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STATEMENT OF ISSUE ON APPEAL 


Whether the court erred in ordering Appellant's home detention sentences be converted 


to active terms of incarceration, where Appellant's only violation was drug use shortly after he 


was sentenced to home detention, since the order resulted in sentences which were 


disproportionate given the nature of drug addiction and Appellant's circumstances? 
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


Appellant was accused of several offenses in Spartanburg County: two counts of 


trafficking methamphetamine, 10 - 28 grams; possession of a weapon during the commission of 


a violent crime; and the commission of a violent offense while on bond for a violent offense. R. 


8, II. 1-16; R. 48 - 51. On February 19, 2025, Appellant appeared before the Honorable Grace 


Gilchrist Knie for a guilty plea hearing. R. 1. Appellant was represented by Joshua Schultz. 


Elizabeth Grenoble prosecuted the case. R. 7, II. 18-21. 


Appellant pleaded guilty to two counts of possession with intent to distribute 


methamphetamine first offense, reduced from two counts of trafficking methamphetamine. He 


waived presentment of those offenses to the Grand Jury. The State agreed to dismiss by nolle 


prosequi the weapons offense and the bond-related offense. The parties had negotiated a 


sentence of fifteen years suspended to three years of home detention, with the condition that a 


violation of the terms of home detention would result in a full, fifteen-year revocation. The court 


accepted the pleas and sentenced Appellant in accordance with the negotiations. R. 8, I. I - 15, I. 


8. 


On March 4, 2025, the State filed a motion to convert the home detention sentence to an 


active Department of Corrections sentence. R. 40. On May 13, 2025, the defense filed its return 


to the motion. R. 41 - 42. On May 20, 2025, a hearing was held before Judge Knie on the 


matter. Appellant was represented by James Farr. R. 17. The court heard arguments from the 


parties and took the matter under consideration. R. 19, I. I - 25, I. 15. On May 23, 2025, the 


court issued an order granting the State's motion. R. 43 -44. 


On May 30, 2025, the defense filed a motion to reconsider the May 23, 2025, order. R. 


45. On August I, 2025, a hearing was held before Judge Knie on the matter. R. 27. The defense
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presented letters from Appellant's family members.
1 


The court heard arguments from the 


parties. The court took the order under advisement. R. 29, I. 11 - 35, I. 17. On August 11, 


2025, the court issued an order denying the motion to reconsider. R. 46-47. 


This appeal follows. 


I Although the letters were not made exhibits at the hearing, the record reflects that defense 
counsel stated he was handing the letters up to the judge and the judge stated she would review 
them prior to issuing her order. The letters are thus included in the Record on Appeal. R. 31, IL 
12-14; R. 34, IL 18-19; R. 37 - 39.
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STANDARD OF REVIEW 


"'In criminal cases, the appellate court sits to review errors of law only."' State v. Vick, 


384 S.C. 189, 197, 682 S.E.2d 275,279 (Ct. App. 2009) (quoting State v. Wilson, 345 S.C. 1, 5-


6, 545 S.E.2d 827, 829 (2001)). The appellate court is '"bound by the trial court's factual 


findings unless they are clearly erroneous."' Id ( quoting Wilson, 345 S.C. at 5-6, 545 S.E.2d at 


829). The reviewing court "does not re-evaluate the facts based on its own view of the 


preponderance of the evidence but simply determines whether the trial court's ruling is supported 


by any evidence." State v. Slocumb, 412 S.C. 88, 91, 770 S.E.2d 436,438 (Ct. App. 2015). 


"A sentence will not be overturned absent an abuse of discretion when the ruling is based 


on an error of law or a factual conclusion without evidentiary support." In re MB.H, 387 S.C. 


323, 326, 692 S.E.2d 541, 542 (2010). "When considering whether a sentence violates the 


Eighth Amendment's prohibition on cruel and unusual punishments, the appellate court's 


standard of review extends only to the correction of errors oflaw." State v. Finley, 427 S.C. 419, 


423,831 S.E.2d 158, 160 (Ct. App. 2019). 
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ARGUMENT 


The court erred in ordering Appellant's home detention sentences be converted to active 


terms of incarceration, where Appellant's only violation was drug use shortly after he was 


sentenced to home detention, since the order resulted in the imposition of sentences which were 


disproportionate given the nature of drug addiction and Appellant's circumstances. 


