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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

POST CONVICTION RELEASE IN GREENVILLE COUNTY

Case No. 99-GS-6473

PETITIONERKEVIN LAMOUNTLEE

V.

RESPONDENTTHE STATE

KEVIN LAMOUTLEE P.C.R. BRIEF
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STATEMENT OF ISSUE ON P.C.R.

Plea Council was ineffective, for given, Petitioner, erroneous sentencing advice. And plea

counsel was ineffective for failing to ensure that the state adhered to the original negotiated

plea agreement of 30 years. Which Petitioner would be required to serve 85% of the sentence

imposed. This violated Petitioner 6th Amendment right of effective assistance of counsel and

14th Amendment right of due process and equal protection of the laws of the United States

Constitution and violate Petitioner's South Carolina Constitution, Article 1,3 Rights of due

process and equal protection of the laws.
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Statement of the case.

The petitioner is confined in the South Carolina Department of Correction pursuant to orders of

commitment of the Clerk of Court for Greenville County. The Petitioner was indicted at the

October 1999 term of the Greenville County Grand Jury for murder, (1999 GS-23-6473). He was

represented by Stephen J. Henry, Esquire. On June 25th, 2003, the petitioner pled guilty to a

negotiated plea and was sentenced by the Honorable Judge John W. Kittredge to confinement

for a period of 30 years. The Petitioner did not appeal.
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STANDARD OF REVIEW

LAW ANALYSIS

A defendant is guaranteed the right to effective assistance of counsel under the

6th Amendment to the United States Constitution. U.S. Constitution, Amendment VI;

Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668. (1984)" [ The South Carolina Supreme Court] has

held that a defendant has the right to effective assistance of counsel during the plea -

bargaining process." Davie v. State. 675 S.E. 2d 416.419 (2009) clearly a defendant

entering a guilty plea is entitled to the effective assistance of counsel. Hill v. Lockhart,

474 U.S. 52. 57 (1985 ).

In order to establish a claim for ineffective assistance of counsel the petitioner

must show that: (1) counsel failed to render reasonably effective assistance under

prevailing professional norms and (2) counsel's deficient performance prejudiced the

Petitioner's case... Speaks v. State 660 S.E. 2d 512, 514 (2008) Wiggins v. Smith, 539 U.S.

510. 52112003). The two-part test also "applies to challenges to guilty pleas based on

ineffective assistance of counsel. Hill v. Lockhart. 474 U.S. 52 (1985)." In the context of a

guilty plea the deficiency prong inquiry turns on whether the plea was voluntarily,

knowingly, and intelligently entered. Taylor v. state, 745 S.E. 2d 97,101 (2013). Simply

put, the first inquiry is whether trial counsel's advice was deficient. "Alexander v. State

402 S.E. 2d 484,485 (1991). "The second, or 'prejudice' requirement... focuses on

whether counsel's constitutionally ineffective performance affected the outcome of the

, plea process. "Hill v. Lockhart 474 U.S. 52. 59 (1985).

A defendant who enters a plea on the advice of counsel may only attack the

voluntary and intelligent character of a plea by showing that counsel's representation

fell below an objective standard of reasonableness and that there is a reasonable

probability that but for counsel's errors, the defendant would not have pled guilty, but

would have insisted on going to trial. "Holden v. State, 713 S.E. 2d 611. 615 (2011). A

guilty plea may not be accepted unless it is voluntarily and understandingly made.

Boykin v. Alabama, 395 U.S. 238 (1969). In order for a defendant to knowingly and

voluntarily plead guilty, he must have a full understanding of the consequences of his

plea and of the charge against him. Simpson v. State. 455 S.E. 2d 175 (1995). In State v.

Hazel. 271 S.E. 2d 602 (1980), [the] court held that defendant's plea was not knowing

because it was entered without an understanding of the mandatory punishment for the

offense to which he was pleading. If a petitioner successfully proves his or her guilty

plea was based on inaccurate sentencing advice from counsei, the deficiency prong has

been satisfied. Alexander v. State 402 S.E. 2d 484,485 fl991j ^finding counsel's

sentencing advice was "obviously defective" because it was contrary to the sentencing
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ranges possible under the indictments and the law) When a defendant enters a guilty

plea in reliance on a plea bargain that is accepted by the court, due process requires the

plea bargain be honored. S’antobello v. New York, 404 U.S. 257 (1971). Reed v Becka,

511 S.E. 2d 396 (CT. Add 1999). If it is not, either of two remedies is available: the court

can(l) require specific performance of the plea agreement or alternatively, (2) allow the

defendant to withdraw his guilty plea altogether and start over Dingle v. Stevenson,

2014 WL 8382931 at 4 "remedies for constitutional violations... should be tailored to

the /njury suffered from the constitutional violation and should not unnecessarily

infringe on competing interests." Smith v. United States, 143 S CT. 1594,1601 (2023).

PAGE 18 of 14



9

RELVANT FACTS

Petitioner's first attorneys John I. Mauldin and Carolina Horlback presented

Petitioner with a negotiated plea from the Solicitor which was for murder 30 years upon

a service of 85%. Petitioner refused the plea and fired these attorneys. Petitioner then

retained Scott Robinson as an attorney. Attorney Scott Robinson spoke with solicitor

Thomas Quinn about getting a better plea for petitioner or petitioner, was going to trial

while waiting for a better plea offer or trial date. The solicitor would only conti nue to

offer the original negotiated plea murder 30 years upon a service of 85% to which

petitioner declined to take again.

In 2001, Thomas Quinn spoke with Scott Robinson about the case and informed

Scott Robinson that Bob Ariel had took over petitioner's case with the intention of

seeking the death penalty; Petitioner was later served a notice to seek the death

penalty. Due to Scott Robinson not being qualified to try a death penalty case, Petitioner

was given Stephen John Henry and Carolina Horlback of the Public Defender's Office to

represent as attorneys for Petitioner. Petitioner's attorney once again got the Solicitor

Office to reinstate the originally negotiated plea of murder 30 years upon a service of

85%. On June 25th, 2003, the petitioner pleaded guilty to the negotiated 85% 30 years

for murder and was sentenced by the Honorable John W. Kittredge to confinement for a

period of 30 years. The petitioner didn't appeal.

Throughout petitioner's incarceration he was informed by classification that he

was receiving good time, work and education credits being applied towards his

sentence, thus making his sentence an 85% sentence. In July of 2023, the petitioner was

informed that his sentence was not an 85% sentence and that he was serving a day for

day 100% sentence.

Thus, petitioner's 6th Amendment right of effective assistance of counsel and

14th Amendment rights of due process and equal protection of the laws of the U.S.

