crimes that other people that
he knew had done in the Fort Mill area, When he did that, he,
actually, mentioned that the Sam's Mart crime from July 6th put
himself, basically, at the crime scene during the time that it
happened, not saying he was at Sam's Mart but right across the street
at the fruit stand, and the way he described it to the police had
information that only the police would've known and, uh, as far as
the person robbing and where they came from and where they went,
however, they realized it couldn't have gone the way that, ultimately,
the defendant said they did as far as when he left, the suspect left,
because they had video from various places around that showed that
that wasn't the case. So they began to investigate him as a possible
suspect, and in doing so, they contacted -- and another point is the
mother of his child, Laura Lawrence, actually, asked to speak with
law enforcement or did speak with law enforcement regarding some
of the things Eric Patton had done and she told them that Eric Patton
had committed the crime at the Sam's Mart, that he had talked to her
about the Crimestopper's photos that were used by the police when
this happened and said that that was him in the Crimestopper photos,
she could tell by his stance, she could tell by the clothes that he was
wearing, because they were some of her clothes, in particular the
jacket that was a zip-up hoodie, and the shoes that she said were
both hers, and we confirmed from that that her father buys her those
sorts of hoodies all the time and he confirmed that with us and
would've testified to that. She, as well, when asked if Eric had
anyone that he went around with that had a silver car, told him about
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Amber Stewart having a silver car. At that point the police through
video were able to see that the person who left the Sam's Mart got
into a silver car very close by in the Walmart parking lot next US
Tire (sic) and left in that silver car. They had been able to narrow it
down to two different makes and models, so they went to where
Amber lived in Lancaster County, took photos of her car and it was
one of the two models that they had narrowed it down to. When they
spoke to Amber, she told them that she had brought the defendant to
Fort Mill that night and that he had claimed that he was going to get
money from his aunt. She said she dropped him off and he said he
didn't want her to see where he went and asked her to go park in a
certain spot and to stay there at this dark spot next to a house along
side of the road right near where the crime would've been
committed. She said she pulled there but became very scared
because it was dark, that she thought she herself was going to be
robbed, so she pulled up next to US Tire (sic) in the Walmart parking
lot as you can see in the video and stayed there, Just ten to 15
minutes later the defendant came running back to the car which you
can see in the video and as you string the videos together you can
see him come out -- go in the Sam's Mart, after that robbery run out
of Sam's Mart across the back of the thing (sic) to this -- where he
thought she was going to be parked and she had reaped from, then
up that street and then turning to the defendant's left going to where
she had parked ifi the Walmart -- the end of the Walmart parking lot
next to US Tire (sic) and getting in the vehicle. She then backs out
and starts to leave and then as she said, started to pull back towards
where she had originally come from, he stopped her and said, no, go
the other way, so she went the other way. She would've testified that
when he got in the car that he was suddenly wearing now a hoodie
and a mask and gloves and that he was saying, go, go, go, and that
he was very nervous. She said that, uh, she was asking him what he
had done and he wouldn't say, but then he, ultimately, told her as
they were leaving that she needed to report the car stolen, because
someone might've seen it, and so she did not report that to police
right away, but the story she gave to the police without knowing any
prior events of the robbery or the video the police had of her car, she
described exactly what you can see on the video, so it was verified
what she said. In addition, she said on the December 7th robbery,
she had also taken the defendant again to Fort Mill and dropped him
off to get some money, and at that point was told to park at a
different spot in some parking complex where she did and she said
that the police, actually, by shear accident I think, pulled in behind
her and started asking if she had seen a black male running from that
area and she said no, but she was, basically, stuck there unable to
take -- pick the defendant back up because of that for some period
of time. We were able to confirm that that did happen. We have the
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police video from that incident, and the defendant called -- she went
back to Rock Hill and the defendant called her later to come pick
her (sic) up again. When she saw the video in the -- of each of these
robberies, she identified the person on the video as the defendant
and said the voice on the video was Mr. Patton; she would've
testified to that as well. She also would've testified that she picked
him up from each of these robberies after they had occurred.

Your Honor, as to the domestic violence, that occurred -- that
is Indictment 3199 -- and that occurred on September the 2nd of
2016 when Rock Hill officers responded to the corner of Cherry
Road and Oakland Avenue. A domestic had been reported to a
Winthrop University officer and it was Laura Lawrence, and Ms.
Lawrence does have a child in common with Eric Patton and they
have lived together off and on for quite some time. She told the
Winthrop officer that she had been -- that Eric had assaulted her at
her house and forced her to stay there, that she was unable to use the
phone, and he questioned her rather thoroughly about a possible
nother (sic) relationship forcing her to confess as she said at that
time, as well as striking her. Ultimately, she recanted her initial
statement and that she did that, I believe, just within a day or so of
it, actually, happening. However, on the scene they were able to see
that she did have a swollen lip and swollen eye that was consistent
with what she had said had happened as far as her being assaulted
by the defendant. So the basis of that or the physical evidence that
we find of Laura Lawrence the domestic violence second, and as I
said, we -- that is reduced from a domestic violence of a high and
aggravated nature.

As to the harassment second, Your Honor, that is Indictment
2623 and that occurred on January 16th through the 18th of 2017
here in York County. Officers were dispatched to ] Avery Street
in Fort Mill where a Karen Williams was, and she reported that the
defendant was repeatedly sending her unwanted texts at that time
and that she had contacted him to stop, and as well, law enforcement
contacted him, I believe, to stop as well and telling him to stop the
communications. However, on the 18th, she had to call law
enforcement again saying that the defendant was continuing to
harass her, that that included reporting her falsely to DSS about the
allegations regarding her children, that DSS had gone to where her
daughters were in school and interviewed -- where her daughter was
in school and interviewed her and she was very angry, of course,
that he had continued this texting and this false-reporting, harassing
her, so she -- he was charged with harassment second degree at that
time as well.

As to the final armed robbery, that is Indictment 3197, that
occurred on January 19th of 2017. That was Rebecca Sakach and
she is the clerk for Dominos who was delivering pizza that night.
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She had gotten a call from an area near where the defendant was
staying with Laura Lawrence. When she arrived, it was a person that
just said their name was Tommy, someone -- a black male matching
the defendant's description wearing dark clothing, short buzzed hair
and a baggy dark jacket, ultimately, robber her of her purse saying
if she had change for a hundred. She tried to go back to her car where
the defendant pulled what she thought was a gun on her at that time,
She gave him her cash, which was in a small purse that was
personalized to herself -- it was a lady's small purse. It had about
$12 dollars cash in it; the defendant took it and ran off. Ultimately,
in their investigation of that, once again, Laura Lawrence was able
to tell them that she remembered the day that that Pizza robbery
occurred. She remembered police coming and investigating and that
the defendant had run around in a way that he only does when he's
done something that he's trying to hide from, and when he came
back that he had a change purse that was a woman's change purse
that, ultimately, she had gotten rid of and thrown out of the back of
her house across the fence and into some brush. When she told
officers that's -- that's where she threw it, they went and investigated
and they found the change purse there and were able to have it
identified by the victim in that case. Now, while the victim couldn't
be 100 percent certain in a photo line-up of the defendant, she was,
as she said, 75 percent certain, but this does link back, according to
what Laura Lawrence said and what they found to prove that he had
taken the purse, and that would've been from the date this robbery
and the time that this robbery occurred, once again, the defendant
meeting that description.

As to the possession of crack cocaine second offense, this is
Indictment 3202 and it occurred on February 2nd, 2017; that was the
day that the defendant had been arrested on the charge -- on many
of the charges before the Court now. They had reported to a hotel
disturbance at that time where Mr. Patton was accused at that point
of helping Ms. Lawrence to rob someone; those are part of the
charges that are being dismissed. However, in the hotel room that
they were sharing, they did find remnants of crack cocaine on the
nightstand as well as crack pipe and some crack residue in the pocket
of a jacket that was identified as the defendant's by Mr. -- by Ms.
Lawrence, and uh, ultimately, he was charged with the possession
of crack cocaine at that time, as well.

And the final Indictment 4134 for the intimidating of a
witness, Your Honor, this mainly came about by a letter that was
sent by the defendant when it was intercepted by the police, but as
well it was -- became clear as the police monitored some of the calls
the defendant made from the detention center that he was using code
for witness names, that he was trying to get other people to contact
those witnesses to prevent them from testifying. Some of those
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witnesses include someone who was (sic) recently gotten out of jail,
John Harfield who was considered a violent offender. He pled
before the Court a number of years ago but was recently released,
who was friend of Mr, Patton’s, in which he had used certain
language made it sound like he was asking Harfield to take care of
the witnesses and to take care of this situation, that he knew what to
do, things of that nature. Thankfully, that letter was not delivered,
but the attempt had been made by the defendant, both that way and
through trying to contact relatives and friends through relatives to
contact the various witnesses in the case. That was confirmed by the
witnesses that they felt that they were being threatened when they
were contacted by some people that were related to the defendant
and that they felt that they were being targeted to change their
testimony or to change what they would testify to, in particular,
Amber Stewart is of concern that in some instances with Laura
Lawrence.

(Plea Tr. pp.17-27).

III. Current Application

In his initial, pro se PCR application, Applicant raised the following allegations:

I.  “Ineffective Assistance of Counsel”

1-

2.

3.

w

7.
8.

0.

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

“Counsel ineffective for not explaining the legal system and petitioner’s case
to petitioner.”

“Counsel ineffective for failing to disclose and explain all discovery material to
petitioner.”

“Counsel ineffective for not contacting, interviewing and investigating
victims and witnesses.”

“Counsel ineffective for failing to prepare for petitioner’s case by not
investigating the evidence, facts, and the circumstances of the case.”
“Counse] failed to go over or even consider possible defenses with petitioner.”
“Counsel ineffective for coercing and threatening petitioner into pleading,
instead of advising petitioner to go to trial,”

“Counsel failed to inform petitioner of his right to appeal his plea decision
and file for notice to appeal plea decision.”

