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T ecue Prescated

Whethee F&jri*hor\t(\ls Appellate Counsel Should be relicved as Counse) there

Hece 16 Mecid s Tn his Case (ohich arose Auriylﬁ the Postlonviclion Rediefd Process.

Statement

N Fekruara 5,26, 2009 | petibionec appeaced before the hosegble T Derham
Cole in SpanJanurg Ccun'b and ?[&o( guiljrj + attempted acmed robbery and assault
and \oa%txj Wit (‘,\Jrujr£ Il . | Sw‘kna o WLNJJQ UZ) Years i‘mposcd oq each df\afgé'TMﬁ
H1es ,Es%u'\re. Was P‘m Counee’. Mn‘nj dhs Pleg \mrinﬂ the fe-tfl.‘oner .j‘we “'Qﬁ'krﬂond which agnd
Swora befoce he plead w ‘}L'

FvaoMO \Clegl aa appl-‘c-a+.‘om Lo et-Conviction Pelie! s Decemn bee 15, 2009 0\“@3
7«\3 Fhat he 15 being held i Cuﬁﬂj lla )amQ\HJ e dhe ﬁﬂowing Lneffecbive desislaace 64y, -

nse '~ Qad (\)ﬂ\/o)un{tarl«j ju.lb f)\ea. An eJioJeriaU kewi\qj Was \\e[a[ 6 ggf,l-wbef 6, 2016 be-
foce the honorable P\ojcn L. Couch . Pr};}i‘ongr Wos P(&ngf and Wog Kq’fﬂs‘&ﬂw Lj
C"\R?ﬁjrbp\\e(“bYbrottjl\,eﬁﬁu"re.R65100nd@(\+ wWas fepreseated by Simanne M. Uil
e sictant Qﬂﬁmeﬂ Generml PaJ(}L}onec erswlif;eol i his oW, Leka\rp ond called abh) -
ress Snalonds Midthell ond date Witeess £ Ballenger o 1[65%.%. Toags Toes, Lo
feahfied in re5fonc[w4’5 behal! .
0“ Xl%m\;e(‘ Ul tm’je Cosch issued an bedes clmd ing Qnd A.‘Smfsgnﬁ Pe-k«l'fonersf

Apgheation foe post- tonvichion relied

This Pe*mion Bllews afer ﬂ@@e\\qn+ Defen se fled o Tohason Pelidion 54n4.‘n34&
Cose has no meetts and 6)@“‘}“‘1\6(\ o be relieved as Oounse |,



ARGUMENT

Phlioners Appellate Defender Filed a Johason petition and petition the Couet
b be relicved o Csunsel Slmjr]mﬁ he briefed Hhe one arquable \ega\ issue which
Qrose c\uc}r\g fe Posk Loavichion Rebied Process. Tais dees net meet the Tehesn V. STate,
AN 58 316,364 SE.2d a6l (l%%) Standacd. T Johasen , the Supreme louct hag appreved
e withdaowl of founcel 1n mecit lese Poﬁmwfc}ﬁm appeals , providing the procedures
ot laed ta Aoder s V. galfirnin . 366157158, Q7 s.ck. 1386, 18 Le.ad 493 (1967 ), Tue
?ejr-‘*fenc(‘fs tounselor admiHed in hic {)ejri'lion ot he briefed the one arsuahi& \eﬂa,

153ue Mhith he %aw arose c\urin3 the post-Comvichion . The febdioner s appellant Counselor
arguei fetibioners 3»1:“3 plea Laled 4o cbmp\j Wit Hhe wmaudales et Soedh ia Boy Kia
\Alabama . This ﬂrjumwjrz has meeits. D frotess of laus requires Hat before a gju;”j
_P\QQ Cun ‘oe eatered VO\W\Lnri‘lj ond «\njre“?ﬂ&(\“j . a ole.fen‘clanJr must be Advised of
;',‘H\c (‘IjHr Yo trial L‘J jurj,

~

l\lﬁ pr\l?(ejg Ajm‘asj( C@mpu,scrd Sel{- ‘iﬂ(‘,r}uv\(da'hm; -1
ond e pight o tafesal one’s accusecs. A valid Wanee of these rights Cannot be pres-
Dooed, g(m o Sileat cetord . B)QHV\R a V. Mabama p 343 1.6 Q38, B45.¢4 1104 (\quq>_ In State
V. ers%cm\g L6388 5k, 211 58 2h 689 (1) , Wi Court held ot the essente of Boykin,

Was o make the re%uirememlf) of Pule 11 of He F&l@(a} P)d\as of Krim}.\m) Procedure aep\icable
bo Yo shales. To Shake v dlecson | 278 50 59, 295 6¢.ad 2641282, His Coued held Hhat
for There 4o be avabd Weiver under The due process Clause of Hhe Hhree Coﬂﬁ\q’u';':(}ﬂ 2|
righte Lisked o Byhin, the retord Must cleary eatablish H.