Constitution were violated; and petitioner's S.C. Constitution Art. 1,3 rights of due

process and equal protection of the laws rights were violated because plea counsel gave

petitioner erroneous sentencing advice, and plea counsel was ineffective for failing to

ensure that the state adhered to the original plea agreement of a service of 85% for 30

years; as told by prior counsel and by plea counsel, that petitioner would only have to

serve 25 years and six months.
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ARGUMENT

ISSUE: 1

Plea counsel was ineffective for given Petitioner, erroneous sentencing advice and plea

counsel was ineffective for failing to ensure that the state adhered to the original negotiated

plea agreement of 30 years, which petitioner would be required to serve 85% of the sentence

imposed. This violated petitioner's 6th Amended Amendment Right of effective assistance of

counsel and 14th Amendment rights of due Process and Equal Protection of the laws of the U.S.

Constitution and violated petitioner's S.C. Constitutional article 1,3 rights of due process and

equal protection of the laws right.

The South Carolina Uniform Post- Conviction Procedure Act (per act) allows an applicant

to file an application for relief "if the applicant contends that there is evidence of material facts

not previously presented and heard that requires vacation of the conviction or sentence" S.C.

code. Ann.; 17-27-45 (c) (allowing application to be filed within one year of the date of actual

discovery of the facts are from the date when the facts have "could have been ascertained by

the exercise of reasonable diligence"). The petitioner raises this claim pursuant to S.C. code

Ann. 17-27-45 (c) Discovery Rule.

Throughout petitioner's incarceration, he was informed by the SCDC classification that

he was receiving good time, work, and education credits being applied towards a reduction of

his sentence, thus making his sentence an 85% sentence. Petitioner's plea sheet and sentencing

sheet only states 30 years thus proven petitioner's 30 years negotiated plea was 30 years at

85%. (Please see petitioners, plea sheet and sentencing sheet). In July of 2023 Petitioner was

informed that his sentence was not an 85% sentence and that he was serving a day for day

100% 30 years sentence. Thus, the petitioner submits this PCR application because plea council

gave petitioner erroneous sentencing and advice, and plea counsel was ineffective for failing to

ensure that the state adhered to the original negotiated plea agreement of 30 years to which

petitioner would be required to serve 85% of the sentence imposed.

Petitioner's Prior attorney Scott Robinson. Caroline Harbeck, John I Mauldin, and

Stephen John Henry, all received from the solicitor office a plea offer of murder 30 years, with a

requirement of the petitioner to only serve 85% of the sentence imposed. All prior attorneys

presented this negotiated plea offer to the petitioner to which petitioner eventually accepted.

On June 25th, 2003, the Petitioner pled guilty to the negotiated 85% 30 years for murder.

During the plea hearing the plea court informed the petitioner that his plea was a negotiated

plea for 30 years murder. (See Petitioner's plea hearing transcript, (p.3. Ins. 10-12); (p.4 Ins. 8-
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11): (d.5. Ins. 3-81: (p.6 Ins, 17-191: (p.8 Ins. 23- p.9 Ins. 4); (p.l3 Ins. 4-24); (p.l4 Ins 12-13); (p.

18. Ins. 8-P.19. Ins. 21. The petitioner was sentenced by the Honorable John W Kittridge to the

negotiated 30 years, plea that was offered, and to which the petitioner was under the

impression that he was going to have to serve 85% of his sentence.

The petitioner is entitled to have his sentence of 30 years changed to the negotiated

plea bargain of 30 years to which petitioner was required to only serve 85% of his sentence.

Petitioner's plea counsel was ineffective for giving petitioner erroneous sentencing advice and

plea counsel was ineffective for failing to ensure that the State adheres to the original

negotiated plea agreement. "A plea agreement rests on contractual principles and each party

should receive the benefit of their bargain," Thrift v. State. 440 S.E. 2d 341 (1994) when an

accused pleads guilty upon a promise of the prosecutor, the agreement must be fulfilled." State

V. Thompson. 292 S.E. 2d 581 (19821" When the State's Attorney has given his word in the form

of a plea bargain and that bargain is accepted by the trial court. It behooves the States Attorney

to make every reasonable effort to correct any deviation from the bargain when the deviation

is called to his attention. Alston v. State. 38 MD. Add. 6113.379 A. 2d 754. 757 (Add. 19781."

Once a court accepts a plea agreement, it is bound to honor its promise to fulfil the agreement,

insofar as the terms of the agreement are within the power of the court to order. State v.

Reinhart. 430 S.E. 2d 536 (ct. App. 1993)". A recognized corollary to the principle that a guilty

plea must be shown to have been intelligently and voluntarily entered it is the rule that if the

plea is based on a plea bargain which is not fulfilled or is unfulfil la ble, then the guilty plea

cannot stand." State, ex. rel. Morris v. Mohn, 267 S.E. 2d 443,445 (1980)." A plea of guilty

entered by one fully aware of the direct consequences, including the actual value of any

commitments made to him by the court, prosecutor, or his own council, must stand unless

induced by threats (or promises to discontinue, improper harassment), misrepresentation,

(including unfulfilled or unfulfillable promise), or perhaps by promises that are by their nature

improper as having no proper relationship to the prosecutor's business. "Brady v. United States

397 U.S. 742.755 (19701.

Plea counsel erred by not making sure that the petitioner received the negotiated plea

that he was promised. Plea counsel error prejudice the petitioner because petitioner wouldn't

be able to serve only the sentence of 25 years and six months, which is the original 85% 30

years plea he agreed to plead to. By petitioner not getting the benefit of the 85% 30 years, (25

years and six months) negotiated that the petitioner was promised and plead to. This violates

petitioner's 6th Amendment right of effective assistance of counsel and 14th Amendment rights

of due process and equal protection of the laws of U.S. constitution; and violated petitioner's

S.C. Constitution article 1,3 rights of due process and equal protection of the law's rights. The

relief that petitioner seeks is that his 30 years negotiated plea be changed to the 85% 30 years

negotiated plea he was promised and plead to, to which petitioner should only have to serve 25

years and six months of his sentence.
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CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated the remedy for the petitioner's claim is that petitioner's sentence

should be changed to 85% 30 years negotiated plea offer he was promised and plead to, to

which petitioner should only have to serve 25 years and 6 months of his sentence. This is

pursuant to Dean v. State, 2015 WL 1481686 at 2 (we find plea counsel's testimony that 85%

was discussed along with [petitioner's] Understanding that [petitioner] would have to serve

only 85% of his sentence, reveals that plea counsel's performance was deficient because he

offered erroneous sentencing advice...); Sprouse v. State 585 S.E. 2d 278, 281 (2003) (holding

counsel was ineffective in failing to ensure that the state adhered to the original plea

agreement and remanding for pacific performance of the plea agreement given it would grant

the parties nothing more and nothing less than the benefit for which they originally bargained);

Sprouse v. State 585 S.E. 2d 278,281 (2003) (finding defendant was entitled to post-conviction

relief where the State failed to honor the plea agreement, it made with defendant and trial

counsel failed to ensure that the State adhered to the original agreement). Smith v. United

States. 143 S. ct. 1594,1601 (2023). (Remedies for constitutional violation should be tailored to

the injury suffered from the constitutional violation and should not unnecessarily infringe on

competing interests).
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\
LEEPLEA OF KEVIN L.