“Counsel improperly advised petitioner to accept plea which was not in his
best interest.”

“Counsel failed to advocate the petitioner’s cause.”

“Counsel failed to file motion for bond hearing-after repeated request.”
“Counsel failed to investigate the backgrounds of the victims and witnesses.”
“Counsel failed to investigate background of co-defendant.”

“Counsel failed to obtain defense expert witness.”

“Counse] failed to object to prosecutor’s statements at plea sentencing as to what
uncalled witnesses and victims would have testified to.”
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IL.

15. “Counsel failed to file for a sentence reconsideration.”
“Prosecutor/Solicitor Misconduct”
1. “Prosecutor committed prosecutor misconduct by contacting the petitioner’s
family and telling the petitioner’s family to coerce petitioner to plea.”

As relief, Applicant requests “for convictions and sentences vacated and to be released from

custody, or convictions and sentences reversed and remanded for new trial.”

On November 19, 2018, Applicant, through counsel, filed an amended application raising

the following allegations:

“Ineffective Assistance of Counsel as to Geoffrey Dunn, Esquire:

a.

b.

Failure to properly investigate Applicant’s case including but not limited to interviewing
potential witnesses and evaluating the veracity of evidence sought against Applicant.
Failure to adequately provide Applicant with all discovery and properly discuss all
discovery and evidence sought against him prior to Applicant accepting his plea bargain.
Failure to properly counsel, discuss, and explain the pending charges, sentencing, and
consequences so that Applicant could make an informed decision as to whether to accept
a plea bargain or pursue a trial.

Failure to discuss possible defenses and challenges to the evidence with Applicant,
Failure to advise Applicant of his right to appeal.”

On July 28, 2020, Applicant, through counsel, filed a second amended application raising

the following allegations:

1.

Applicant was sentenced for violating his probatien at this plea under probation
warrant numbers W-46-16-0376, W-46-16-0289 and W-46-17-0153 and received a
sentence of 3 years 6 months on each concurrent.

Prior to the guilty plea, Applicant’s counsel failed to explain the details of the
Applicant’s guilty plea and sentencing.

Applicant’s counsel failed to explain the deadline or process for filing an appeal after
the plea.

Applicant’s counsel failed to provide a copy of the State’s evidence to the Applicant.
Applicant’s counsel failed to interview or investigate Laura Lawrence or Amber
Stewart regarding these charges.

Applicant’s counsel failed to provide a copy of a statement from the victim on the
domestic violence charge, Laura Lawrence, that recanted her allegation, to the
solicitor’s office.

Applicant’s counsel stated to the applicant that the 4-year consecutive sentence would
be concurrent and that charges in Charlotte and Lancaster would be dismissed as
part of the plea.

Applicant’s counsel failed to obtain a handwriting expert to verify the origin of a letter
used as evidence against the applicant for the intimidation of a witness charge.
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9. Applicant’s counsel failed the contact applicant’s nephew Keon Harris as a witness to the
Domestic Violence charge.

10. Applicant’s counsel failed to contact applicant’s grandmother Willie May or Uncle Luther
Patton as alibi witnesses for the Armed Robbery dated 1-19-17.

11. Applicant’s counsel failed to obtain or request a drug analysis related to the drug
charge.

12. Applicant’s counsel (along with Willy Thompson and Jenny Desch) coerced the
applicant into entering the guilty plea by having the applicant’s brother Kevin Patton
and sister Natalia Harris appear in a meeting with applicant at the courthouse to
pressure him into accepting the plea offer from the state.

13. Following the plea Applicant’s counsel failed to file a motion to reconsider the
sentence,.

At the outset of the evidentiary hearing, Applicant clarified that he was proceeding only on
allegations 1, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, and 10 from his initial application and allegations 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,6, 7, 11,
12, and 13 from his second amended application, dropping his other allegations.

IV. Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

This Court has reviewed the testimony presented at the evidentiary hearing, observed the
witnesses presented at the hearing, and weighed the testimony accordingly. Before the Court are
Applicant’s records from the South Carolina Department of Corrections, the transcript of
Applicant’s plea proceeding, the records of the York County Clerk of Court regarding the subject
convictions, and the initial and amended applications for post-conviction relief. This Court has
reviewed the records submitted to it by the parties, the legal arguments made by Applicant and
Respondent, and the pleadings. Pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-80, this Court makes the
following findings based upon all of the probative evidence presented:

Ineffective Assistance of Counsel, Generally

Applicant raises multiple allegations of ineffective assistance of Counsel. Applicant claims
that Counsel’s various errors rendered his guilty plea involuntary and unintelligent. This Court
finds all of Applicant’s allegations meritless.

In a PCR action, Applicant bears the burden of proving the allegations in his application.
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Butler v. State, 286 5.C. 441, 334 S.E.2d 813 (1985). Applicant must prove his factual allegations
by a preponderance of the evidence. Rule 71.1(e), SCRCP.

Where the application alleges ineffective assistance of counsel as a ground for relief,
Applicant must prove that “counsel's conduct so undermined the proper functioning of the
adversarial process that [it] cannot be relied upon as having produced a just result,” Strickiand v.
Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 686 (1984); Butler, 286 S.C. at 442, 334 S.E.2d at 814.

In evaluating allegations of ineffective assistance of counsel, the reviewing court applies
the two-pronged test outlined in Strickland. First, Applicant must prove that counsel’s
performance was deficient. Strickland, 466 U.S. at 686; Cherry v. State, 300 S.C. 115, 117, 386
S.E.2d 624, 625 (1989). Under this prong, the court measures an attormey’s performance by its
“reasonableness under prevailing professional norms.” Cherry, 300 S.C. at 117, 386 S.E.2d at 625
(quoting Strickland, 466 U.S. at 690). The proper measure of performance is whether the attorney
provided representation within the range of competence required in criminal cases. Butler, 286
S.C. at 442, 334 S.E.2d at 814. “Counsel is strongly presumed to have rendered adequate assis-
tance and made all significant decisions in the exercise of reasonable professional judgment.” Id.
(citing Strickland, 466 U.S. at 690). The Court, in determining deficiency, must affirmatively
entertain the range of possible reasons counsel may have had for proceeding as they did. Cullen
v. Pinholster, 563 U.S. 170, 196 (2011); Harrington v. Richter, 562 U.S. 86, 109-10 (2011).

Second, counsel's deficient performance must have prejudiced Applicant such that “there
is a reasonable probability that, but for counsel's unprofessional errors, the result of the proceeding
would have been different.” Cherry, 300 S.C. at 117-18, 386 S.E.2d at 625. A reasonable
probability is “a probability sufficient to undermine confidence in the outcome.” Strickland, 466

U.S. at 694. In the context of a guilty plea, the applicant must show there is a reasonable
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probability that, but for counsel’s errors, he or she would not have pled guilty but, instead, would
have insisted on going to trial. Hill v. Lockhart, 474 U.S. 52, 59 (1985). Because a guilty plea is
a solemn, judicial admission of the truth of the charges against an individual, the PCR applicant’s
right to contest the validity of such a plea is usually, but not invariably, foreclosed. See Blackledge
v. Allison, 431 1.8. 63, 74 (1977) (“Solemn declarations in open court carry a strong presumption
of verity. The subsequent presentation of conclusory allegations unsupported by specifics is
subject to summary dismissal, as are contentions that in the face of the record are wholly
incredible.”). Absent valid reasons why the applicant is entitled to depart from the truth of his
statements made at the plea hearing, those statements should be deemed conclusive. Dalton v.
State, 376 S.C. 130, 137-38, 654 S.E.2d 870, 874 (Ct. App. 2007) (citing Crawford v. United
States, 519 F.2d 347, 350 (4th Cir. 1975)).

“Indeed, where a thorough colloquy s conducted, courts must exercise caution in setting
aside the guilty plea.” Garren v. State, 423 S.C. 1, 12, 813 S.E.2d 704, 712 (2018). “[Tlhe
principle of finality . . . is essential to the operation of our criminal justice system,” Teague v.
Lane, 489 U.S. 288, 309 (1989), and the strong societal interest in finality has “special force with
respect to convictions based on guilty pleas.” United States v. Timmreck, 441 U.S. 780, 784
(1979). Accordingly, courts should not upset a plea based solely on a defendant’s post hoc
assertions about how he would have pleaded but for his attorney’s alleged deficiencies. Lee v.
United States, 582 U.S. 357, 36869 (2017); see Jamison v. State, 410 S.C. 456, 469-71, 765
S.E.2d 123, 129-30 (2014) (observing that “guilty plea[s] must be treated as final in the vast
majority of cases” and instructing that caution must be exercised 5o as not to “undermine the
solemn nature of a guilty plea and the finality that generally attaches to a guilty plea™).

In this case, Applicant pleaded guilty under 4lford to a host of charges in exchange for a
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negotiated sentence of fourteen years, concurrent, on his three armed robbery charges, with lesser
concurrent sentences on all other charges except possession of a firearm, for which he received a
consecutive four-year sentence. (Plea Tr. p.33, line 1-p.34, line 7). The transcript reflects that,
had he proceeded to trial instead, he would have been facing a mandatory minimum sentence of
life imprisonment without parole (“LWOP”). (Plea Tr. p.8, lines 6-13). Judge Hayes conducted
a thorough colloquy on the record, explaining each of the charges to which Applicant was pleading,
their potential penalties, the terms of the plea agreement, and the rights Applicant was waiving by
entering the plea; Applicant consistently acknowledged that he understood those things. (Plea Tr.
p-6, Iine 21—p.17, line 8). Applicant also informed the court that, apart from the plea agreement
stated on the record, no one had made any promises or threats to induce him to plead guilty. (Plea
Tr. p.13, lines 15-23). Judge Hayes asked Applicant fvice whether he was entering his plea to the
charges freely and voluntarily, and Applicant replied both times that he was. (Plea Tr. p.14, lines
4-16). Applicant acknowledged the State’s version of the facts, and he also acknowledged his
existing probationary sentences that would be violated by the plea. (Plea Tr. p.28, line 1-p.29,
line 19).