The Constitutions of the United States and the State of South Carolina protect persons 


from the imposition of unduly harsh punishments. S.C. Const. art. I, § 15 (prohibiting cruel, 


unusual, or corporal punishment); U.S. Const. amend. VIII (prohibiting cruel and unusual 


punishments). "A trial judge has broad discretion in sentencing within statutory limits." In re 


MB.H, 387 S.C. 323, 326, 692 S.E.2d 541, 542 (2010) (citing Brooks v. State, 325 S.C. 269, 


271, 481 S.E.2d 712, 713 (1997)). "A judge must be permitted to consider any and all 


information that reasonably might bear on the proper sentence for a particular defendant." Id. 


(citing State v. Hicks, 377 S.C. 322,325,659 S.E.2d 499,500 (Ct. App. 2008)). 


[T]he general rule is that a sentence within the limits prescribed by
law will normally not be disturbed by this Court because of alleged
excessiveness. At the same time we have always recognized that
even though within the statutory limits a sentence under the
circumstances of a particular case may be so grossly
disproportionate to the offense committed as to constitute cruel and
unusual punishment in violation of the Constitution of this State.


State v. Queen, 264 S.C. 515, 527-28, 216 S.E.2d 182, 188 (1975) (Bussey, J., dissenting). "A 


just sentence is imperative and must not be denied." State v. Kimbrough, 212 S.C. 348, 358, 46 


S.E.2d 273, 277 (1948). 


"[N]arcotic addiction is an illness." Robinson v. California, 370 U.S. 660, 667 (1962). 


An "addict is under compulsions not capable of management without outside help." Id., 370 


U.S. at 671 (Douglas, J., concurring). See generally Linder v. United States, 268 U.S. 5, 18 
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(1925) (drug addicts are "diseased and proper subjects for [medical] treatment"); Leslie E. Scott, 


Drug Decriminalization, Addiction, and Mass Incarceration: A Theories of Punishment 


Framework for Ending the "War on Drugs", 48 N. Ky. L. Rev. 267,270 (2021) ("changes to the 


brain's structure and function as a result of long-term drug use rob [many users] of any true 


volition when it comes to drug-seeking behaviors and use"); Powell v. State of Tex., 392 U.S. 


514, 567 (1968) (Fortas, J., dissenting) ("Criminal penalties may not be inflicted upon a person 


for being in a condition he is powerless to change."); Manning v. Caldwell for City of Roanoke, 


930 F.3d 264, 283-84 (4th Cir. 2019) (where statutory scheme "effectively criminalizes an 


illness," i.e., alcoholism, plaintiffs have stated a claim that the challenged statute violates the 


Eighth Amendment). 


Appellant had a history of drug addiction and serious medical and psychological 


problems. R. 23, 11. 7-20; R. 30, I. 19 - 31, I. 3; R. 37 - 39. His criminal record reflected a 


history of addiction. R. 11, I. 25 - 12, I. 1. The facts of his offenses indicated addiction. Both 


times he was arrested for methamphetamines, law enforcement found paraphernalia for drug use 


with the drugs. R. 10, I. 21 - 11, 19. His family members expressed a willingness to help him 


get treatment for drug addiction. R. 37 - 39. His only violation of the home detention sentence 


was use of methamphetamines. R. 20, I. 7 - 21, I. 4. Case law and scientific literature 


recognizes that a drug addict is largely powerless to abstain. E.g. , Robinson v. California, 370 


U.S. at 667. The court's decision to activate the fifteen-year terms based only on an instance of 


drug use was an abuse of discretion. It resulted in a sentence disproportionate to the crimes on 


these facts, and thus it was unsupported by the facts and based on an error of law. Under these 


circumstances, the imposition of the active term was in violation of constitutional limits. S.C. 


Const. art. I,§ 15; U.S. Const. amend. VIII. 
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CONCLUSION 


Appellant respectfully requests this Court reverse the orders of the circuit court and 


remand for a new hearing. 


This 28th day of August, 2026. 
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merit sufficient to warrant a new trial. 


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


Wherefore, she asks the Court to relieve her as counsel for James Wright. 


Respectfully Submitted, 


This 28th day of August, 2026. 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 
) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 


COUNTY  OF  SPARTANBURG ) 


The State, ) 
) TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD 


-vs- ) 2025-GS-42-00489;00490 
) 


James C. Wright, ) 
) February 19, 2025 


Defendant. ) Spartanburg, South Carolina 


B E F O R E: 


HONORABLE GRACE GILCHRIST KNIE, JUDGE 


A P P E A R A N C E S: 


ELIZABETH GENOBLE, ESQUIRE 
Attorney for the State 


LOUEI NMAIR, ESQUIRE 
Attorney for the Defendant 


Linda D. Moffitt 
Circuit Court Reporter 
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(Proceedings February 19, 2025)


THE COURT:  Okay.  Good afternoon.  I'm going to go


through the roster, and as I call your name, if you'll


raise your hand.  And if your attorney is here, that person


will let me know that they're here.  If you're covering for


someone, also let me know that.