■«

I

S

>:
f

YOUR HONOR, THIS IS CASE NUMBER ’99-GS-^
i ■,

HE TS PLEAUING

1 (

. ... ..

6473, the State versus KEVIN lamont lee
V -i

vl2
fT. ■r' V /•*/ U-■fi.

GUILTY TO MURDErV CONSENTS TO SEpENMc :QN^

^(DEFENDANT’ PLACED. .UNDER OATH)

GCpDSMbfNINB flS' PRESENTEil' T© IP A| A'

■f
5 V-

.• i

3
::

r

n
r\

r
4

¥THE COURT:5
•f-T, T.T..

■■

IF ONE OF>THE?'^Tbi0EY$'5WOULD
1

.-S
i

NEGOTIATED'SENTENCE.

ENOUGH^-TO SHARE THAT NEGOTIATION WITH ME.

6
>

!
c;

I
7 T,

YOUR HONOR, AS THE COURT MAY BE AWARE, WE

rV
I

MS. STROM:8. .

'

(

SERVED NOTICE OF INTENT TO 'SEEK THE DEATH PENALTY BACK IN MAY

WE HAVE WITHDRAWN OUR-NOTICE OF INTENT'TO SEEK THE

is:_
9

•v-r' I

?.

OF 2001.

DEATH PENALTY AWD ARE ENTERING INTO THE NEGOTIATION OF THIRTY

Mi

YEARS ON THE COUNT'OF MURDER.

10Sc-
I

f V/-

;

=11
ff H y ■ 'yt I-

>

1

12 i

M:
i- :

MR-.- HENRY AND' MST ' HbRLBEbK^^^ ^ ^ isIth^,THE COURT: AND,

’ ' - "Sr A , : , ';C ■= V Si-'i,...-;

YOUR UNDERSTANDING OF THE NEGOTIATIQN?
Mjj.) 1(1'" ' ^ .S' t iJA
MR. HENRY: ' IT IS, YOUR HONOR

' -s' S'i Y = MM ( c33'8;;|
MS. HORLBECK:' YES, SIRi

13 •t

?Vi

••V

14,1

f- ; .:.

‘ . 'i

15
"4

-t
Al-.f

15 '5 ?'

5

ANijJi^'WiliL'’aMress THIS'v

AN§'?FIRST ask you a (few
’ v' 'i. ■ :-A , a/, . - ’ ■ !.'■ 'Y-'r'';'

HORLBECK,' I'LL JUST THEN FOLLOWSUP. WITH. YOU

./X.-

I'ALL RIGHT.THE COURT:17
■r ..■.f.

V3.Y

WILL START'WITH YOU; MR. HENRY,

QUESTIONS. ' MS.

MM

.U'
■ 19 -1,

KC _>;

and if YOU AGREE WITH THOSE RESPONSES.20V.

^ V •> f.PCM] f

' I
HbR-LBECK ME^T J^ITB' iTbuRMR. HENRY;' HAVE YOU AND MS21

>■:

i : l .Py-'t-. ..

WITHSHII^.CLIENT, MR. LEE, AND DISCUSSED THIS22
. -

■i
r

’i t’j'jA- XX‘: , .

• ( YES, YOUR HONOR.

‘ HAVE YOU ADVISED HIM OF HIS RIGHTS

INCLUDING 'all OF HIS TRIAL RIGHTS AND THE RIGHT fO k

MR. HENRY:■!r

23v;

v/

THE COURT:24
-/

f

H

r•■JURY •y

'258
•i-
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eUlLTY PLEA OF KEVIN L.

if-

-S^"e
■i•■< •{

i

TRIMj?1 ■'
i

YES, SIR.MR. HENRY;2^
■A

lee do youIN YOUR DISCUSSIONS WITH ,^MR

IN TfflV® SE

THE COTJRT :3 r'
j r

believe that' he 15 COMPETENT4:

i^LE TO GOMMtpiG^i;J/|T;^'TOU AND

effective A^ re^onj^le®^
NATl^^vOF’^E^CtoGES ANP IS

\ MS.., HORliBE^IN A

:Nr.''HENRY

6 \

I DO, YOUR HONOR.

LEE INFORMED YOU . ANpsG^-'CQ|^ ,0F

RIGHTS AND PLEAD .GUI-LTY TO

D sentence of Thirty:^years?

7;J V-'o

HAS. MRTHE COURT;8
•• I-

HIS DECISION TO WAIVE■ . 9 ;

\
i.-

THIS NEGOTIATED10X A' ■ •']-) U’;&
V

MR. henry:: " ■ HE HAS ;■ YOUR ..HONpR.11 f-'id :i ‘■r'.A

YOUR Opinion has he done so freelyAND inTHE COURTAX2.-- ■Si
■ >

V

.,--kkP :\ypLUNTM,I:L ,

; ' ^ HENRY:

THE =

13

yes., sir, . HE H^

MS . HORLBECK, DO YOU CpNCUp WITH THE

hEnNy

14 J-

cuO,■ ! -I

15

rS^ATENENTS. and ' rEEponses MME by MR

YES, SIR, I DO

16 v;

MS. HORLBECK17. .. .c

Having peEN 'KEVIN L. LEE,
f

L8 i,

PREVIOUSLY . SWORN, . TESTIFIED, .AS , FOLLOWS : ^
• 1

' 1? : A <vi-

\

EXAMINATION BY THE-COURT:

YOU ARE KEVIN LAMONT LEE;

sif :s ;cqpEcT,

2.0 I-•i,.r.

IS T^T correct, piRP
Q-21; -y I,

ir.i

f ■

YES,

and I'M g6ING,TO..ASK YpU S« QUESTIONS, MR-
particular QUESTION, I'LL BE GlAD TO

necessary , TO_INSuR| TimT YOU DO

A22,: :dAy ■vy.f--

LEE.' IF
Q

' YpU dM' T . I^eRST^^ a

23 r

24

m repeat, it ;AS„:0FTEN3AS25

4



©P KEVIN L. LEE

i
UNDERSTAND.1

A YES, SIR.2 I

I AM INFORiVIED THAT THROUGH NEGOTIATIONS IT IS YOUR4'3

DEGISiON.TO PLEAD GUILTY TO THE CHARGE OF MURDER--

sIRr Your honor.

4

YES5 . •V A-• ' /

■ 5’ .

F0R A NEGOTIATED SENTENCE OF THIRTY YEARS.: Q6 IS THAT

' ■YQUR UNDERSTANDIN,(3?7

8 .^Y'A SIR, your:;honor.

let p. Sl^t GET SOME BACKGROUND WITH YOU, SIR. HOW J

10. ' olO MEvy®

I ';M TWENTYr;FIVE> YEARS ,: iix A YOUR HONOR.

HOW. FAR. UlD . YOU . QQ IN SCHOOL?-12 .

i
TENTH ;GRADE EDUCATION, YOUR! HONOR .

CJ# YO.U :REAP Airo WRITE?

YES, SIR,/YOUR HONOR,

.-S-
13 A

14 .• Q

15 /^A

ALL right. HAVE YQU EVER BEEN TREATED FOR ANY MENTAL OR

MOTIONAL HE^TH .PROBLEMS ?