Applicant’s clear and consistent responses to Judge Hayes® thorough questioning during
the guilty plea colloquy indicate that his plea was both intelligent and voluntary. The Court also
finds Applicant was not likely to be confused by any aspect of the plea proceeding, since the record
reflects Applicant already had experience in the criminal justice system. Applicant’s solemn
statements during the plea proceeding “carry a strong presumption of verity.” Blackledge, 431
U.S. at 74. Accordingly, Applicant bears the burden of showing “valid reasons” why his
statements should not be considered conclusive. Dalfon, 376 S.C. at 137-38, 654 S.E.2d at 874.

With these principles in mind, the Court now examines the specific allegations of ineffective
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assistance of counsel Applicant presented at the PCR hearing;
Allegation 1 and Amended Allegations 1, 2, and 7: Failure to
explain details and consequences of Applicant’s guilty plea

Applicant alleges Counsel was ineffective for failing to explain the details and
consequences of his guilty plea. Specifically, Applicant alleges Counsel failed to explain that his
guilty plea proceeding would cover the revocation of his probation in addition to his other charges.
He also alleges Counsel told him that his sentence on the possession of a firearm charge would be
concurrent rather than consecutive and that Counsel would “take care” of additional pending
charges in Lancaster County and in Charlotte-Mecklenburg. The Court finds Applicant has not
met his burden of proof as to these allegations.

At the evidentiary hearing, Applicant admitted that he knew his guilty plea would establish
a violation of his existing probationary sentences; however, he claimed he had no idea that the
probation officer was going to be attending the plea proceeding until he arrived at the courtroom.
Even accepting this testimony as true, the Court finds Applicant has failed to prove prejudice based
on this allegation. Since Applicant knew his guilty plea would result in revocation of his probation,
it does not seem likely that the presence or absence of his probation officer at the courtroom during
the plea hearing would have made any difference to Applicant’s willingness to plead. In fact,
Applicant appears to admit that he became aware of his probation officer’s presence at the time he
arrived at the courtroom, prior to entering the plea. Nevertheless, Applicant proceeded to enter
the plea anyway. Finally, Applicant asserts in his second amended PCR application that he
received sentences of three years and six months, concurrent, on each of his probation revocations;
these sentences were far less than the negotiated sentence and far less than the mandatory LWOP

he was facing if he proceeded to trial. For all of the above reasons, the Court finds Applicant has

13 of 24

171



172

failed to prove a “reasonable probability” that he would have rejected the plea agreement and
insisted on a trial had Counsel more thoroughly explained the probation issue to him.

Applicant also claimed Counsel erroneously told him that his additional four-year sentence
on the firearm possession charge would be concurrent rather than consecutive. Counsel, however,
testifted at the PCR hearing that he explained the difference between concurrent and consecutive
sentences and that he told Applicant the four-year sentence on the firearm charge would be
consecutive. Counse] explained that he negotiated with Deputy Solicitor Thompson to structure
the sentence in that way, in the hope that Applicant would receive a little bit of a benefit from
serving his non-violent sentence after the conclusion of his violent sentence. Counsel’s testimony
is corroborated by the transcript of the plea proceeding, where Counsel explains that the negotiated
sentence was deliberately structured around a fourteen-year concurrent sentence on the most
serious charées plus a consecutive four-year non-violent sentence. (Plea Tr. p.32, lines 14-22).

The Court finds Counsel’s testimony credible, and Applicant’s contrary testimony not
credible, on this point. Moreover, the transcript of the plea proceeding clearly reflects that
Applicant was made aware of the four-year consecutive sentence prior to pleading guilty. (Plea
Tr. p.5, lines 8-19; p.13, lines 15-20). “In considering an allegation on PCR that a guilty plea was
based on inaccurate advice of counsel, the transcript of the guilty plea hearing will be considered
to determine whether any possible error by counsel was cured by the information conveyed at the
plea hearing.” Dalton, 376 S.C. at 138-39, 654 S.E.2d at 874. Accordingly, the Court finds
Applicant has proven neither deficiency nor prejudice as to this allegation.

Applicant also claimed at the PCR hearing that Counsel promised to “take care” of
additional pending charges in Lancaster County and in Charlotte-Mecklenburg if Applicant agreed

to take the plea deal. Counsel, however, denied this claim. Counsel testified that Applicant did
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not even have any charges pending in Lancaster County until after the plea. Counsel also testified
he had no control over anything in Charlotte and would not have promised Applicant that his
Charlotte charges would be dismissed. Counsel testified he may have said he would “look into”
the Charlotte charges, but he would not have led Applicant to believe he could make those charges
go away.

The Court finds Counsel’s testimony credible, and Applicant’s contrary testimony not
credible, as to this issue. During the plea proceeding, there was no mention of additional pending
charges in Lancaster County or in Charlotte-Mecklenburg being affected by the plea agreement.
Moreover, Applicant explicitly denied that he had been promised anything other than the express
terms of the negotiated plea agreement in exchange for entering the plea. Therefore, the Court
finds Applicant has not met his burden of proving either deficiency or prejudice as to this
allegation.

Allegation 3 and Amended Allegations 5 and 6: Failure to
interview or investigate Laura Lawrence and Amber Stewart

Applicant alleges Counsel was ineffective for failing to interview Laura Lawrence and
Amber Stewart while preparing for his trial. The Court finds these allegations without merit,

Laura Lawrence was a witness on the armed robbery charges and the possession of crack
cocaine charge, and she was also the victim of the domestic violence charge. According to the
solicitor’s summation of the facts during the guilty plea proceeding, Lawrence identified Applicant
as the culprit of the armed robberies based on the stance and attire of the suspect in the
Crimestopper photos and Applicant’s own statements to her. She also connected Applicant to
Amber Stewart, who drove a car similar to the car shown on the surveillance video; police later

spoke to Amber Stewart and confirmed that she had driven Applicant to and from the location of
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the robberies on the night in question. Lawrence also told police that, on the night Rebecca Sakach
was robbed near Lawrence’s residence, Applicant had come to the residence with a woman’s
change purse and acted like he had something to hide. Lawrence told police she threw the purse
into the brush across her fence; officers were able to recover it from that location, and Sakach
identified it as her stolen purse. On another occasion, Lawrence was staying with Applicant at a
hotel when Applicant was arrested on other charges; officers found a crack pipe and crack cocaine
residue in the pocket of a jacket at the scene, and Lawrence identified the jacket as belonging to
Applicant. On another occasion, Lawrence reported that Applicant had assauited her, and although
she recanted that story a short time later, officers observed wounds on her face consistent with
being assaulted.

Laura Lawrence testified at the PCR hearing. She claimed that she lied about the domestic
assault, and she said she tried unsuccessfully to contact Counsel multiple times to tell him that her
police report concerning that incident was not true. Applicant alleges Counsel was ineffective for
failing to interview Lawrence in order to develop a defense to the domestic violence charge.

Counsel, however, testified that Lawrence was a co-defendant on a number of the charges
Applicant was facing. Lawrence was represented by Melissa Inzerillo on those charges, and
Counsel testified that Inzerillo did not want him talking to her client directly. However, he knew
Lawrence had recanted her report of domestic violence, and he recalled informing the solicitor of
that fact. Counsel testified he knew Lawrence might have decided to recant her story if they went
to trial on the domestic violence charge, but he explained that there was other evidence against
Applicant and that the jury might have gone either way. Counsel also explained that he was far
more worried about the possibility of Applicant receiving an LWOP sentence on the armed robbery

charges, and Counsel did not want to jeopardize the entire plea deal over the relatively minor
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domestic violence charge.

The Court finds Counsel’s testimony credible on this issue. Although Counsel was unable
to interview Lawrence because she was represented by counsel at the time, he was aware of her
attempt to recant her story, and he took that fact into consideration in evaluating the possibility of
an acquittal on the domestic violence charge. Counsel decided that it would not be in Applicant’s
best interest to jeopardize the entire plea deal merely based on the uncertain possibility of beating
the domestic violence charge at trial. The Court finds Counsel’s performance was well within the
range of professionally reasonable assistance. Moreover, Applicant clearly indicated during the
PCR hearing that he knew about Lawrence’s recanting statement prior to entering his plea.
Therefore, the Court finds Applicant has failed to establish that, but for Counsel’s failure to
interview Lawrence, Applicant would have rejected the plea deal and insisted on going to trial.

Applicant also alleges in his amended PCR application that Counsel was ineffective for
failing to interview Amber Stewart. However, Applicant admitted at the PCR hearing that Counsel
had interviewed Stewart. Counsel confirmed that his investigator spoke to Stewart in advance of
the plea, and Stewart indicated she would testify consistent with the State’s theory of case if called
as a witness at trial. Stewart had admitted that she dropped Applicant off near the robbery location
and picked him up afterwards, and Counsel noted that her distinctive car could be seen on the
surveillance video leaving and coming back. Counsel thought Stewart would make a good witness
for the State.

The Court finds Counsel did not perform deficiently in investigating Stewart. He credibly
testified that his investigator reached out to her and interviewed her, and Counsel determined based
on her response that her testimony would likely be harmful to the defense and favorable to the

State. Moreover, Applicant admits that Counsel investigated Stewart. Accordingly, the Court
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finds Applicant has failed to prove Counsel provided ineffective assistance on this issue.
Allegations 6 and 8, and Amended Allegation 12: Coercing
Applicant into entering a plea that was not in his best interest’

Applicant further alleges that Counsel coerced him into accepting the plea deal by
arranging for Applicant’s brother and sister to meet with him and emotionally pressure him into
taking the plea, even though it was not in his best interest. The Court finds this allegation is without
merit.