Okay.  Jaylin Bishop, you're here represented by


Mr. Hammes.


MR. HAMMES:  Yes.


THE COURT:  Ray Miller represented by Ms. White.  


Mr. Misenhimer, are you covering?  


MR. MISENHIMER:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  For the plea or just qualification?


MR. MISENHIMER:  Both.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.


Joshua Morse.


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, ma'am.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Armandic [sic].


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes.


THE COURT:  James Wright represented by Mr. Schultz.


MR. SCHULTZ:  Here, Judge.


THE COURT:  Shamont Morton represented by Mr. Nmair.  


MR. NMAIR:  Yes, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Justin Comer represented by


Mr. Misenhimer.  
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Okay.  Jayden Maybin.  You're represented by Mr.


Grubbs.


MR. GRUBBS:  Good afternoon, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Good afternoon.


Okay.  Let me have all of you sworn by the clerk of


court.  Okay.  


(Whereupon, all defendants were duly sworn.)


THE COURT:  Y'all can put your hands down.


Remember to answer out loud to my questions.  These


are yes-or-no questions.  We have a court reporter here who


is making a record.


Okay.  I'm going to go through a series of questions


with you.  All of these questions are focused upon whether


or not you understand the type of hearing today, if you are


understanding the nature of the hearing and if you wish to


enter a plea versus having a trial.


Okay.  After we get through these questions you all


will come up one at a time for your individual plea


hearing.  So you all will go back out into your holding


area and come back one at a time, okay, with your lawyer.


All right.  Does everybody understand?


(Whereupon, all defendants responded in the


affirmative.)


THE COURT:  Okay.  Do each of you understand that the


purpose of your being here today is to enter a plea or
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pleas on charge or charges against you?  That would be as


opposed to having a jury trial or a trial in front of a


judge.


If you understand that, I need for you to answer out


loud.


(Whereupon, all defendants responded in the


affirmative.)


THE COURT:  Now, when you enter a plea you waive very


important constitutional rights.


Not only do you waive your right to a trial by a jury


but you also waive your right to confront witnesses against


you and your right to remain silent.


If you were to go forward and have a trial the burden


of proof would not be on you and your lawyer.  The burden


of proof is on the state, the attorney for the state, to


prove every element of every charge against you beyond a


reasonable doubt.


You are presumed to be innocent until proven guilty.


And if you were to have a jury trial every member of your


jury, all 12, would have to agree before you could be found


guilty.  


And so, first, do you understand these very important


constitutional rights?


(Whereupon, all defendants responded in the


affirmative.)
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THE COURT:  And understanding them, do you wish to


waive them in exchange for your plea or pleas today?


(Whereupon, all defendants responded in the


affirmative.)


THE COURT:  Has anybody threatened you or coerced you


in any way to get you to enter your plea or pleas today?


(Whereupon, all defendants responded in the negative.)


THE COURT:  Are you entering your pleas freely and


voluntarily?


(Whereupon, all defendants responded in the


affirmative.)


THE COURT:  And don't be offended.  I ask everybody


the next question.


Are you today under the influence of alcohol, drugs or


any intoxicant that would impair your judgment?


(Whereupon, all defendants responded in the negative.)


THE COURT:  Does anyone suffer from any mental or


physical infirmity that would affect your ability in


understanding what we're doing today?


(Whereupon, all defendants responded in the negative.)


THE COURT:  Is everyone satisfied with the services of


your lawyer?


(Whereupon, all defendants responded in the


affirmative.)


THE COURT:  And if you take some type of medication, I
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need to make a note about it so I can ask you about it.


Does anybody take any type of prescribed medication,


any -- type of med?  Anybody?  


(Whereupon, all defendants responded in the negative.) 


THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  Thank you all.


END OF QUALIFICATION OF DEFENDANTS


(Whereupon, a recess was taken.)


THE COURT:  Sir, you are James Christian Wright.


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes.


MR. SCHULTZ:  Yes, Your Honor.  


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  And, sir, earlier I did ask you a series


of questions in a group setting.  If I were to ask you all


of the questions again right now would you answers be the


same?


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.


Direct -- well, let me have counsel identify


themselves for the record.


MS. GENOBLE:  Elizabeth Genoble for the state.