Ta ?}cgkin  Supea | the 0.5, Supreme Cou held et eiol cancte were mandated Jo use
He Umos) 305:¢',Me Mhen Canvassing & § ;Hd ez 4o 1naure Hot dhe plea Was gwen
'C(“\Q)O‘“A Voluntactly With pull haswledge of 4he Giceumstances Sucrounding The
P\m sl Hhe pbhendant Wawee of V\3h1L5 Oécuring \A\‘H\ fhe 3,{“\\} Plea \\:r\. this Case
petifionec Wno advised of his righf }o 0 JquQﬂa\(a%L?.g4 foe s 18-25). He wdas
Nt el I\«owe«eo,%ajf 4 Jug Qould ot Coenvict hion Naless Yhee vardiet was Unan

Gicus. Tebdionee Was Never. 1n wcmed that iF Theres any evidence 5§ a lesser ‘“dué‘“ﬁ
L



wﬂﬁelﬁe %Ia\d}w&&gl tould Qharﬂe Hhe JUrj With o ]csgcr {r\cluc((ng of fense purs
Uan} 4o Spudh Lacolina, ConswliJm'L\m Aebiek V&ZO\ ])uring Hhe P‘w PL\ase , the P(’,‘h“’io‘ﬂ ec St
ﬁa b e Leial jﬂ&{j{ el he O\CJ(\J( UnAerSw‘anJ Hwe Qi‘g‘mffcance sf the Coime be ng Glassified
0e most éwToué.CﬂfP. p-4 Lines e, p.Jo Lines 4'5) Petitloner Was only 17 yeacs
o ond Hhe Teeord ghow his was petihionec’s fiest aduld tharge - Pebitioner had no
funda meatal undws%a\«ding of the Subslantie or Pmae&ura‘ Coimina) Jaw 20d did not indec-
Shend his Plea. As Pejrf\tu‘o(\e(‘ alated ear\a l\/\is ir\xfo\unj‘ar& Su.‘w plea hae merts .

/Z{rkc}umanjr aC

i A”"‘ﬂﬂ‘bjfau@mbmlmds 0 hs Jasen J'ﬁ}‘{fm thaf he briefd Hhe sne leqal 1sSue
With_voecit bd Caiked 4o Ochnodedqe Hhat petionee deiol counsel Fepres(mjr;[fon {el]
beloys 44 alagechm Shandacd of reassnableness demanded of &%W
)\VMMAN\U\% of the UQ{J(eA S\L‘\lr&s @005&1‘&1&. This jsaue has meeds.

boestablich o clgim of inefective aemislance oF founsel | a post donvichion relief

(PCR) app\\‘cqn-\ Must prove that 1(1) Counsel [aded Yo rendes ¢ eagmalolj eLlective aasist
dnce aded P(eva}\ir\g hotms | and (3) the defrevent perfor mance P({‘{udrceé +he
applicant Case . Cllercy € State ,Boc 5.0. 115, 386 5.6.24 (24 (1989) Li%_ﬁm