At the evidentiary hearing, Applicant testified he did not want Counsel to discuss the case
with his family. However, he testified that two people from the solicitor’s office, Willy Thompson
and Jenny Desch, arranged to meet with his brother and sister, where they convinced Applicant’s
family members that the plea deal would be in Applicant’s best interest. Later, on the day before
trial, Counsel brought Applicant to his office where Applicant’s brother and sister were present.
Applicant testified his brother and sister tearfully pleaded with him for over an hour to take the
plea until Applicant reluctantly acquiesced.

Applicant’s brother and sister testified at the evidentiary hearing. Both claimed that the
solicitor arranged to meet them at the Starbucks in Rock Hill to discuss the case. They testified
that, during that meeting, Thompson and Desch explained that Applicant was facing a life sentence
if he was convicted of armed robbery. Applicant’s brother and sister then met with Applicant and
begged him to take the plea deal. However, after Applicant entered the plea, they both became

convinced that Counsel and the solicitors had conspired to victimize Applicant and had played on

! Allegation 4, in Applicant’s initial PCR application, merely states “Counsel [was] ineffective for
failing to prepare for petitioner’s case by not investigating the evidence, facts, and the
circumstances of the case,” without providing any further details. The Court interprets Allegation
4 as redundant to Allegation 3 and Amended Allegations 5, 6, and 11; therefore, that allegation is
not addressed in its own section.
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their emotions so that they would pressure Applicant to accept the plea offer.

Jenny Desch testified that, at the time of Applicant’s guilty plea, she was employed with
the 16™ circuit solicitor’s office. She recalled that Applicant’s brother and sister were asking to
be involved in Applicant’s case and wanted Deputy Solicitor Thompson to consider a lower plea
offer. She testified that she was present at the meeting at Starbucks where Thompson explained
the charges against Applicant. She recounted her perception that Thompson was just candidly
answering the questions Applicant®s brother and sister were asking; she did not perceive
Thompson’s manner as being threatening. She also denied that she ever approached Applicant’s
sister about discussing Applicant’s case; rather, she testified that Applicant’s sister approached
her. Desch denied that either she or Thompson ever said or did anything coercive or improper,

Counsel testified that Applicant’s family members came to talk to Applicant on the eve of
trial and emotionally implored Applicant to accept the plea offer. He testified that Applicant’s
sister called Counsel frequently to talk about the case. Counsel did not remember Applicant ever
telling him not to discuss the case with his family. He testified that he would not have discussed
the case with Applicant’s family members against Applicant’s wishes. Counsel did not
specifically remember being told about Applicant’s family meeting with the solicitors at Starbucks,
but he testified that he did not think there was anything improper about it.

The Court finds Counsel’s and Desch’s testimony credible on this point, and the contrary
testimony of Applicant and his family members not credible. Although, in hindsight, Applicant
and his family may believe the plea deal was not in his best interest, no credible evidence supports
their suggestion that it was the product of a conspiracy between Counsel and the solicitor’s office.
Moreover, the mere fact that Applicant’s brother and sister emotionally pleaded with Applicant to

accept the offer does not amount to improper coercion. The testimony reflects that Applicant’s
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brother and sister earnestly believed that the plea deal was Applicant’s best option, and they strove
to impress upon him the gravity of his situation and the necessity of taking the deal to avoid a life
sentence. This was persuasion, not coercion. Applicant has not shown any “valid reason” to depart
from his repeated affirmations to the plea court that he was entering the plea freely and voluntarily.

Applicant also complains that Counsel was ineffective for advising him that the plea deal
was in his best interest. The Court finds this allegation manifestly without merit, Applicant’s
voluntary and knowing plea has not retroactively become invalid merely because, years later,
Applicant is now subjectively dissatisfied with the outcome. Furthermore, the record amply
supports Counsel’s conclusion that the plea deal was in Applicant’s best interest.

Counsel] explained that, based on Applicant’s prior convictions, Applicant was facing
LWOP on each of his several armed robbery charges under the “three strikes” law. He testified
that the evidence, although circumstantial, was strong enough that he thought Applicant would
probably be convicted on at least one of the armed robberies. Counsel explained that, even if
Applicant was acquitted of one of the armed robberies, the State would just “tee up” another;
Applicant was facing enough serious charges that the State would have had several opportunities
to obtain a conviction with a mandatory sentence of LWOP. Counsel testified that he advised
Applicant there was a good likelihood of being convicted if he went to trial, and he agreed with
Applicant’s ultimate decision to plead. However, he testified that Applicant was unwilling to plead
guilty until the eve of trial, so Counsel had been preparing for trial from the beginning and was
even getting ready to begin jury selection at the time Applicant accepted the plea offer,

This evidence shows that Counsel obtained a very favorable plea deal for Applicant, in the
face of a formidable number of very serious criminal charges; however, Counsel respected

Applicant’s decision to go to trial, and was preparing to do so until Applicant changed his mind.
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The Court finds Counsel’s performance was clearly not deficient on this point,
Allegation 7 and Amended Allegation 3: Failure to explain the
appeal process or to file an appeal

Applicant further alleges Counsel failed to discuss the appeal process or to file an appeal.
Applicant claims he asked Counsel to file an appeal, but Counsel failed to do so. Counsel,
however, testified that he was sure he advised Applicant of his right to appeal and that Applicant
never asked him to file an appeal. Counsel testified that he would have filed an appeal if Applicant
had asked him to do so.

The Court finds Counsel’s testimony credible, and Applicant’s contrary testimony not
credible, as to this issue. Therefore, the Court finds Counsel did inform Applicant of his right to
appeal, and Applicant did not request an appeal. Accordingly, the Court finds Applicant has failed
to prove this allegation.

Allegation 10: Failure to move for a bond hearing

Next, Applicant alleges Counsel was ineffective for failing to move for a bond hearing,
despite Applicant’s repeated requests. Counsel could not recall whether Applicant asked him for
a bond or whether he ended up filing for a bond hearing. Regardless of whether Applicant or
Counsel actually requested a bond, the Court finds Applicant has not met his burden of proving
prejudice. Applicant has totally failed to explain how having a bond hearing would have caused
him to reject the plea deal and insist on going to trial. Accordingly, the Court finds Applicant has
failed to prove Counsel was ineffective as to this allegation.

Amended Allegation 4: Failure to provide a copy of the State’s
evidence to Applicant

Applicant also alleges Counsel was ineffective for failing to provide him with a copy of
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the State’s evidence prior to his guilty plea. Counsel, however, credibly testified that he provided
Applicant with all the paper discovery he had—over 650 pages—and visited him in jail to go over
any digital evidence that could not be given to Applicant. The Court finds Applicant has failed to
prove Counsel was deficient as to this allegation. Furthermore, Applicant has not explained what
additional evidence or defenses he might have discovered had Counsel more thoroughly gone over
the discovery with him. Therefore, the Court finds Applicant has also failed to prove any
prejudice. Accordingly, the Court finds this allegation of ineffective assistance meritless.
Amended Allegation 11: Failure to obtain an independent
analysis of the drug evidence

Applicant further alleges Counsel failed to adequately prepare by not requesting an
independent analysis of the drug evidence. The Court finds this allegation meritless. Applicant
failed to produce any independent analysis of the drug evidence; therefore, he has failed to prove
that the result of the proceeding would have been different. Furthermore, Counsel credibly
testified that he was not overly concerned about the drug charge for the same reason he was not
concerned about the domestic violence charge: it was a relatively minor charge compared to
Applicant’s multiple armed robbery charges, and Counsel did not want to jeopardize the entire
plea deal in order to challenge a single charge. The Court finds Applicant has failed to prove either
deficiency or prejudice as to this allegation.

Amended Allegation 13: Failure to move for reconsideration of
the sentence

Finally, Applicant alleges Counsel was ineffective for failing to move for reconsideration

of the sentence. The Court finds this allegation meritless. Applicant received a negotiated

sentence in accordance with his plea agreement. This sentence was explained to Applicant, prior
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to the entry of his guilty plea, on the record by Judge Hayes. Applicant knew exactly what sentence
he was going to receive at the time he entered the guilty plea. Applicant has not articulated any
grounds for reconsideration of the sentence, nor has he explained why Counsel should have made
a motion for reconsideration that, to all appearances, would have been totally futile. This Court

finds Applicant has proved neither deficiency nor prejudice as to this allegation.

[conclusion and signature on following page]
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V. Conclusion

Based on all the foregoing, this Court finds and concludes that Applicant has not
established any constitutional violations or deprivations that would require this Court to grant his
application. Therefore, this application for post-conviction relief must be denied and dismissed
with prejudice.

This Court notifies the Applicant that he must file and serve a notice of appeal within thirty
(30) days from the receipt by counsel of written notice of entry of judgment to secure the
appropriate appellate review. See Rule 203, SCACR. Pursuant to Austin v. State, 305 S.C. 453,
409 S.E.2d 395 (1991), Applicant has a right to an appellate counsel’s assistance in seeking review
of the denial of PCR. Rule 71.1(g), SCRCP, provides that if Applicant wishes to seek appellate
review, PCR counsel must serve and file a notice of appeal on Applicant’s behalf. Applicant’s
attention is directed to Rule 243, SCACR, for appropriate procedures for appeal.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the Application for Post-Conviction Relief be denied and dismissed with prejudice;
and

2. That Applicant be remanded to the custody of the South Carolina Department of
Corrections.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this /7 _day of ‘WDM , 2025,

=l Ly

EDWARD W. MILLER
Presiding Judge
Sixteenth Judicial Circuit

W' , South Carolina
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York County present upon their oath:

POSSESSION OF A FIREARM BY A PERSON CONVICTED OF A VIOLENT
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The defendant, Eric Neal Patton, did on or about July 6, 2016, in York County,
South Carolina, willfully and unlawfully have in his possession a firearm and/or
ammunition. Said Defendant has been convicted of a felony which is classified as a
violent crime, as defined by South Carolina Code Section 16-1-60. All in violation of 16-
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Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such

case made and provided.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA !t
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| ) -ty
At a Court of General Sessions! €8fveRd oh Jiine 15, 2017, the Grand Jurors of

COUNTY OF YORK

York County present upon their oath:

POSSESSION OF A FIREARM BY A PERSON CONVICTED OF A VIOLENT
OFFENSE

The defendant, Eric Neal Patton, did on or about December 7, 2016, in York
County, South Carolina, willfully and unlawfully have in his possession a firearm and/or
ammunition. Said Defendant has been convicted of a felony which is classified as a
violent crime, as defined by South Carolina Code Section 16-1-60. All in violation of 16-

23-0500(A), Code of Laws of South Carolina, (1976, as amended).