MR. SCHULTZ:  Attorney Joshua Schultz for Mr. Wright.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.


Sir, direct your attention to the assistant solicitor.


She's going to call the cases.


MS. GENOBLE:  Thank you, Your Honor.
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This is defendant James Christian Wright.  We are here


on Indictment No. 25-490 which is a waiver indictment for


trafficking methamphetamine 10 to 28 grams.  He is pleading


to possession with intent to distribute meth.  And those


are two charges.


The second indictment is 25-0489 also for trafficking


meth 10 to 28 grams, and pleading to possession with intent


to distribute meth.


He has served two days on Indictment 0490 and 38 days


on 0489.


It is a negotiated sentence of 15 years suspended to


three years to be served on home detention.  Violation


shall result in a revocation of the full 15 years.


And we are dismissing warrants for using a weapon


during a violent crime and commission of a violent offense


while on bond for a violent offense after plea.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Schultz, is that your


understanding?


MR. SCHULTZ:  It is, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Sir, I'm going to go over the


charges against you.  


I have two waiver indictments, 25-GS-42-489 and 490,


both for trafficking in methamphetamine.  You are pleading


to a lesser included offense of possession with intent to


distribute methamphetamine first offense.  And the
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potential penalty is up to 15 years and/or a fine of up to


$25,000.  These are nonviolent offenses.


Mr. Wright, do you understand the offenses that you're


entering your pleas to, sir?


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  And, further, do you understand the


potential penalty?


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  This is coming before the Court with


negotiated sentences of 15 years suspended to three years


to be served on home detention with G.P.S. monitoring.  And


if there is a violation the 15 years would be revoked.


Do you understand all of that?


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  And because it is negotiated, sir, I can


accept it or reject it, but I cannot change it.


Do you understand that?


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  And, I mean, I just want to make sure that


you understand that three years is a long time, and you


have virtually no credit towards the three years.


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  And it's day for day.  


Has Mr. Schultz explained that to you?


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.
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THE COURT:  Okay.  And if you violate -- this is what


y'all have agreed upon -- it would result in a 15-year


sentence.


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Sir, understanding all of that, how


do you wish to plead? 


THE DEFENDANT:  Guilty.


THE COURT:  Are you doing so freely, knowingly and


voluntarily, sir?


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Please be advised that in the event you


wish to appeal any aspect of the plea hearing today you


only have ten days to do so in writing to this court.


Do you understand?


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Sir, do you live in Spartanburg County?


THE DEFENDANT:  I do.


THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.


Direct your attention again to Ms. Genoble.


MS. GENOBLE:  Thank you.  


On Indictment 24-490, on April the 27th of 2024 the


defendant was stopped in Inman for an expired tag.


Defendant was the driver.  He was not able to provide proof


of insurance.  He replied that nothing was illegal in the


car and gave consent to search.  


 1


 2


 3


 4


 5


 6


 7


 8


 9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


10







    11


When stepping outta the truck he was Terry frisked and


a meth pipe was located on his person.  He then provided


that there was meth in the center console which was


located.  More methamphetamine was found in his waistband


at the jail.  Total combined field weight was 12 grams.


The SLED drug analysis is still pending.  He is


agreeing to waive that.  But it did field test positive for


methamphetamine.


For Indictment 24-489, on January 12th of this year


defendant was the driver in a vehicle stopped for a


suspended tag.  Defendant lacked a South Carolina driver's


license, as did the passenger.


When questioned the defendant acknowledged that he had


a little marijuana in the vehicle.  The vehicle was


searched and law enforcement located a 9mm handgun under


the driver's seat.  Between the driver's and passenger seat


an ammo cannister was located that contained what field


tested as 12.1 grams of methamphetamine, along with


hypodermic needles, a digital scale and a meth pipe.


The defendant claimed that he is a heroin and


marijuana user and does not do methamphetamine.


The analysis from SLED is also still pending and is


being waived by the defendant for this instance, but it


also did field test positive for methamphetamine.  


He has a criminal history of a 2010 possession of
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heroin, aggravated menace; 2018, public drunk.


THE COURT:  Okay.  So, Mr. Wright, as to the facts is


that substantially what happened, sir?


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  And are you waiving your drug test


results?


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  All right.  Anything else?


MS. GENOBLE:  No, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Schultz, did you have an


opportunity to review the evidence and the discovery with


Mr. Wright?


MR. SCHULTZ:  I have, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Yes, sir.


MR. SCHULTZ:  Your Honor, I was actually retained not


too long ago to represent Mr. Wright.