’ A' , NO, SIR, YOUR HONOR,.

ARE YOUi.UI^ER ;THE INFLUEN^ of any DRUGS, ALCOHOL OR

18 Q

17

18

19 Q

MEDICINE AT THIS'TIME?20

f
: A mNO/

. DURING;,-ANY/NEGOTIATIONS YOU :HAVE HAD WITH YOUR ATTORNEYS.

HAVE YOU BEEN: UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF :ANY DRUGS, ALCOHOLrOR.

SIR, YOUR HONOR.■:;21/■}

22: Q

As
,23:/

^ MEDICATION?24-

I NO, SIR, YOUR HONOR.25.'. '^A

5

-J;



WB

flea ©F KEVIN L. LEE

SIR, YOUR HONOR.A YES,1

NOW, MR. LEE, IF YOU PLEAD GUILTY, YOU GIVE UP ALL OF2

YGUR/tRI^ .R AND I WANT TO REVIEW THAT WITH YOU. HAVE

YOU DISCUSSEP In SOME DETAIL YOUR RIGHTS YOU WOULD HAVE AT■4

TRIAL WITH YOUR ATTORNEYS?5

YES, SIR, .:YOUR HOHOR.

I WOULD LIKE ..TO Dp . LIKEWISE AT , THIS TIME AMD JUST REVIEW

6 A

Q7

SOME OF THE MORE FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS -ITHAT WOULD APPLY AT: A8

TRIAL. MR. LEE, YpU ARE PRESUMED INNOGENT,,, . THERE IS .NO9

THE BURDEN OFBURDEN ON YOU TO PROVE ...OR.DISPROVE ANYTHING10

PROOF .IS ALWAYS, ON THE STATE TO PROVE GUILT BEYOND A

SHOULD ;'raE state ;-FAiL; TO PROVE .FACT

IT

REASONABLE DOUBT12

ELEMENT OF THE ;0FFENSE OF MURDER BEYQND A REASONABLE DOUBT,

IT WOULD BE the DOTY OF THE JURY OR THE COURT ' TO FiND YOU NOT '

13

GUILTY. DO YOU UNDERSTAND THAT?,15 ;

JR‘.HONOR.YES/ SIR/ . ^

lR.;;^P^E0tlpN WlTH^ OF . PROOF IS A .VERY
IMPORTANT RIGHT KNOM, AS THE' PRE'sUMPTION GF INNOCENcE.’

A16

...17;K

YOU.

. ARE . PRESUMEP •TO .Re . INNOGENT

RIGHT TO REIAIN silent.

TESTIFY.:

.DON?T .‘HAVE'^TG -PROVE OR • DISPROVE ANYTHING

TESTIFY AT TRIAL IF YOU.NI^TEp. TO, .BUT .ONLY IF YpU. WJ^TED TO.

pd'YOu vpjroERsT;Uro#HA'^

YES, SIR, yOur honor:

ANp' TN. .That REGARP YOU have rTHE19

At trial yOu- WOULDN'T hAVe;;tO' .2 0

YOU WOULDN'T HAVE Tp PRESENT ANY EVIDENCE; ; YOU21'

NOW,. YOU GOULD.:22

23

24'

i A25 ‘

7
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GUILTY PLEA OF piVIN L. LEE

HAVE YOU BEEN PRESCRIBED ANY MEDICATION THAT YOU DO NOT
Q1

TAKE?2

NO, SIRA3

HAVE YOU BEEN PRESCRIBED ANY MEDICATION THAT THE

M^n^iOn ■ ceNtBr :hAs" not given you?

A N0>

DO . YOU believe that Y;0U UNDERSTAND THE CHARGE ,OF MURDER?

:'SiR, .:^UR .HONp^.

Q4

5

SIR, YOUR HONOR.6

7 Q

8, ■

AND' IN THAT ^REGiuU) have YQU DISCUSSED THE CmUiGE AND

^Rorlbegk?

Q9

A YOtiR RIGHTS,vWITH your ATTORNEYS, , MR,. HENRY AND MS

YES, ;SlR;^ lY0]ro honor.

ARE YOU'SATISFIED With theiR services? .

TO:.

A11.

Q

YES> SIR, YOUR, HONOR.

.DO YOU have any COMPLAINTS YOU WANT TO MAKE AGAINST THEM •

A13

Q1^

.• AT THIS time?.:IS

" :'i ■

±6 " A NO, SIR, YOUR HONOR.

NOW, MR. LEE, * THIS .:GHARGE OF MURDER AND ' THE NEGOTIATED

SENtENCE,’; IS ..IT ;V0UR, DESIRE TO PLEM GUILTY, AT THIS TIME?

17

18
. i '

YES, -EiER, -YOu^^

HAS''‘i^GNE ROHGED,^^ INTO THIS DECISION?

NOr^ SIR, YOUR :H0N0R.

I^,:>'Ai#|ODY MADE PROMISES' OR THREATS TQ GET YOU TO

:;^EAD ;OTILTY At^INST, YC^ 'WILL?
' • ' ' ' '..'I'.-''', ■

NO/ SIR, 'YOUR HONO.R.

are you PLEADiNG GUILTY BECAUSE YOU ARE GUILTY?

19 A

20: Q

A21

q:22 „

2.3"

A24

m Q25

6



SUILTY PLEA GF KEVIN L. LEE

i
AT TRIAL YOU WOULD HAVE THE RIGHT THROUGH YOUR FINEQ1

AtTO^EYS TO QUESTION OR CONFRONT THE WITNESSES miNST
YOU.

TO OBJECT TO THE I^RdDUC'TIQN

YOU WOULD HAVE THE RlGIiT TO

2

: you .WOULD' ™ RIGHT, SIR,

:: PE EyiUENCE ^AINST YOU.

r dHi^LiNGE^^ra SEiU^CH A^ SEIZUkE of-any evidence that the

3 /

4

5;

STATE'WdULp^,'S^^^ against YOU IN ANY FASHION

RIG^T TO ASSEfeT DEFENSE WHICH TO

/ WHICH PEHhAPS could ;.,REpUCE IT BELOW THE QFFENSE

MURDER OR ELIMINATE THE CHARGE

sImI.dl Tlffl RIGHTS ; You' Hdul^ :ATJ^^ .;
THERE WON ^ T BE A TRIAL AND , /

DO YOU FULLY UNDERSTAND

YOU
6

WdUL.p,;:HAyE THE,7

tHiS -CHARGE8

, OF •9

THESE . ARE

, ^PT. IF YOU PLEAD GUI LTY, - YOU SEE,

:vioU WILL BE GIVING UP THESE RIGHTS .- DC

ro

11

'V-

■■:12

that?13;’r?'

A , ' - yes, sir,■Your honor.14

tN YQlfe CASE YOU CpULp TESTIFY^ BUT ONLY IF: YOU •

DO YOU UNbERSTA^ that?