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

A/

JENNYE. DESCH
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR

case made and provided.
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hereby appear in my own proper
JULY 20, TERM 2017 person and plead guilty to the within
2017A4620300533 indictment or to
a’ CAhAa y“/ g edf
AGfI‘ION~ OF GRAND JURY THE STATE -
o D
- SRUEBILL Vs. ' Defendant
‘ S E A ERIC NEAL PATTON

Forepersdd of Grand Jury Witness:
Date: 77 -2 o-i9

: VERDICT INDICTMENT FOR }

<Navls Oﬁ’w
ARMED ROBBERY C.C.CYPLS. AND G.S.
SC Code: § 16-11-0330(A)
CDR Code: 0139

Foreperson of Petit Jury

Date:

L8I
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ¢ERTIFIZD TRUE COPY
INDICTMENT
COUNTY OF YORK 20 BJAz 31 AM9:13
DAVID HAMILTON
CLERK OF COURT

YORK
At a Court of General Sessmng”co%ggr??éc\(on July 20, 2017, the Grand Jurors of

York County present upon their oath:

ARMED ROBBERY

The defendant, Eric Neal Patton, did on or about January 19, 2017, in York
County, South Carolina, while alleging either by action or words that the defendant was
armed with a deadly weapon take by means of force, threats, or intimidation, goods or
monies described as cash, purse and/or phone from the person or presence of Rebecca
Lynn Sakach. All in violation of 16-11-0330(A) 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. W

JENNY E(PESCH
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR




DOCKET NO. 2017-GS-46- )2, 4

After being fully advised as to my legal

Date:

WITNESSES rights, | hereby waive presentment to
the Grand Jury.
The State of South Carolina
RHPD
Witnessing Officer: F m &V County of York Defendant
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS ! _f e /a W3y
hereby appear in my own proper
JULY 20, TERM 2017 person and plead guilty to the within
2016A4620301796 indictment or to
af cdarged
=
ACTION OF GRAND JURY THE STATE -
«XUE BiLp" VS. Defendant
Fnenn R ERIC NEAL PATTON

Forepersoi &f Grand Jury Witness:
Date: . 7= 20— [N

:,V‘ERDICT INDICTMENT FOR .

7 VERDE Nails Ot Sy
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, 2ND DEGREE C.CE.PLS.ANDG.S.
SC Code: § 16-25-0020(C)
CDR Code: 3812

Foreperson of Petit Jury

681
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INDICTMENT
1BJANZIAM 9: 13

DAYID HAMILTON
f‘LERK OF COURT

At a Court of General Sessmns con%%l’r%gg anguly 20, 2017, the Grand Jurors of

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA CERTIFIED UE COPY
2

COUNTY OF YORK

York County present upon their oath:

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, 2ND DEGREE

The defendant, Eric Neal Patton, on or about S'eptember 2, 2016, in
York County, South Carolina, did cause physical harm or injury to Laura Marie
Lawrence, a household member, or did offer or attempt to cause physical
harm or injury to said household member with apparent present ability under
circumstances reasonably creating fear of imminent peril. In addition, the
defendant committed the offense during the commission of a robbery,
burglary, kidnapping or theft, all in violation of Section 16-25-0020(C), Code of

Laws of South Carolina (1976, as amended).

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

JENNYE,DESCH \
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR

case made and provided.




DOCKET NO. 2017-GS-46- O?)ZD'Z/

After being fully advised as to my legal

Date: - Fo-/9
R [

VERDICT

Foreperson of Petit Jury
Date:

INDICTMENT FOR

POSSESSION OF CRACK COCAINE

SC Code: § 44-53-375(A)
CDR Code: 3017

s CA Sygwsy”

WITNESSES rights, | hereby waive presentment to
" the Grand Jury.
DEU The State of South Carolina
Witnessing Officer: T. Hager County of York Defendant
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS \ Eyre SJBy
hereby appear in my own proper
JULY 20, TERM 2017 person and plead guilty to the within
2017A4610200186 indictmentorto _ ]
[B3sesSjon ot Cocarspe
_ lraek) 2%ponse
ACTION OF GRAND JURY THE STATE s
TRUE BiLL VS. Defendant
Z“; S Q / ERIC NEAL PATTON
Foreperséh of Grand Jury Witness:

|

C.C/C. PLS. AND G.S.

161
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLII‘{{ERT FIED TRUE COPY
/Ega INDICTMENT
COUNTY OF YORK W18 JAN3] AM 9:13
DAVID HAMILTON
CLERK OF COURT

At a Court of General Ses‘g?opr‘rép%gx‘eﬁcon July 20, 2017, the Grand Jurors of

York County present upon their oath:

POSSESSION OF CRACK COCAINE

The defendant, ERIC PATTON, did on or about February 2, 2017, in York
County, South Carolina, knowingly or intentionally possess crack cocaine as defined in
Section 44-53-110, all in violation of Section 44-53-375(A), 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 made and provided.

JE E. DESCH
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR



WITNESSES

FMPD

WITNESS: P e F‘k—c\ nS

DOCKET NO. 2017-GS46- 03223
2017-GS46- 03223a

The State of South Carolina
County of York

After being fully advised as to my legal
rights, | hereby waive presentment to
the Grand Jury.

Defendant

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER

COUNT ONE - Direct Indictment
COUNT TWO - Direct Indictment

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

JULY 20, TERM 2017

\_Erie faZlou

hereby appear in my own proper
person and plead guilty to the within
indictment or t

&t CZ a g ea/ eA

o)A Coczafz

vy

AGTION OF GRAND JURY

_TRUEBILL

o > RN
- . ;__ ”).-"

THE STATE

VS.
ERIC NEAL PATTON

(gl

VERDICT

Foreperson of Petit Jury
Date:

INDICTMENT FOR
COUNT ONE - ARMED ROBBERY

SC Code: § 16-11-0330(A)
CDR Code: 0139

COUNT TWO - POSSESSION OF A
WEAPON DURING THE COMMISSION OF

A VIOLENT CRIME

SC Code: § 16-23-0490
_CDR Code: 0549

Defendant

Withess:

<Nools Crt S1p0s”

C.C.C.PLS. AND G.S.

€61
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLIQERTI‘ED‘T UE COPY

i INDICTMENT
COUNTY OF YORK 2018 ANBFAM 9: I3
DAVID HAMILTON
At a Court of General Sesgjarsieanz&URT on July 20, 2017, the Grand Jurors of
YORK COUNTY, SC

York County present upon their oath:

COUNT ONE - ARMED ROBBERY

The defendant, Eric Neal Patton, did on or about July 6, 2016, in York County,
South Carolina, while armed with a deadly weapon or while displaying what a person
present during the robbery would reasonably believe to be a deadly weapon, take by
means of force, threats, or intimidation, goods or monies described as US Currency
from the person or presence of Sylvia Pearson. All in violation of 16-11-0330(A) of the

South Carolina Code of Laws (1976, as amended).

COUNT TWO - POSSESSION OF A WEAPON DURING THE COMMISSION OF A
VIOLENT CRIME
The defendant, Eric Neal Patton, did on or about July 6, 2016, in York County,
South Carolina, while committing the violent crime of Armed Robbery, possess a

handgun, pistol or firearm. All in violation of 16-23-0490, South Carolina Code of Laws

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

Pupi

MATTHEW SHELTON
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR

case made and provided.




WITNESSES

FMPD

Witness: P e kinsS

DOCKET NO. 2017-GS-46-03224
2017-GS46-03224a

The State of South Carolina
County of York

After being fully advised as to my legal
rights, | hereby waive presentment to
the Grand Jury.

Defendant

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER

COUNT ONE - Direct Indictment
COUNT TWO — Direct Indictment

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

JULY 20, TERM 2017

[ Em'a f@_fa/{

hereby appear in my own proper
person and plead guilty to the within
indictment or to

et chaprsed ay

bo7d Cooyprs

ACTION OF GRAND JURY

"TRUE BILL

Forepersorijof Grand Jary -

THE STATE

VS.
ERIC NEAL PATTON

:.4,/'—;"—5///4' /

pate. 7 [2.0/[7
oot W
‘VERDICT

Foreperson of Petit Jury
Date:

INDICTMENT FOR
COUNT ONE - ARMED ROBBERY

SC Code: § 16-11-0330(A)
CDR Code: 0139

COUNT TWO - POSSESSION OF A

WEAPON DURING THE COMMISSION OF

A VIOLENT CRIME

SC Code: § 16-23-0490
CDR Code: 0549

Defendan't

Witness:

Noclic CA s

C.C.C. PLS. AND G.S.

S61
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

CERT!%ED TRUE GRBNCTMENT

I8 JAN3T AM 9: 3
At a Court of General Sessions, ggﬂwﬁlmrﬂw 20, 2017, the Grand Jurors of

CLERK OF C
York County present upon their oath: YORK %OUHTO‘;’EJ%E

COUNTY OF YORK

COUNT ONE - ARMED ROBBERY

The defendant, Eric Neal Patton, did on or about December 7, 2016, in York
County, South Carolina, while alleging either by action or words that the defendant was
armed with a deadly weapon take by means of force, threats, or intimidation, goods or
monies described as US Currency from the person or presence of Angelica Dick. All in

violation of 16-11-0330(A) of the South Carolina Code of Laws (1976, as amended).