Mr. Brown and I of the solicitor's office arrived at


this plea agreement last Friday when the state -- I don't


know if the Court remembers, but he was on your docket for


motions on Friday, and the state moved to revoke his bond.


We reached this plea agreement.  We continued the


case.  We appreciate the Court hearing us here today.  So


we resolved, Mr. Brown and I resolved, the case fairly


quickly.  


I have been over several times the requirements of
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home detention.  I don't mean to offend anybody when I say


this, but home detention is a very stringent program.  They


take -- they take their time with each person that goes in


front of them and they go over the contract.  It's about a


40-page contract at this point.


Mr. Wright is aware of the confines of home detention.


I told him that he can go to work as long as it's a


legitimate job.  He can go to church, come see me,


attorney, and he can go to his medical appointments.


He is -- was not working at the time.  He tells me


he's on disability.  I am sure he can answer any questions


if the Court so desires.  So can answer any questions about


that.


I think this is in his best interest.  Obviously, if


he pled to trafficking he would receive at least a sentence


of three years in the state department of corrections if


those two charges were run concurrent with each other.  He


could be exposed potentially up to a sentence of 20 years


for both the charges if they were to be run consecutively.  


Because of those reasons, Your Honor, he has a very


good support network.  He tells me that he has a house in


Spartanburg County.  I believe in Campobello.


Is that right, James?


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, sir.


MR. SCHULTZ:  That he is going to be living in, that
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he would be hopefully performing home detention for the


next nearly three years now.


As the Court noted -- and I think the Court was very


observant of this fact -- he does not have a lot of time


in.  So he's going to be doing that day for day.  He


understands that.  He wants to get out.  I think he's


learned his lesson.  And we would ask that you accept the


negotiated plea in this case.  Thank you.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Wright, do you agree with the


statements of legal counsel?


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Is there anything that you would like to


tell me?


THE DEFENDANT:  No, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Well, your addresses on the


warrants are two different addresses, neither of which are


in Campobello.  But you're saying that's where you'll be


living now.  You will continue to reside in Spartanburg


County.


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Okay.  With regard to matter of the State


vs. James Christian Wright and Indictments 25-489 and 490,


both for PWID meth first offense, it is the order of the


Court that I will accept the negotiated sentences ordering


that Mr. Wright receive a sentence of 15 years.  That will
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be suspended to the service of three years.  The three


years may be served on home detention with G.P.S.


monitoring.


He must sign up within ten days, and any violation


will result in a 15-year revocation.


He'll get credit for 38 days under Indictment 489 and


two days under Indictment 490.  That will be conclude the


hearing.


END OF REQUESTED TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD
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1 PROCEEDINGS - MAY 20, 2025.


2 THE COURT:  Sir, you're James Wright?


3 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, your Honor.


4 THE COURT:  Sir, do you understand that this is before


5 me today based on the State's motion to convert an HD


6 sentence to an active DOC sentence?


7 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes.


8 THE COURT:  Okay.  Normally, sir, I don't take


9 testimony at this type of hearing.  If you want me to know


10 something, you tell Mr. Farr, and he'll tell me.  Okay?  All


11 right.  Let me have everybody identify themselves for the


12 record.


13 MR. FARR:  Zachary Farr, on behalf of the Defendant,


14 your Honor, Mr. -- Mr. James Wright.


15 MR. BROWN:  And, your Honor, Tyler Brown for the State. 


16 And, your Honor, just so I can let the Court know, there was


17 a cross motion filed by the Defense.  I don't know if your


18 Honor has it.  I have a copy if you would like to have a copy


19 of it.


20 THE COURT:  One second.  I've got it.  Well, there's a


21 return to the motion.  Is that the cross motion?


22 MR. FARR:  Yes, ma'am.


23 THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Farr is getting fancy.  All


24 right.


25 MR. BROWN:  He is.


19
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1 THE COURT:  Counter motion.  Thank you.


2 MR. BROWN:  Yes, your Honor.


3 THE COURT:  All right.  I also have a copy of my


4 sentencing sheet.


5 MR. BROWN:  Yes, your Honor.


6 THE COURT:  Where this was a negotiated plea back in


7 February.  So let me just ask: Is there some gray area as to


8 the violation?


9 MR. BROWN:  Your Honor, the State would contend that


10 it's a clear violation.  He admitted to using drugs while on


11 home detention.  I think he violated four days after he was


12 placed on home detention.  He admitted to using while he was


13 in.  And so, our contention would be: No, this is a pretty


14 clear violation and a violation of the terms of his home


15 detention.