; ;.Q

W^TEt) /TO, : AE HE HAVE discussed .16

■/ YES , /SIR. ,

ANP" VERY-i|iP.d^ y6u. HA^ the right •TQ a jury

BUT. AG-^IN/ if YpU, PLE^. gIjILTY, THERE .WoN'THE A

YpU GIVING . UP' ^ OF these RIGHTS,

fully understand THAT? ■ / ; '/'

:,A?'//'YES

17 ■

Ts/t Q

TRIAL.19 V

Do Ypu
20-' TRIAL; SO
r*, -

2l

i;

HIR, YOUR/HONOR.22 f

DO YOU STILL WISH TO PLEAD -GUILTY freelyi^dWiiifG tHaT

and voluntarily pursuant to this NEGOTIATION, OR WOULD YOU ,

Q23 _r ■

24

RATHER have a TRI^, or WOULD YOU LIKE MORE TIME TO DISCUSS
25

8



GUILTY PLEA OF KEVIN L. LEE

i
• IT WITH.YOUR FINE ATTORNEYS OR WITH SOME FAMILY MEMBERS?1

RIGHT NOW i ^M BLEADM YOUR HONOR.,

.IS;-;THM'.:A DECISION' YOU HAVE MADE ON YOUR OWN, SIR?

2

93

YES, SIR, YOUR HONOR.;'^'A' ■4

MR. LEE, WHAT I'D LIKE FOR YOU TO DO IS PAY ■ -THE GpURT:

VERY CLOSE,ATTENTipN. THE STATE IS : GOING TO SUMMMilZE . THE

THIS is' A 'presentation OF l^T THE STATE,

WOULD INTEND AND SEEK TO PROVE .;AT TRIAL IF TRE C^SE WElfe .TO

6 :

FACTS OF THE CASE

:8

TRIAL.^ THEN I WILL ASK IF YOU AGREE OR• DISAGREE'WITH THOHE .

FACTS AS STATED AND IF THAT, SERVES AS THE BASIS FpR Ypufe

DECISION TO PLEAD GUILTY.

'9

10

IT :

SOLICITOR? .

I
"'■v..T2.'i

SOLICITOR ARIATL: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.13

THiSC!Event Occurred on july the tqth of 199$ when the

is; -. VICTIM,, TI,MPTH'Y.,M^^^^ WAS AT THE WAFFLE HpUSE ON WADE ■

14

LOCATED IN GREENVILLE COUNTY, AND HE WASHAMPTON BOULEVARD16 .f f

APCOMpMIED'bY 'TWO. OF 'HIS FRIEITOS

WAFFLE/;HOUSE THEY HAD ENCOliHTERED. A' GROUP OF.TREPR.LE .IN

ANOTHER VEHICLE, WHICH INCLUpEDfTHE .rSFENDANT^ THERE ViM

A VERBAL -CALTERGATION BETWEEN THE TWO GROUPS . THE VICTIM ANU:

HI S" FRIENDS THEN ‘WENT TO " THE WAFFLE; HPUSE T^ WH^lLE THE ! '

OTHER VEHICLE WENT A SHORT CptSTMCE ; pN .W .

PRIOR TO arriving „AT THE17
:‘C

i

18

19

20: 4-

S! ' ■

!22

BOULEVARD, UNBEKNOWNST TO THE VICTIM, THEN TURNED ...AROUND AND23"

■ C^E BAG;K‘:T0 THE

' THE DEFMl^T,'^kEVlN LEE, WAS A PASSENGER IN THE VEHICLE

24

I 25
w.

9



GUILTY PLEA OF KEVIN L. LEE

AND WHEN THE DEFENpANt. .THAT RETURNED TO THE WAFFLE HOUSE.

HIS FEiEllDS RETURNED, THE VICTIM AND HIS FRIENDS HAD

^READY GONE- li^fp THE WAFFLE HOUSE AND DEGIDED IT WAS/TO ;

CROWDED AND WERE COMING OUT TO LEAVE THE BUILDING. IN FACT,

#E BUILDING ITSELF WAS FULLY OCCUPIED.

FOR TO’SIT DOWN.

AT 'THAT POINT-THERE WAS ANOTHER EXCHANGE OF :WQRPS,, ;;MIP

1

2

3

4

THERE WAS NO RpQM5

6

7

TTHE DEEENDANT-AT T^T TIME PULLED A GUNT^P f’i'RlP’AT THE; j ': vP

' ’ACCORDING TO ONE: WITNESS , lT WAS ONI^^^NoME^E. 'AF^^

8

- 3pC'CTIM

; LRE defendant had Gotten out Of t^ began to

■ GOT BAGk' INTO His CAR LEFT the AREA. '

BUTVbEfORE LEAVI^^^ THE WAFFLE HOUSE, RE PROPPED THE GUN IN

THE BACK : P^Kl|lG LOT AND IT wAs RECOVERED BY INVESTIGATORS.,

M AUTOPSY pF THE VICTIM REVEALED THAT HE H^ REEp HHOT

BOTH PROJECTILES FROM THE AU|6|SY-WERE :

HeGP^rep; Anp .'SuIsequently matched to the wEapon tiPv't ipu?

, 9,

.10

11

■ ■12

1'3

14

‘. TWIGE IN the;.RACK,15 ,

16
!

BEEN FOUND IN TH.E BACK pM|i;NG LOT. / P r?

• THE DEFENDANT WAS 7Ui;RES'iED ON JULY 18 :pF 1999 AND GAVE A

,17'

V

'. IP

written STATEMENT emitting; TEAt .HE.-HAD IN '.FAGt SHOT THE; .,

PFficeRs. , Wlth Sre .

19

iTERCATION.■zo victim after a .jVERBA^

21 GREENVILLE COUNTY ^ERIFF VS PEFl^: AlEo OBf^ STATEMENTS;
'

22 FROM THE OCCUPANTS OF tHe,‘vEHiGLE ; INV WHIQK . THE DEFEIR3A1JT W^S

. THE '" PEFENDi^A PASSENGER WHO STATED THAT. HE ?RAp IN FAGt23

HAd shot THE.'. yiGTIM.

FORENpic .PROCESSING OF THE SCENE SHOWED THAT THE/

G4

25

10

7
/

/

/
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GUILTY PLEA OF KEVIN L. LEE

1 DEFENDANT HAD IN FACT FIRED FIVE TIMES, TWO OF THE SHOTS HIT

THE VICTIM IN THE BACK^ AND AT LEAST ONE OF THE SHOTS HIT THE

GLASS WI^OW OF THE WAFFLE HOUSE, SHATTERING THE GLASS.

THERE, WERE CUSTOMERS AND EMPLOYEES INSIDE THE WAFFLE HOUSE AT

;T!Hkr 'Time.

2

3

4

5

The;defEnuaNt has no prior convictions.

EXAMIl^TIpN GGOTINUES BY THE COURT:

Q MR. LEE, DID YOU HEAR WHAT THE SOLICITOR'SAID ABOUT THE

FACTS OF THIS 'partiGUIA^ CASE?

YES, SIR, . YOliR HONOR.