COUNT TWO - POSSESSION OF A WEAPON DURING THE COMMISSION OF A
VIOLENT CRIME

The defendant, Eric Neal Patton, did on or about December 7, 2016, in York
County, South Carolina, while committing the violent crime of Armed Robbery, possess

a handgun, pistol or firearm. All in violation of 16-23-0490, 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.

MATTHEW SHELTON
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR



DOCKET NO. 2017-GS-46-04| 34

After being fully advised as to my legal

WITNESSES rights, | hereby waive presentment to
the Grand Jury.
The State of South Carolina f /
YCSO 4//////57
Z
Witnessing Officer: T.Hager County of York Defehdant
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS \ Erit MNeal foron

2017A4610201345

SEPTEMBER 14, TERM 2017

hereby appear in my own proper
person and plead guilty to the within
indictment or to

&8 <Aoarqged
7

ACTIQN,__OF GRAND JURY THE STATE
) VS.
= ERIC NEAL PATTON
Foreperson of Grand Jury
Date: L ge, el
VERDICT INDICTMENT FOR

Foreperson of Petit Jury
Date:

INTIMIDATION OF COURT OFFICIALS,

JURORS OR WITNESSES

SC Code: § 16-09-0340
CDR Code: 2451

(it

Defendant

Witness:

SNofe O Svel

C.C.C-PLS. AND G.S.

L6l
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

CERTIF{ZD TRUE COPMDICTMENT
COUNTY OF YORK }ED

WISIAND | AM 9 |3
BAVID HAMILTON
At a Court of General Sessi&&pggcgggg%% September 14, 2017, the Grand

Jurors of York County present upon their oath:

INTIMIDATION OF COURT OFFICIALS, JURORS OR WITNESSES

That Eric Neal Patton did in York County, on or about on or about June 28, 2017,
by threat or force, intimidate or impede Confidential Victim, a Judge, Magistrate, juror,
witness, or potential juror or witness, arbiter, commissioner, or member of any
commission of this State, or any other official of any court in the discharge of any duty
as such or did destroy, impede, or attempt to obstruct or impede the administration of
justice in any court. This is in violation of 16-9-340 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.

///M'[%/%ﬂz@@\
Z

JENN)%E_ DESCH
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR



~ STATE, OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
Ucount or vork JAIL 199
@}) STATE VS. INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2017GS4602727
ERIC NEAL PATTON A/W: 2017GS4602727

AKA: Eric N Patton. Eric Neal Patton Date of Offense: 07/06/2016

Race: Black Sex: M Age: 32 S.C. Code §: 16-23-0500(A)

DOB: S IED| TROERGOPY 44

Address:

City, State, Zip: n! SENTENCE SHEET

pL# I sip: [ HIEIAN] MM 9 15

*CDL Yes [0 No 00 CMV Yes O No I Hazmat Yes O No O} A /D) HA?{:{_TG?Q ReAL SA,W K
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who Wi§{ O £)GQIYVICTED OF or PLEADS

TO: Possession Of A Firearm By A Person Convicted of A \’m 105 yrs)
In violation of § 16-23-0500(A) of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 3434~

NON-VIOLENT O VIOLENT [J SERIOUS [0 MOST SERIOUS [0 Mandatory GPS O §17-25-45
(CSC w/minor 1% or Lewd Act)
The charge is: B As indicted, [0 Lesser Included Offense, [0 Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (def.’s initials)
The plea is: O Without Negotiations or Recommendation, ] Negotiated Sentence, [ Recommendation by the State.
ATTEST, () %//
o’
72806 A 1/-/9 We” /\‘_//,4 G 72541

esch, Assistant<80licitor SC Bar # Defendany/ Attorney for‘D’efgnda}ﬁ' SC Bar #

a

4 %Ea C0A 457,
WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the State Department of Corrections ] County Detention Center,

for a determinate term of days/months/Yegts or O under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and or payment
of § ; Plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Service standard conditions of probation, which
are incorporated by reference.

¢ z
] CONCURRENT or  [3CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: Zo oMl Sendet Suerses (lty[r7

(d_“Fhe Defendant is to be given credit for timg served pursuant to S.C. Code §24-13-40 to be calculated and applied by the State.
Department of Corrections. Z Z,"{ Z
L] The Defendant is to be placed on Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic
Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
O RESTITUTION: O Deferred O Def. Waives Hearing O Ordered PTUP
Total: § plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED O
[ Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling [
*Fine: b Random Drug/Alcohol Testing [J
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) $ Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (A)(1)(Conv. Surcharge) $100 $ l[ i9) pmts. of § Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 $ $ Paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 b
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $ Other:
Proviso 61.6 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 s 29
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 $
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ O  Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea $ Proviso §61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3% to County (if paid in installments) $ $ during probation and shall be collected before
TOTAL $ l any other fegs.
David Hamiltor A o

Clerk of Court/Deputy Clerk: . Judge Bar ID:
Court Reporter: unlee. TR Eere Sentence Date: Q- 1%
SCCA/217 (07/2016) S




¢ STAZE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

L"Eﬂﬂr"{ OF YORK J Al

@) STATE VS.

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2017GS4602729

ERIC NEAL PATTON A/W: 2017GS4602729
'AKA: Eric N Patton. Eric Neal Patton Date of Offense: 12/07/2016
Race: Black Sexx M @ﬂﬁ §: 16-23-0500(A)
DOB: ss#: R i EDT UE@g@ dge #: 3434
Address:

City, State, Zip:

pL# N SID#

*CDL Yes O No O CMV Yes O No [0 Hazmat Yes O N

A SENTENCE SHEET; ot
Hfil-rﬂ_%\’ e L k l W ( )é’z
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defcndqn

4 I
Rﬁ “F GO] %NVICTED OF or ® PLEADS
TO: Possession Of A Firearm By A Person Convicted of A

In violation of § 16-23-0500(A) of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearmg CDR Code #3434

NON-VIOLENT O VIOLENT 0 SERIOUS O MOST SERIOUS O Mandatory GPS O §17-25-45
(CSC w/minor 1* or Lewd Act)

The charge is: As indicted, [0 Lesser Included Offense, O Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (def.’s initials)
The p[ea is: O Without Negotiations or Recommendation, Negotiated Sentence, O Recommendatmn by the State.

72806 4/ //%Z% f \-//"\‘*--"" 72541
ﬂ icitor SC Bar # Defendan}/ Attorney for Defendant’ SC Bar #

; LON 974

WH REFORE e Defendant is c&Eu;mtted to the State Department of Corrections [0 County Detention Center,
for a determinate term of 5 days/months/és or U] under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and or payment
of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Service standard conditions of probation, which
are incorporated by reference.

CONCURRENT or [ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: 1 / (g

(3 The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code §24—15—40 tb be calculated and applied by the State
Department of Corrections. 2 2. )

U The Defendant is to be placed on Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic
Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
O RESTITUTION: O Deferred [0 Def. Waives Hearing O Ordered PTUP
Total: $ plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED O
O Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling [
*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol Testing [
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) h) Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (A)(1)(Conv. Surcharge) $100 $ l! Kz pmts. of § Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 § $ Paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 $
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 § Other:
Proviso 61.6 (Public Def/Prob) $500 h)
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 s D
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 $
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 § O  Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea $ Proviso §61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3% to County (if paid in installments) $ $ during probation and shall be collected before
TOTAL s 125 any other fem W
David Hamilton Presiding Judge: /. j (A
Clerk of Court/Deputy Clerk: N Judge Bar ID: ;g 41 Judge Codc 2049
Court Reporter: Vi 4 j ~ ) Sentence Date: | Cl [g-11

SCCA/217 (07/2016)



+ STATZ OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
/
(" COUNTY OF YORK J Alﬁ. 201
‘33 STATE VS. INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2017GS4603197
o ' ERIC NEAL PATTON A/W: 2017A4620300533
/' AKA: Eric N Patton, Eric Neal Patton Date of Offense: 01/19/2017
Race: Black Sex: M Age: 32 S.C. Code §: 16-11-0330(A)
ggg;ss.___ SSi: _—GER—'HHED IRUg:glgqmqe #: 0139
: i : Al i A r e o -
City, State, Zip: l ¢ A 9': 15 : ’ " SENTENCE SHEET 2
pL# R SID# 7(—}/

*CDL Yes [0 No O CMV Yes O No [0 Hazmat Yes O Nog AWID HAE /@'{@RD

4ILTON
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendal;\t;!&r 2SO ~ %@PNVICTED OF or K PLEADS
nvur G i
TO: Armed Robbery (10-30 yrs) MADY ANTIITY _on
In violation of § 16-11-0330(A) of the S.C. Code of Laws, beating CDR Code # 0130~

00 NON-VIOLENT B VIOLENT 0 SERIOUS B MOST SERIQUS O Mandatory GPS O §17-25-45
(CSC w/minor 1* or Lewd Act)

The charge is: As indicted, O Lesser Included Offense, O Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (def.’s initials)

The plea is: [0 Without Negotiations or Recommendation, Negotiated Sentence, [0 Recommendation by the State.

7 N
%W 72806 L //ﬂé'/ j/ AG— psu

fjny}.z/ﬁesch, AssistarSolicitor SC Bar # Defendant / Attorfiey for Defendant SC Bar #

jlly 7Rompsen 6575

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the (3~ State Department of Corrections  [J County Detention Center,

for a determinate term of ___f fz days/months/@ or L) under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years

and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and or payment

of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Service standard conditions of probation, which
are incorporated by reference.

™ CONCURRENT or [ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: 7/ (57

5" The Defendant is to be given credit for fime served pursuant to S.C. Code §i4-1 3-40 to be calculated and applied by the State
Department of Corrections.