16 THE COURT:  All right.  Let -- let me just -- all


17 right.  So I sentenced him on February the 19th.


18 MR. BROWN:  Yes, your Honor.


19 THE COURT:  On February the 24th...


20 SERGEANT VINCENT:  He was placed on home detention on


21 February the 20th.


22 THE COURT:  Okay.


23 SERGEANT VINCENT:  And he was brought back to jail on


24 February 24th.


25 THE COURT:  Okay.
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1 SERGEANT VINCENT:  Failed a drug test for


2 methamphetamine, admitted to it and said he had used that


3 Saturday.  So literally two days in, he was already using


4 drugs, your Honor.


5 THE COURT:  All right.  I -- y'all know that I don't


6 like these negotiated sentences that say three years HD/GPS,


7 but if there's any violation, he's going to serve 15 years. 


8 I never would sentence someone that way.  And I might


9 sentence him to 15 years, but I'm not going to sentence him


10 to three years of HD.  And if they violate for any reason,


11 they get 15 years.  


12 But I understand it was a negotiated plea and I took


13 it.  Let -- let me -- if I need to hear anything else from


14 the State, that's the State's position.  I understand he has


15 about now, what, 90 days credit, including the 38 days he had


16 when he pled.


17 MR. BROWN:  We would have to calculate somewhere around


18 that ballpark, your Honor.


19 THE COURT:  But nothing substantial towards 15 years?


20 MR. BROWN:  No, your Honor.


21 THE COURT:  Mr. Farr?


22 MR. FARR:  Your Honor, may it please the Court?  As you


23 see, I was not the original attorney on this case.  I did


24 talk to the family.  I do have his sister here as well.  When


25 they came and talked to me, I told them this was the
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1 sentence.  I -- I talked to Mr. -- Mr. Brown as he'll tell


2 you, as soon as the family contacted me, I was reaching out


3 to him, and me and him had a lot of conversations with him. 


4 And I also told him what I was going to ask the Court. 


5 That's why I filed a return motion, Judge, what we were


6 seeking.


7 Talking to my client, Judge, we were asking not to


8 convert his sentence.  My client, where he be -- and you know


9 this with me, Judge, before I sentence somebody, you always


10 ask: "Are they Spartanburg County residents?"  Before


11 handling detention and stuff like that to make sure it's not


12 a setup for failure.  Okay?  That's the issue that I think


13 was underlying because I think he rushed it.  When I say


14 "he," Mr. Wright rushed it because he was going to prison.  I


15 don't -- and I wasn't there, but I'm just saying from the way


16 the terms look like, Judge, I talked to the family about that


17 and everything else.


18 His sister is here, Judge, Ms. King, she lives on the


19 border of Greer, which is actually Greenville County, but it


20 -- but it's close enough to Spartanburg and stuff like that. 


21 I asked him here, Judge, if you would give him a chance to


22 live.  And that's why I brought her up here because her


23 husband is actually retired sheriff's officer from Greenville


24 County.  He is still working for Greenville County Sheriff's


25 Office.  If you'll allow him to temporarily live there so he
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1 can get his disability back -- insurance.  So he can go to


2 the Carolina behavior place for rehab, which is inpatient,


3 Judge.


4 And then, if he does complete that, allow him to go


5 back for temporary.  So the sister is working on his


6 disability to get him a place in Spartanburg County, Judge,


7 and you would consider that.  He does have a lot of issues. 


8 And when I say that, he's on a lot of medicines as well. 


9 Judge, he needs rehab.  I did -- and I did tell Mr. -- Mr.


10 Brown, I did have Nick and Clay from GoForth come and


11 actually talk to him to see if he was a candidate for


12 GoForth.  


13 And they said because their place is not structured


14 enough -- and I say that where -- there's nobody looking out


15 for him.  And that's why I had the sister go look out for the


16 Carolina behavior, which is $1,200 to sign up and then $50 a


17 month.  And there's people -- medical people actually on


18 sites.  And that's what Clay and Nick said from GoForth.  He


19 needs somebody with medical thing on a daily basis to get him


20 off of the drugs, Judge, but also put in here, Judge, an


21 alternative: not to convert the 15, and convert the three. 


22 That's what I put -- an alternative to the return, Judge.  


23 I'm asking for mercy.  I've got the sister here as well


24 -- for any mercy as well, Judge.  Mr. Brown -- I did tell Mr.


25 Brown, and I know what Mr. Brown's motion was and everything
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1 else, Judge, but that's what we're asking for today.  Thank


2 you.