IS T^T the SOLICITOR SAID SUBSTANTIALLY TRUE AND

6

7

8

: 9

A10

11 •. Q

.■ 12 ; CORRECT?

I BAsTC^LY agree, your HONOR.13 i ■■ A-'

ExOuse ME?14 Q

IS A

PKAY;. are there any changes that you would like to make

To THAT EacTual presentation?

NO,: SlRf-^'

Q IS IT still your DESIRE TO PLEAD GUILTY?

16; ; Q

17

18 A

IS

.20 A ; SIR,: YOUR HONORi■/.

I 'WANT YOU TO UNDERSTAife THAT THE OFFENSE OF

MURD.ER IS DESIGNATED "UNDER SOUTH CAROLINA LAW AS. A MOST

SEfeio.us ■ offense .

. 21 Q MR;. LEE,

. 22j

23 IN OTHER WORDS, IT IS A STRIKE AGaINsT YOU

tHe reason t bring that to YOUR

attention is because of the effect that this plea could have

if the plea is accepted.24

i 25

11
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GUILTY PLEA OF KEVIN L. LEE
‘

T,'

UPON YOUR RELEASE ,- TF YOU AREAGAINST YOU IN YOUR FUTURE.

Jc|$R/’ICTED: ,OF -^Q a designation ^F ,|MpST ^

,,, |E|i:|?u|^ life WITHOliT 'JP^fiE
THERE 'ARE- 'MANY- GRI SOUTH GAROLTNA THAT i^E-DESIGNATED

. 1
T

I

2,.

AND
3,. ..Aj

,.,4
ijlH

, AS -'MOST" SERIOUS

■'THERE IS ANOTHER DESI^ SERIOUS OFFENSES, AND

THERE- ARE''MANY OF THOSE : AS WELL . - TWO -ADDITIONAL GQNVIGTIONS

OF SERIOUS OFFENSES WOra S^INTERCE OF LIFE fWI^HOlJT'

PAROLE

5

6\ •

7

8

. 9
' Y'.'.

, , ^ ^ , ,

THE REASON I BRING THIS TO YOUR ATTENTION AND EMPHASIZE

IT TO YOU, SIR, IS'THAT THiS-= OFFMsE -TODAY J^^THIS

GQNyiGTlON,.WpULp;;;^::USEDSFpE5:’HqSE PURPOSES<’lP'THE''''Ft^^
SEOUIifiYYOU BE GOl^ICTED.. OF M AjS

MOST SERIOUS 'OR SERI0 DO YOU tSAtK ; ' ■

. 'A

10

f- :

.11

12 y;’

■J

: :T3

p.
'C- ..-n •

YES, SIR, YOUR HONdR'Y:■15,: A
YA>iP;i •f f H

AND' YOU UNpERSTAiro S'vGONViGTI-QN' ^TOpAYv,WOULD- BE

USED AGAINST YOU IN THE EVENT OF FUTURE GpNVlGTIORqV

TYPES GFv: OFFENSESr- FOR YOU ' TO ' REGEIVE A' LIFE WITHOUT PAROLE

DO::-YQUp!tlNI),ER^$A^
’’'.'•/y' '' ''y’' ’’ ^■"- , ‘’/''i-y3VIC ^ ^ '' *

YES, SIR, YOUR HONOR.

I^OWING THAT,
YfipY YsYvI.

OFFENSE OF MURDER TODAY?

Q16
t.

17

i;8

i

■SENTENGE
Yf«

A
<> 'rf '■■

■ QI 1

do ; Y0|jpSTiLL,:i^sH-;Tb PLEAD'^GUii|ra^"Td |bE'“"2:1:^ Q>

J •••; .rj^- ■.
>X

;-.f

:;22 .7,

y>y:

YOUR'HdNdR.,'A.. ■ 'YES/,;0qiR:,p.■23

Q.' MH.. .LEEVYSAVEfYdU ^U^ QUESTIONS I HAVE ASKED24;

• L

YOU?25

12

y



•yiLTY PLEA OF I^VIN L. LEE

YE5, SIR, YOUR/HQNOR.

YOU i^SWERED 'THEM’ TRUTHFULLY?

: A1

Q2
■if

YES, SIR, YOUR HONOR3 A

Q :is IT YOUR DESIRE STILL TO PLEM GUILTY TO THE4

OFFENSE OF MUTTER FOR THE NEGOTIATED SENTENCE OF THIRTY:5:
V ■-

YEARS?
'

YES, SIR, YOUR HONOR.7 A

I' D LIKE TO ASK, MR . HENRY ,MS .THE COURT:8

HORLBECK, DO YOU HAVE ANY ADDITIONAL QUESfldNS YOU WOULD LIKE '

ME TO POSE TO MR. LEE BEFORE I F'ORM^LY AGGEPT HlR TENDER OF

9

10

A GUILTY PLEA?11

MR. HENRY: NO, SIR, YOUR HONOR12

i
m MS i : HORLBECK: NO, SIR.

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. IT HAS BEEN PROPERLY IiroiCTEE)
'

15 AND I DO FIND THAT MR. LEE HAS PLE^ GUILTY FREELY

16 VOLUNTARILY. HE HAS BEEN ^VIS,E| 'BY EXCELLENT

17 WHOM rHE SAYS HE IS' WELL SATISFIED. HAVING ;BEEH FI^DY V^VISEd ,

18 OF HIS RIGHTS, HE HAS WAIVED THOSE RIGHTS,, _ AGAiN, FREELY MJD

19 VOLUNTARILY, . ING-LUDING HIS.vRtGHT TO A JURY, TRIAL.; T f'lND

20 THERE IS A SUBSTANTIAL FACTUAL 'BASIS TO.. SUPRORT THE PLEA TO i

21 THE OFFENSE OF MURDER. I DO^ ACCEPT THE PLEA AT THIS TIME. I :

22 WILL, OF COURSE, HONOR THE .NEGOTIATION THAT HAS BEEN WORl^L ;

23 OUT BY BOTH THE STATE AND THE DEFENDimT THROUGh EXCELLENT,

24 COUNSEL.

13

14

i' f

Si-

I WILL certainly BE GLAD TO , HEAR FURTHER ON BEHALF OF■ 2S'i

13



GUILTY PLEA GF KEVIN L. LEE

MR: LEE1
, IF HE, pS ANYONE FROM HIS FAMILY WHO WOULD LIKE

S|pK AS WELL. IN ADDITION TO HIM.

TO

2
I WOULD ALSQ, OF COURSE,

Gi^ THE opportunity FOR ANY MEMBERS OF THE VIGTIM/S FAMILY
. 3

4
WHO WOULD LIKE TO SPEAK Alfp SH;U?.E THEIR CONGERS,'AND I WOULD •

BE PLEASED TO HeM F^ THEM. ' ' . ' "

SOLICITOR ARIAIL

.5

.6 THE Vl(^iw;s FpiILY IS HERE^ AS .YQU

THE VICTIM'S MOlBp,; MS. GLA^, WOpD "
LIKE TO ADDRESS THE COURT .AT THE APPROPRIATE TIMEV

GAN SEE > ';REPRESENTED7
r

- ,
. '-r'

THE COURT: VERY GOOP
7

^ LET ME HE^ -EpST' YOU,

HORLBECK,; 'THENi 1' LL >3UST TAKi; -iV '

W;';
' 'J

. 'lb: HENRY AND MS.'..V.