L1 The Defendant is to be plam;dr(ﬁkéntral gistry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic
Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
O RESTITUTION: O Deferred O Def. Waives Hearing O Ordered PTUP
Total: § plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED O
[0 Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling [
*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol Testing [J
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) $ Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (A)(1)(Conv. Surcharge) $100 $ h X 2 pmts. of § Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 $ § Paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-3-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 b
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $ Other:
Proviso 61.6 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 G
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 $
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ O  Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea $ Proviso §61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3% to County (if paid in installments) $ $ during probation-ard shall be collected before
TOTAL $—6_]2 any other fee
3 . Presiding Judge: W SN =t
Clerk of Court/Deputy Clerk: David Hamilton Judge Bar ID: 7 q{ud[%_; Cc{_d_e7 KO99

Court Reporter: e IDlee~d Sentence Date:
Q)

SCCA/217 (07/2016)



“ STATZ OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

{/ZﬁﬁN:[‘Y OF YORK J !L
STATE VS. INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2017GS4603199
ERIC NEAL PATTON 2016A4620301796
AKA: Eric N Patton. Eric Neal Patton ffcn.sc 09/02/2016
Race: Black Sex: M RPERTEIED TRU ﬁéé 16-25-0065(A)
CDR Code ” 3814

‘DOB: g
Address: /\
City, State, Zip: g™ ; ;"! ; i L SENTENCE SHEET

QF%

DL SN s N oo

li
*CDL Yes 0 No [ CMV Yes 0 No [ Hazmat Yes O Ng/F RK OF COURT éé],‘(‘
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendang§di¢ W48 1} T YOI S@ONVICTED OF or PLEADS
TO: Domestic Violence, 2nd Degree (0-3 yrs)

In violation of § 16-25-0020(C) of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 3812

X NON-VIOLENT O VIOLENT O SERIOUS O MOST SERIOUS O Mandatory GPS O §17-25-45
(CSC w/minor 1% or Lewd Act)

The charge is: B As indicted, O Lesser Included Offense, O Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (def.’s initials)
The plea is: O Without Negotiations or Recommendation, & Negotiated Sentence, 0 Regommendation by the State,
ATTEST,

2@%@\ 72806 4 / j/ //% /’ﬁ r\L-—-——* 72541
Jirjuyif)esch Assistarff Solicitor SC Bar # Defendant / Attorney for D&fendant SC Bar #

Thompston 657/ 8

WHE FORE, the Defendant is cqmmijtted to the [J State Department of Corrections [ County Detention Center,
for a determinate term of % CM%s/months/years or U under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of §_—; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and or payment

of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for
months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Service standard conditions of probation, which
are incorporated by reference.

(] CONCURRENT or [ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

O The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code §24-13-40 to be calculated and applied by the State
Department of Corrections.

0] The Defendant is to be placed on Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic
Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
0O RESTITUTION: O Deferred O Def. Waives Hearing O Ordered PTUP
Total: § plus 20% fee: 5 days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED O
O Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling [
*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol Testing [
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) $ Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (A)(1)(Conv. Surcharge) $100 $ [ ﬁj pmts. of § Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 $ $ Paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 $
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $ Other:
Proviso 61.6 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 s_AD
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 $
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ O  Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea $ Proviso §61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3% to County (if paid in installments) $ § during probation and shall be collected before
TOTAL $ I;;é any other fees. q
2 "id Hamiltm“' Presiding Judge: L /@ Zi
Clerk of Court/Depu Judge Bar ID: ﬁ Judge Code: al(_-f—
Court Reporter: %;LULQM bﬂ.@en—\ Sentence Date: q-=1

SCCA/217 (07/2016)



' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
U/eounzy or York JAI 203
STATE VS. INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2017GS4603202
ERIC NEAL PATTON A/W; 2017A4610200186
'AKA: Eftic N Patton, Eric Neal Patton Date of Offense: 02/02/2017
Race: Black Sex: M Age: 3 S.C. Code §: 44-53-375(A)
DOB: so+: IERNQRT1F 120 TRUE GOPYDR Code 3017 ,
Address: g
City, Hrg SENTENCE SHEET
DL# SID# P P i ,, ;- r D
*CDL Yes [0 No 00 CMV Yes O No [J Hazmat Ye$TEZl‘.N:[EHAMHifﬁ }ﬁ({ (’O??
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Dfegdif whp 28 URT O CONVICTED OF or X PLEADS

TO: Possession of Crack Cocaine 2nd Offense VR DOUMTY, SO
In violation of § 44-53-375(A) of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 3017

B NON-VIOLENT O VIOLENT O SERIOUS [0 MOST SERIOUS [0 Mandatory GPS O §17-25-45
(CSC w/minor 1% or Lewd Act)

The charge is: As indicted, O Lesser Included Offense, [0 Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (def.’s initials)

The plea is: O Without Negotiations or Recommendation, X] Negotiated Sentence, O Recommendation by the State.

ATTEST: |
72806 LV‘:{[ /(’/ é/ //\/»7/ A ) 72541

%sch, Assistant S6licitor SC Bar # Defend Attornéy for Déféndane”"_ SC Bar #

Thompron 6543 -
WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the E/State Department of Corrections [J County Detention Center,
for a determinate term of 5 days/months/years or O under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and or payment
of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for
months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Service standard conditions of probation, which
are incorporated by reference. (
(2 CONCURRENT or [0 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: q) % i 0‘"

Department of Corrections.

[J-The Defendant is to be given credit for time served %i?}m S.C. Code §24-13-40 to 'be calculated and applied by the State
0 The Defendant is to be placed on Central Regls f Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic
Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
O RESTITUTION: O Deferred [ Def. Waives Hearing O Ordered PTUP
Total: $ plus 20% fee: h) days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED [
O Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling [
*Fine: S Random Drug/Alcohol Testing O
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) S Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (A)(1)(Conv. Surcharge) $100 $ lm pmts. of § Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 $ b Paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) §12 $
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $ Other:
Proviso 61.6 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 s AL
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 $ |EJ 0
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ O  Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea $ Proviso §61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3% to County (if paid in installments) $ $ during probation and shall be collected before
TOTAL b & 192 any other fﬁ
% dH Hton Presiding Judge: // M
Clerk of Court/Deputy Clerk: Dayid Damiiol Judge Bar ID: Z50C ( Judge Code:
Court Reporter: _&h_wr\_g‘_\ e\ Sentence Date: Q-5- (7

SCCA/217 (07/2016)
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. STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
uﬁ)ﬁmv OF YORK

STATE VS. INDICTMENT/CASE#:  2017GS4603223

ERIC NEAL PATTON J A A/W: 2017GS4603223

AKA: Eric N Patton, Fric Neal Patton Date of Offense: 07/06/2016

Race: Black Sex: M 16-11-0330(A)

DOB: SS#: ﬂ_ﬂ TRUE %gﬁg de #: 0139

Address:

City, State, Zip: -_ L ,.., INAL SENTENCE SHEET

pL# R SID# . 1 g’h{ﬂ )

*CDL Yes [ No O CMV Yes O No [0 Hazmat Yes O i

In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defe

SERK OF COURT MFPF %
ONVICTED OF = PrEAD
TO: Armed Robbery (10-30) IORRCBUNTY.'SC =

In violation of § 16-11-0330(A) of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0139

0 NON-VIOLENT X VIOLENT O SERIOUS & MOST SERIOUS O Mandatory GPS O §17-25-45
(CSC w/minor 1% or Lewd Act)

The charge is: X As indicted, [0 Lesser Included Offense, O Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (def’s initials)

The plea is: O Without Negotiations or Recommendation, B Negotiated Sentence, 0 Recommendation by the State.

AT‘TEST o ,}\'4

% 72806 s /0/&!%/ wd Y e 12541
csch AssistantSolicitor SC Bar # Defendant / Attorney for Defénflant— SC Bar #
MPION 857/8

WHE FORE the Defendant is committed to the [ State Department of Corrections  [J County Detention Center,

for a determinate term of i days/months@ or O under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years

and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that up e service of days/months/years and or payment

of $ ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for
months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Service standard conditions of probation, which
are incorporated by reference.

(] CONCURRENTor [ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

[9—The Defendant is to be given credit for time gerved pursuant to S.C. Code §24-13-40 to be calculated and applied by the State
Department of Corrections. ZZ—

L1 The Defendant is to be placed on Central Registry*of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic
Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECTIAL CONDITIONS:
O RESTITUTION: O Deferred O Def. Waives Hearing O Ordered PTUP
Total: $ plus 20% fee: ) days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED O
O Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling [
*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol Testing [
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) $ Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (A)(1)(Conv. Surcharge) $100 § “ 0 pmts. of § Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 $ $ Paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 $
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 b Other:;
Proviso 61.6 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $ -
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 $__Ah
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 b3
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ OO0  Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea $ Proviso §61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3% to County (if paid in installments) $ $ during probatiomand shg)ll be collected before
TOTAL $ ]Zg any oths\r fees. /m
’ . T & Presiding Judge:~~ A y
Clerk of CourtDeputy Clerk: David Hamilton udge BarID:  ~ZHE 7 Tudgs Cader 59
Court Reporter: [Wikr . ErioeTrr Sentence Date: J g9-1%-171
SCCA/217 (07/2016) 8]



IST:—JF&OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

COUNTY OF YORK 205
TATE VS. J ‘LD[CTNEENT/CASE#: 2017GS4603223A
3 ERIC NEAL PATTON A/W: 2017GS4603223A
R’_) AKA: Erlc N Patton. Eric Neal Patton te of Offense: 07/06/2016
Race: Sex: M Riei80 TRUE COPSC. Code §: 16-23-0490
DOB: SS#: CDR Code #: 0549
Address: '5
City, State, Zip: 51 trmrans . SENTENCE SHEET
ey SID# AVID M AMITON OR! BinAL (L
*CDL Yes O No O CMV Yes (0 No I m@;s;loff {‘OURT f?
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the DefeRddnfWHd MasY, SC O CONVICTED OF or I PLEADS

TO: Possession Of A Weapon During The Commission Of A Violent Crime (5 vrs)
In violation of § 16-23-0490 of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0549

& NON-VIOLENT O VIOLENT O SERIOUS O MOST SERIQUS O Mandatory GPS O §17-25-45
(CSC wiminor 1¥ or Lewd Act)
The charge is: As indicted, O Lesser Included Offense, O Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (def’s initials)
The plea is: O Without Negotiations or Recommendation, Negotiated Sentence, [0 Recommendation by the State.
ATTEST: . .
72806 4/ Vo 1/ kit / \; S 72541
i ici SC Bar # Defendant / Afforney for Defcidant SC Bar #
/5 VT om0 EsHS

WHEREFORE, the Defendant Ei/commiﬂed to the [EState Department of Corrections [ County Detention Center,

for a determinate term of days/months/ygags or O under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of $ ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and or payment
of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Service standard conditions of probation, which
are mcorporated by reference.