3 THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.


4 MR. FARR:  Yes, ma'am.


5 THE COURT:  I'm happy to hear from Mr. Wright's sister


6 if she wants to address the Court.  She's not required to. 


7 Ma'am, I do appreciate your being here.


8 MS. KING:  Okay.


9 THE COURT:  Do you agree with what Mr. Farr stated?


10 MS. KING:  Yes.


11 THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  Okay.  Let me flip back. 


12 All right.  Mr. Brown?


13 MR. BROWN:  Yes, your Honor.


14 THE COURT:  I don't have a transcript of the plea


15 hearing, but I'm convinced that I went over this pretty --


16 pretty thoroughly at that time with Mr. Wright.


17 MR. BROWN:  Yes, your Honor.  And if I can give just a


18 brief bit more context?  I'll also tell the Court the


19 original charges were both traffickings.


20 THE COURT:  All right.


21 MR. BROWN:  So we were coming down, and -- and candidly


22 this is the counter negotiations from the Defense. 


23 Originally, it was 10 suspended at five violation triggered


24 full 10.  He had very competent counsel.  It was Mr. Schultz. 


25 Mr. Schultz countered with the 15, suspended at three.  And
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1 we agreed to that based on what was presented to us by the


2 Defense.


3 THE COURT:  I'm -- I'm not at all --


4 MR. BROWN:  Yeah.


5 THE COURT:  -- questioning that it was a good deal at


6 the time --


7 MR. BROWN:  Sure.


8 THE COURT:  -- but in hindsight now, yeah.  Okay.


9 MR. BROWN:  And we would just contend this is part of


10 the negotiations.  That's kind of where we're at on this.


11 THE COURT:  Okay.  Anything else?


12 MR. BROWN:  No, your Honor.  We appreciate your time.


13 THE COURT:  Okay.  So, sir, I'm going to review


14 everything.  I -- I will issue an order in writing as quickly


15 as I can.  I do wish you and your family the very best.


16 MR. FARR:  Thank you, your Honor.


17 THE COURT:  Thank you.


18 MR. BROWN:  Thank you, your Honor.


19 (THERE BEING NOTHING FURTHER, THIS HEARING CONCLUDED.)
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(Proceedings August 1, 2025)


THE COURT:  Please identify for the record.


MR. BROWN:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Tyler Brown for


the State of South Carolina.  


MR. FARR:  Your Honor, may it please the Court.  Zac


Farr on behalf of the defendant, Your Honor, Mr. James


Wright.  


THE COURT:  Sir, you're Mr. Wright.


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  It's nice to see you again.


I understand that this is before me as a motion to


consider my order of May the 23rd of this year, correct?  


MR. BROWN:  That's correct.  


MR. FARR:  That's correct, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Housekeeping matter.  


This is my law clerk, and her term as a law clerk will


conclude on Wednesday.  And is there any objection to her


remaining in the courtroom understanding that her new


position will be with the solicitor's office?


MR. BROWN:  There's no objection from the State of


South Carolina.


MR. FARR:  None from the defense, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Wright, do you understand that


my law clerk is going to be working where Mr. Brown works


in a few weeks?  And I can have her leave the courtroom if
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you want her to, or she can stay.


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.


Okay.  So I have my prior order and I have a motion to


reconsider that was timely filed, and so I'm happy to hear


from you all.


MR. BROWN:  Your Honor, it's his motion.  I'll defer


to him first, and then I'll be happy to respond unless Your


Honor would hear --


THE COURT:  Sure.


Mr. Farr, I understand how awkward motions for


reconsideration can be, but understand that I understand


that.  So just make your argument.


MR. FARR:  Your Honor, may it please the Court.


Again, I filed the original to reinstate.  Mr. Brown


filed to convert at that time, and I believe at that time


we were in a family-court courtroom at that time and we


were going back and forth arguing.


I know at that time I mentioned about medical records.


I didn't have them because we had to order them.


At this time I'm not going to give the Court a


thousand pages I gave -- give the Court, which I already


gave to Ms. Brown -- Mr. Brown snippets of my client's


medical, Your Honor.  And this is for review.  I'm not


going to ask you to go through them and everything else
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before you make your ruling.  But he has over 25 diagnoses,


and they're very concerning.  I didn't have them at the


time.  I said he had medical issues, Judge.  So I'm asking


you to reconsider that and reconsider your order.


My client knows; his family knows -- his sister is


here as well -- what the statute requires.  It says shall,


and I told them that from day one.  But we're asking for


you to truly reconsider.  