-

:
•1

' v;i2-

THERE..

MR: HENRY: ' thank YOU, JUDGE YOU ARE AGi^PTING THE

NEGOTIATED,.PLEA. .1 DON'T WANT TO .SAY MUCH. BUT HIS: FATpR,

IS ;HERE, ALONG WI'TH HIS STEPMOTHER,

rr

/

1.3

. 14. CURTIS . LEE
CINDY LEE

HIS MOTHER IS IN THE SERVICE.

GEORGIA, .GOULD NOT BE HERE,. WOULD

i LIKE TO pE'.HERE, BUT’W,I THE ARI4Y, BEING DICTATInS HER

THEY ME; here fPoM SENEGA,

she; is'CiN'Bgp^BEiMiNG,

15

16

it;
v: ••

'T8- SCHEDULE, she GOULD NOT BE. I'M NOT SURE IF GURTlS NOULD

LIKE TO jMAKE A STATEMENT ,:TO THE COURT OR. NOT.19

MR; CURTIS LEE:20 .. I JUST WANT: -Tb EXPRESS; MY S^

TALKED WITH KEVIN AND ME .MU .HIM P

; ■ IT ■

.V

: 21i

AND he

I . ,^,ST .WANTED TO SAY THAT IT IS

ALL TN'GOD':S ;HANDS.: THAT'S ALL I WANTED TO SAY. .

22 :UNDERSTANDS.;HIS SITUATION.;

23

24 THE COURT VERY GOOD.

i 25 MR. HENRY: ' .UTO THE ONLY THING I WOULD ADD IS THAT

14



■ GUILTY.PLEA OF KEVIN L. LEE

i
I'M GOING TO HAND UP SOME RECORDS FROM THE DETENTION CENTER

f: THAT IUDIGATE .THE DAY THAT MY CLIENT WAS INCARCERATED, AND I

WOULD ASK ':YOU TO. ST^T HIS SENTENCE FROM THE . DATE .OF HIS

INGMCERATION, also to SHOW you that HIS RECORD IN THE JAIL

HE\I^, .01^' DlSCTPLlNi^Y OFFENSE WHICH ' :

WAS t'OE:; HAVING. AN i^. BAND DETERIORATE WHEN . HE . WAS PLAYING

I'.VE ,:TMi^D .^0 TWO/CAPtAINS AT THE DETENT I ON

CENTER, BOTH OF WHOM WOULD HAVE BEEN GLAD TO COME ,IN TO

1"

2 ,

3 .

■ 4':

. HAS BEEN excellent■ 5''^:

6 i

BASKETBALL.7

. 8

TESTIFY . IF .WE NEEDED THEM/ TO.O THEY 'SAID HE HAS BEEN. A MODEL

inmate . THAT. - SPEAKS WELL OF WHAT : HE HAS DONE. SiNCE THIS

iNCIDENT.. , TimTiU^L i ^

. .Me coMt^ .^^Ming further, ms., horlbeck?

9

10^

= 1I‘'

12:

I
1

NO., . SIR.;, 'MS. HORLBECK, T3';5'

THE COURT : .: AT. THIS ^

.T^THlNG FURTHER FROM .THE STATE AND CMTAIULY ANY

REPRESENTATIVE OF . THE VTCTOM ' S. F^UyilLY .

14.-^

15:

16

JUDGE> T DIDN'T WANT TO INTERRUPT. MR. LEEMR. HENRY:17

MAY WANT TO MAKE A STATEMENT. I WMT .TG. MAKE. THE-- - <

THE' COURT: SURE. I'M GDING TO GIVE HIM .Me LAST WM^

18- r'

.. 19

HENRY: : THANKS ; ,MR.20.
'M

ITfS HISfCASE.THE COURT:■2Ti

I .-KNOW HOWTHANK Y'ALL SO MUCH FOR BEING.HERE.■22

V-'.

piFFICULT THIS IS, AND I AMREGIATE YOUR ERFQRT TQ BE 'RERE.

I'M JANET GLAEE.

23

TiU^K-YOU, ' YOUR HON.M .MS;24.

I'VE GOT A LITTLE BIT OF AI'M SORRY.I 'M. TIM' S MOI^R.25

15



GUILTY PLEA OF KEVIN L. LEE

q'

GOLD.

THAT'S ALL RIGHT.THE -COURT:2

BUT I WANTED TO TALK HERE TODAY ABOUT MY

I'# LEARNED THAT A GEiME

MS. GLAZE3

SON-; TTMpTHY/v:raO WAS MY BABY.

5 \ LTi^ THTS ’POESN'Tv affect JUST THE PERSON THAT IT,, WAS/ ;

6 - COMMITTED UPON. TIM, OF GOURSE,' WILL■NOT'HA^.HIS LIFE

MORE. BUT IT AFFEG;TS SO MAN^ OTHER PEOPLEV . I DIDN'T RE^^

8 HOW MANY -PEOPLE HIS SHORT LIFE AFFECTED ifclL ar FUNEk^ .

s:

7

..I'M GLAD I GOT TO KNOW THAT..9

BUT; FOR ME PERSOI^LY, IT'S , AFFEC^D -ALL AErEGTS ON^NY

11: LIFE. ;MY"%pRK, I'M AFRAID MY EMPLOYER DOESN'T NEGESSARILY

; THmK THE .L^yST' TH^E. YEAES WERE UP .Tp ThE SaVUTOARD MY WORK

10\.

'1.2

"'M
13 : LIFE, AND I'M HOPING THAT I GAN GET THAT TURNED AROUND ,

I .

PERHAPS :WITH THIS. BUT. BEFORE THAT I WAS A MODEL EMPLOYEE.. 14

I HOPE I. GET BACK TO that.

FOR MY HOME LIFE, IT'S -- WE LIVE ON A FEW ACRES, AND

Tim ^WAS /the.,9Nh"4^ wanted to stay there aNU :,Help ;uE with

THE R^GH.'T^. 'pp .Me FENGiNG and the SEEDING AND/ALL' pF Me

THlNGp, , Mp.' EGGNONiGALLY . IT LOOKS -LIKE WE ' RE GOING . .TO HAvE TO

|ELLP:v:^.:ip^'T keep;-it''Ue.

MJD THEN My :EM0TI0NAL LIF’E HAS REALLY BEEN IN:NIBBLES.

IS -.

16

17,.