[(J-CONCURRENT or (] CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: f o [/ ¢
O The Defendant is to be given credit fo tune serv igﬁ to S.C. Code §24- li\a 40 0 be calculated and applied by the State

Department of Corrections.
(J The Defendant is to be placed on Central Regxstry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic
Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
00 RESTITUTION: O Deferred O Def. Waives Hearing [J Ordered PTUP
Total: § plus 20% fee: b days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED OO
O Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling [
*Fine: S Random Drug/Alcohol Testing [
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) S Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (A)(1)(Conv. Surcharge) © $100 s_ 100 pmts. of § Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 $ $ Paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 L)
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $ Other:
Proviso 61.6 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 s 125
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 $
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ O  Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea $ Proviso §61.6 requires $3500 be paid to Clerk
3% to County (if paid in installments) 5 $ during probatj d shall be collected before
TOTAL s 1o any other @j’ Q%Ié/
g : Presiding Judge:
Clerk of Court/Deputy Clerk: David Hamilton Jlt:lze BorID: e R YT W @Mg

Court Reporter: \ 5 Sentence Date: Q-1%-171
SCCA/217 (07/2016)




. !STATE_?OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
). :
2006NTY oF YORK
6’) STATE VS. J A“. INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2017GS4603224
ERIC NEAL PATTON 7AW 2017GS4603224
AKA: Eric N Patton. Eric Neal Patton Date of Offense: 12/07/2016
\ Y Race: Black Sex: M E de §: 16-11-0330(A)

Address: . 5
City, State, Zip: = Ag% g'q'_!q SENTENCE SHEET
pL# R sip# sco - i:'= AUt A EAE 7’%

¥ = Vil 1 S I S 29 &
*CDL Yes 00 No O CMV Yes [0 No [ Hazmat Yes (I } $ B ?{ [');;{E()'Um?- ﬂéﬁpﬁ
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Dcfc%&ﬁ"ﬂ;‘ tﬁaﬁ NT Y, EéCCOI'\NICTED OF or PLEAD /b
TO: Armed Robbery (10-30 yrs) s AR B
In violation of § 16-11-0330(A) of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0139
0 NON-VIOLENT & VIOLENT O SERIOUS MOST SERIOUS O Mandatory GPS O §17-25-45

(CSC w/minor 1% or Lewd Act)
The charge is: B As indicted, [J Lesser Included Offense, O Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (def.’s initials)
The plea is: O Without Negotiations or Recommendation, X Negotiated Sentence, O Recommendation by the State.
ATTEST: / J
4 : ps g
72806 4// / W /\/J//f ) 72541
chg E_Besch, Assistant Soki€itor SC Bar # Defendant’ Attorney fof Défetdant SC Bar #
,;éév TAe '3 6S4Sp

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the [*State Department of Corrections ] County Detention Center,
for a determinate term of days/month@ or O under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that updm the service of days/months/years and or payment
of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Service standard conditipns of probation, which
are incorporated by reference. f /1—2

CONCURRENT or [ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: 9 1g

[(3—Fhe Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code §24-13-40 to be calculated a‘hd app'lied by the State
Department of Corrections. =3

[ The Defendant is to be placed on Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic
Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
O RESTITUTION: O Deferred O Def. Waives Hearing O Ordered PTUP
Tota: §  plus 20% fee: $ _ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED J
O Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling [
*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol Testing [
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) § Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (A)(1)(Conv. Surcharge) $100 $ l!Zz pmts. of § Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 $ $ Paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 $
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $ Other:
Proviso 61.6 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 5 5\6
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 5
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ O  Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
§56-5-2942(]) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea 5 Proviso §61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3% to County (if paid in installments) $ $ during probation and shall be collected before
TOTAL $ 129 any other fecs.) H/’_\
Presiding Judge: /‘ﬁé / 4/1}-1
Clerk of Court/Deputy Clerk: David Hamiltonr JudgeBarID: /L5 ] Judgc.Codc:' O
Court Reporter: el . Priesn Sentence Date: ~ / q-15-171

SCCA/217 (07/2016)



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
W )
&7 COUNTY OF YORK 207
ot STATE VS. J AIE« INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2017GS4603224A
ERIC NEAL PATTON B A/W: 2017GS4603224A
AKA: Eric N Patton. Eric Neal Patton Date of Offense: 12/07/2016
;\ Race: Black Sexx M Age: 32 S.C. Code §: 16-23-0490 .
pOB: ol R ss¢: ER__CERTIFIED TRUDR 0RaE: 0549 _ .@/
iy %
City, State, Zip: 2018 AN 3T ANl SENTENCE SHEET ‘*XZ
pL# R sip N ) i : -
*CDL Yes [ No L1 CMV Yes [ No O Hazmat Yes O No T} AV HAMILTON lﬂf{ 4:07{7
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant (yhd- ¥ J F COICONVICTED OF or X PLEADS
TO: Possession Of A Weapon During The Commission Of} CAERGEN
In violation of § 16-23-0490 of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0549
X NON-VIOLENT 0 VIOLENT [0 SERIOUS O MOST SERIQUS O Mandatory GPS 0O §17-25-45
(CSC w/minor 1% or Lewd Act)
The charge is: B As indicted, O Lesser Included Offense, O Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (def.’s initials)
The plea is: O Without Negotiations or Recommendation, B Negotiated Sentence, O Recommendation by the State.
ATTEST; Y
/ .
éf yi L pd 7O —  7sa
) SC Bar # Defendant/ Attorngy for Defefitdant—" SC Bar #
LJs7 g
WHEREFORE, the Defendant is e6mmitted to the Qéate Department of Corrections [ County Detention Center,
for a determinate term of __ * days/monthﬁy{s or (] under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and or payment
of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Service standard conditions of probation, which
are incorporated by reference.

/CONCURRENT or [0 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

[0 The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code §24-13-40 to be calculated and applied by the State
Department of Corrections.

U] The Defendant is to be placed on Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic
Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
O RESTITUTION: O Deferred O Def. Waives Hearing O Ordered PTUP
Total: § plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED O
O Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling [
*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol Testing [J
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) $ Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (A)(1)(Conv. Surcharge) $100 $ “ ¢ ) pmts. of § Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 $ b Paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 $
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $ Other:
Proviso 61.6 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) 525 .26
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 $
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ O  Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea $ Proviso §61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3% to County (if paid in installments) $ $ during probation,agd shall be collected before
TOTAL $ ]Z any other feﬂ
$ : Presiding Judge:
Clerk of Court/Deputy Clegk: David Hamilton Judge BorID: Judge Code. ST
Court Reporter: '3%\1{__% Boer Sentence Date: Q-ls-171

SCCA/217 (07/2016)



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

V‘éa& :
' TY OF YORK
STATE V. JAIL INDICTMENTICASE#: 20T ESHeoH134
ERIC NEAL PATTON 2017A4610201345
AKA: Eric N Patton, Eric Neal Patton Date of Offense: 06/28/2017
Race: Black Sex: M de §: 16-09-0340
ode #: 2451

Address:
City, State, Zip:

pL# R SID#

M 9 1L SENTENCE SHEET ¢
/ 5;‘% F\E £ i‘ 2 ]
*CDL Yes 00 No O CMV Yes [0 No [0 Hazmat Yes O @
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Deferl

. Q i i i 'y = i )
h OF COURT W R
TW? TY ONVICTED OF or PLEADS
TO: Intimidation Of Court Officials, Jurors Or Witne stis ’

In violation of § 16-09-0340 of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 2451

o _—ﬁ S5 LR THHED T

¥ NON-VIOLENT O VIOLENT 0 SERIOUS O MOST SERIOUS O Mandatory GPS 0O §17-25-45
(CSC w/minor 1* or Lewd Ac?
The charge is: O As indicted, O Lesser Included Offense, B Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (def.’s initials)
The plea is: [0 Without Negotiations or Recommendation, B Negotiated Sentence, [0 Recommendation by the State.
A
72806 a/ /\/ﬁ’( P 10416
SC Bar # Defendant { Attorney for Defendant SC Bar #
6578
WHEREFORE, thé¢ De t is committed to the 4 State Department of Corrections  [J County Detention Center,
for a determinate term (O days/ months/ﬁg or O under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of ; provided that uporrthe service of days/months/years and or payment
of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Service standard conditions of probation, which
are incorporated by reference.

[3-CONCURRENT or [J CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: C] ( Sf L

[=The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code §24- 13-40 to be calculated and applied by the State
Department of Corrections. P

] The Defendant is to be placed on Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic
Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
0O RESTITUTION: O Deferred [0 Def. Waives Hearing O Ordered PTUP
Total: § plus 20% fee: b days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED O
O Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling [
*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol Testing [J
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) S Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (A)(1)(Conv. Surcharge) $100 $ “ 2Q pmts. of § Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 $ 5 Paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 $
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $ Other:
Proviso 61.6 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 § & 5
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 $
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ [0  Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
§56-3-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea b Proviso §61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3% to County (if paid in installments) $ $ during probation and shall bc collected before
TOTAL $ [ZE é any other fe
N < - Presiding Judge: l
Clerk of Court/Deputy Clerk: David Hamiltor: Judge Bar ID:
Court Reporter: NS~ Proeor Sentence Date:
SCCA/217 (07/2016) U