Judge, I know you were in a hard position the last


time, and I know what you told the Court and everything


else.


I also got two affidavits from his niece and from his


sister, Judge, to give to you as well for your review.


I've given those already over to Mr. Brown.


Judge, I'm just asking if you would truly reconsider


the order, reconsider something less or reconsider


restating to what we asked originally to rehab, Judge, but


that's what we're asking at this time.


If I can approach, Judge, just for your review for


when you make your decision in this case.  


Judge, he has the support and has the ability to do


the things we asked for at the last hearing, but I just


want to give you the medical records so you can have a true


understanding of Mr. James Wright, Judge, and we're asking


you to truthfully consider your current order and what was
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sentenced at the time, because I know I wasn't the attorney


on that sentence, Judge, but we are asking for you to


reconsider.  Thank you, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Okay.  Yes, sir.


MR. BROWN:  Your Honor, just first as a housekeeping


matter, he did provide me those same documents just so


there is a record that I do have those also.  


But, Your Honor, these negotiations were brought by


the defendant to the state.  They were actually counter


offers to what was originally offered of ten suspended to


five years of home detention, a violation triggering the


full ten.  They asked us for this term and condition of a


plea.


He was originally charged with two serious offenses,


two traffickings.  Your Honor, we brought this down.  He


was avoiding serious offenses.  


As a part of these plea negotiations, Your Honor, Your


Honor accepted the negotiations that they asked for.  And


the defendant wilfully violated home detention.  He


admitted to using.  I understand it is heavy sentences,


sentence, and, again, they asked for it, and that's why


we're here today.


I think the defense hit the nail on the head.  The


statute is clear.  The language is shall.  And I would


contend that -- and I contended previously and I will
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contend again today -- that the imposition of the full


sentence, that is a part of the negotiations.


As such we believe Your Honor was appropriate in


ordering, which you did order on the date of May 23rd is


the time -- date stamp as well as your signature stamp.  We


think that's the appropriate order in this case.  We'd ask


Your Honor to affirm that again.


THE COURT:  Anything else?


MR. FARR:  No, Your Honor.


THE COURT:  Okay.  And just to recap, I stated


before -- I remember and I really lost sleep over this


case.


This was not my sentence.  It was a sentence by


another judge, but it was negotiated and -- and the


negotiation was that if there was a violation on H.D.G.P.S.


the full year, the full 15-year, sentence would be revoked.


Right?


MR. BROWN:  It -- just the one correction.  It was


your -- I'm not trying to correct you.  It was your


sentence originally.  I think you had consternation about


it at the time of the plea as well.  But, again, it was


just to make sure that's clear.


THE COURT:  Well, I thought that it was actually -- I


thought -- was this not Judge Hayes' sentence?


MR. BROWN:  No, Your Honor.  I've got -- I've got the
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original sentence.  They're copies obviously. 


THE COURT:  Okay.  Let me look at that again.


MR. BROWN:  Yes, Your Honor.  Permission to approach.


I wasn't try to correct Your Honor.  I was -- make sure.


THE COURT:  Okay.  And so -- okay.  And so my concern


was then when this pled with Mr. Schultz -- and it was


Mr. Schultz, right?  Not Mr. Farr.


MR. BROWN:  It was.


MR. FARR:  Yes, ma'am.


THE COURT:  That the 15 years would be revoked, not


three years.


MR. FARR:  Correct.


THE COURT:  And it was negotiated.  And I do remember


that Mr. Wright has a lovely family and the support of


them.  And I remember that there was a family member at the


last hearing and I just could feel for her her concern


about his well-being.  


And I do have two notes or affidavits from family


members that I will review again, and I'll review


everything again before I issue my order.  And so is there


anything else?


MR. BROWN:  Nothing else, Your Honor.  I wasn't


overcorrecting or anything.  I just wanted to make sure you


knew.


THE COURT:  That's fine.
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All right.  And, Mr. Farr, I think that we talked


about this.


MR. FARR:  Yes, ma'am.


THE COURT:  But my concern was if Mr. Wright had


actually violated H.D. and that was my question or -- 


MR. FARR:  And it was in the report that he said he


did.  


THE COURT:  All right.  


MR. FARR:  And that's me and him when we talked about


what was in the report.


THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  And so I will review


everything and I will issue an order in writing, and I will


do so as quickly as I can.


The lawyers are aware that there have been several


hearings in front of this one this morning and this week,


but I will issue an order as quickly as I can.  Good luck


to you.


END OF REQUESTED TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD
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