18

19

,2 0/

• 21: ,

22,;. I THINK,:THAT it p.ILL -- T'LL BE MlE.,,TO TURN THAT ARpUOTD

23/ Also, although,' i know i'll NEVER be i'm foreMr.-P

24" I'LL NEVER BE THE WAY I WAS BEFORE. I DON'T THINK ABO-UT

things THE SME WAY I THOUGHT ABOUT THEM BEFORE.25

16
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GUILTY PLEA OF KEVIN L. LEE

I'M ^ST NOW LEARNING WHAT FOREVER REALLY MEANS . I WISH

2 .. MY SON COUiiD GOME BACK TO ME IN THIRTY YEMS . I WOULD LOVE

3 IT. I WISH I GpULD GET LETTERS FROM . HIM I COULD. WRITE

4 HIM. IrWlSH TI^T I COULD HEAR HIS VOICE EVERY ONCE IN A

5 . iraiLE TELLING i^E HOW MUCH HE LOVED ME BUT THAT' S NOT WHAT

6 forever ME^S. ■ so -- I gNeSS THAT'S ALL I HAVE TO SAY.;

Tip JcgroT: . MS . GLAZE, THANK YOU SO MUCH FOR ,BEING

'8 HERE. I APPRECIATE YOUR COMMENTS, AND i WISH YOU .THE

■ 9 BEST. ■

1

7

ANYTHING FURTHER FROM THE STATE?10^

SOLICITOR ARIAIL:

THE COURT: MR.

: "Li-; NO.

LEE,.I'LL BE GLAD TO 'hEAR FROM.YOU,■12\

is: SIR*.

DEFENDAOT: , Your honor, first of ALL> I'D Llip TO THANK

O^p FOR GIVING ME.A,GHAN0E':T0 HAVE TO SPEAK THIS DATE.. I

WANT TO APOLOGIZE TO THE .F^ILY, IF THEY W.ILL ACCEPT:,:MY

APOLOGY, FOR WIuiT HAPP^^ FROM DAY ONE, ,I REGRE^TEb

',14;

:,1S

16

1:7

18' EVERYTHING THAT HAPPENED, AND IT HURTS ME,' YOU I^OW; I CAN'T

TURN THE HANDS OF TIME, BUT • 1 JUST NiNTED TO APpLpGLZE AND.

TELL THEM, PLEASE, , I AM SORRY. T NEyER MEANT F.gN' THIS TO

HAPPEN. IT HURTS ME. EVERY DAY pF . MY LIFE I THINK,V^bUT

THIS. I THINK ABOUT WHAT HAPPENED. L THINK ABOOT, THAT^I

COULD CH^GE THE SITUATION. BUT I -- YOU-kNOW, I'iM sbRRV.-

i'i4"yEP:Y.>'';yERY:,SO|RY, and I ask them, PLEASE,, please, FORGIVE '

ME.' i JiJST VERY, VERY SORRY, YOUR HONOR;, AND I ASK

19.

2:0

'2T

.22

23

24

I 25.';

r-

17



fPIfeTy plea of KEVIN L. LEE

THEM PLEASE FpRCiVE ME FOR WHAT HAPPENED.1

THE COURT; TH^K YOU, SIR.2

ANYTHING FURTHER?.: 3;:
.T, •Vi

MR. HENRY: NO, SIR;.

THE COURT: MS. GLAZE, I-APPRECIATE YOUR , GOMMiNTS AITO

THE SUFFERING AND THE TRAGEDY THAT YOU HAVE. HAD TO (^ THROUGH

!. af:., i

5

6

AS A RESULT OF THIS TRAGIC:LOSS%
'j;;

I'r;M.: GOING . TO HONOR THE NEGOTIATIPNV . IN DOING Sp/ I wi^ .

TO THANK, MS. GLAZE, YOU AND THE FAMILY, BECAUSE, ! MOW'tHIS^

WAS A HARD DECISION FOR YOU TO MAKE, GIVENTthAI* :MP, lIe WAS

FACING A CAPITAL CHARGE. I THINK IT'S,.A, VERY FAIR .REsOL^IQ^

UNDER THE CIRCUMSTANCES. iT^ALLdw'S YOU TO AGHIE\^ . CLOSURE . |

WITHOUT .'HAVING . TO. RELIVE THIS TRAGEDY IN SUCH DEfML;li’MT.,, A ,

8

9,

1-0

11

12

V
13

TRIAL WILL NECESSARILY INCUR, AND I COMmEND YOUfaFOR THAT.

ANDV^ WANT TO COMMEND THE STATE FOR ITS VERY RESPoNS

HANDLING rOF; A'VERY DIFFICULT CASE'AND THE , PROFESSIONAL MANNER '

14

. 15

16
'■'T

IN WHICH THE SOLICITOR .HAS DISCHARGED HIS , DUTIESAND HER17 ■
T a-

r -i- • ^

DUTIES IN : GONNEGTION WITH THIS IMPORTANT CASE.• 18
f ’’’

I ESPECIALLY ALSO WANT TO THANE DEFEnDe. CbUN^ ITS .

PROFESSIONAL HANDLING OF A VERY DIFFICULT dASEV-^ , ^

19

20

AND, MR. LEE, I APPRECIATE THE ATTITUDE;.THAT YOU'HAVE,' 21

DISPLAYED TODAY, AND I WISH‘YOU; ARD YOUR FAMILY THE BEST-FOR- 22,
.. y

■f t

THE FUTURE,AS;WELL;23 ,

TH|;'^^^Ce C^ COURT, CDNSISTENT WITH .THE
’ NeGOTIAtTon, is that. MR. LEE IS HEREBY COMMITTED TO THE STATE

2^r3':

m 25
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GUILTY PLEA OF KEVIN L. LEE

i
DEPAIlTMENt .OF CORRECTIONS FQR A PERIOD OF THIRTY YEARS

dREDTT FOR Time Served will-be given.

1

2

TUANK GOOD LUCK TO ALL CONCERNED.

YOUR HONOR

3

thank you very much,MR. HENRY4

THANK YOU.MS.,HORLBEGK5

^MS.:,STROM: ' THANK YOUi:6'

THANK YOU,. YOUR HONORSOLiGITOR ARIAIL7

..TIU^K YQU

END OF. .REQUES OF RECORU

MS. GLAZE8
r).r

9
X"

S'-

-'3^0.:

Tt

12

i
13

14

.;i5

16

17

18

L?

;20

;2;i'

22

23

24

i 25
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# CERTIFICATE

I, THE UNDERSIGNED, DAWN V. KOFFSKEY, OFFICIAL COURT

REPORTER For THE 13TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF THE STATE OF

SOUTH ipARpLI;NA,; pp HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A

. . TRUEy- ACCUI^TE COMPLETE TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD OF ALL

I the:p and evidence introduced in. the tEial

OF THE pAPTldNS^ RELATIVE TO APPEAL, IN THE. CLRCUiT

. qOUi^T- 'Fd^ SOUTH CAROLINA, ON. THE' 25™

; LAY "dF'JUNE? 2 ddd:

. TqDb FURTHER CERTIFY THAT I AM NEITHER OF KiN,

COUNSEL/, NOR INTEREST T6 any PARTY HERETO.

OCTOBER 29, 2003

DAWN V. KOFFSKEY
COURT REPORTER :
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