0 Mashinghon , Ui B, (L8, 14 30K 2052, 2004, Qo LEd 2d LM, L4 (1984)

To Do case the Pexhl{onec Was reﬂdj fo ks to il A,\jurk\j Was Seleated 3nd recess Unf
the \\uHa%.The qco\\eus{nﬁ Aaﬁ, Peq‘ijn‘oneﬂ pad 5’}‘45”3 Fo atem P+ec{ armed robbecy géd
865 aull W‘“B Wik \;&mejr Ly 16l bmﬂg He Pekjﬁ‘on ecs PCR kearmj ; he festified hal
his Wnteations was h 4 to bial and one of his defonses Was hat he was not at the Seene
of e crime Yhe qu 0 night of 4 Leime, Ond et he had 2kl Wineszes .(App. P 67, lines a-
MY, Rhlignee Contends dhat on the daﬂ of 1ial, he notice rone of his alibt Winessee Were
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H,\q.&( melion Was denied. Pe&ll{om(‘ Jcsjrfp.‘eo' hal »From that PO\\m\ he Kaews his Chences of
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of fhe gebtiones and Dk evidenice, that \as tested | proved not o have been dhe pelitisrecs!
Tdhioner deial Coungel Lailed do Ol i (ulrfgf:);\s‘\‘}"m" to buppress the eifecatisn of him
oy \k{\e\xﬁing fhe MMJF{-(;\\CQJH‘O(\ \Ltél"a JHJ!\(\M _’Ji,]_l_ﬁ%%g;_ Avg |G ok 199,42 5.0k of 382 The Fa\l- '
owinS ﬁgalmfs a(ejro‘ye lonSidered in e\mluajn‘nj the W\mtauj of the Liccum Stances A5 4o (Whether
ity j\Je(\jr}uf{cahon 14 Jd miseble U) The oppe rJrunth of the Witness Jro View the Eroninal
at e time of the come (2) fhe Wikness 3 Aejm of a‘Henj[fcn (3) Hhe accuracy of the Wit
MRS 5 Peiod AescﬁPLIcn of the eemoul ) the leel of (’ahla?u‘-j dnonshated by the Wikness gt the
Condrsatation (5) and te ‘enﬂ% & Y behiea the Ceme 04 dhe Conlrankation . The Sdeat
lcitqlriM\ ol Hhe pd;‘Jr(o(le(‘ Was ﬂrue{a\ b dhe 5Jf@Le 0350 The Greer Pol.‘ct Bepaojrmmjr Supp!emenjml
“\zpeﬁe Slaled e condidenkial infrmanls Sia{{ng that e )\Aal 0LS€(Y651 o Bln £[+1L§nj fhe A»eScriywlfo/l
anng &o»«}r\ \\ampitm Pd , Which Mas elose bo dhe ncdeat Jocalion 3lmHj offee the incideat Hhe
Same mg\\’( the Ce[socjr a\\ese hat the mbormant Skeded that the Sulodlec+ name vlas Bean
aed Mas fam{‘-‘e( wWith o ’?D)M name DANA M.‘M\e"b(\ het goes [OJ%L nime bean  dad his PL‘-JS'
iﬂq\ cleaer{ejrio-(\ Was Very Congistent With the Aesccipjr{oﬂ given k:j the Vickm . See RBolice T)qm_(-};-
et Supplemental Repord e b 1. Ns where, in Hhis (eporj(% slades e tonfidential 1fer
rMaan W5 Showed 0 81 peison hae lp - The Conileatia) nformant whs ks as Jound b ke Evuscd
g““"'“ﬂ“ %Q ‘Effed al Pelrilfonaég [ L\earinﬂ CHFP'P’ 126 Lines ﬂ~2(> , EAW&(J Baue,nijef eeki Fred
""Jf‘f\:+ }WJ;FO‘ hs‘} Ml H\W\ Spacifl‘caliﬂ \N\-\o ‘H\e juj was l}QCQU_Se (\e &QA({‘\— 'Know. He tan'vr{eol Hwajf
he Saw o ﬂ“ﬂ dessed 19 a ‘1‘5\'];0]( @6 tolse ) and blue Jw“g Adreﬂj e Clalj \Lﬁm ('p‘m)' [ 49
Lies S<\\\>.,T\ne G reer police Aeveiopeé i ‘ineUf) base off Mr. Ba“&UU "eﬁjf\”ﬂé({j and Shoued

Yo viekim . e Pollenger Jnsxifiecl he Wasnd awace of this inrrarfvmjr\\o(\ -G\’PP- P 120 Lines
LBB, M. P)aHenﬁec festiTied that he neer Jdd po\.‘ce, Yhat dhe person }\e Sas '\Jﬂ\\/ﬁﬂﬂ ACotind )
the area Wag o Person he Wneus hase Beas. U,fp. p- 131 ltes 1:25} For these reasons ‘Trial counce]
Wag oo Teckive nod °“\3 iy L\a;.\:"\‘j to Suppress Yoo Wenk fication of the p&-‘r.‘Jn‘c nee | bt foe fa;linﬂ

1{6 Pfcpu\j \l(\Vaer\‘j&ﬂ\e the Case ml hand.]}r Couﬂﬁel L\ac\_.,Propeplj hweshlﬂajfc Hhe Pewl?Jrfsneré
Case | facts Wsuld of been eshablish thal Pol«‘ce had 15e o deliberate Goheme 4o frame Hhe {xejri-
Jp‘oﬂue ED Balleager Was nevec {m/esh(jmled Laj Jaal tounsel nor was he Subpesna ds

o C‘Q‘Cenf’)e \A‘r‘ness. Ec[ %mﬂenﬁef *es‘}.‘monj UJOUH l\a\/e 8&%«\3%&(\ H\e Mmse ‘Hemenolouslj
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clue % the faa[,Hu Wtk iJen{‘i,ﬂ‘cahon klaﬁl;&ség;\&.a;‘!eééﬁdesc¢‘}Pl*\w 65 dhe pec son he Saw Jur“.\ﬁ
J«g \CSH Sao%nj L. See Shade v lounds (16 SE-24 LL{L,(&.C_ 2008 Pe-f;i.‘(,,m in safe Vs,
Low\ds, Qrgues Hat ‘lm"a\ Counse| Was inedfechive foc qfa'.\:aj L ade%u(ﬂej prepare Lor PeJrl'}iow
bl es‘)%iaﬂj 33\/5(1 o Gl el founsel had amP]{ Nohice p}wj% Wss LNGP. A Ceininal dofon e
Q‘HM(\&J lxaa a Au\J H Puﬁrm 4 feﬂsonsue ‘i)n\feﬁhgawlfm See ;{rJ V. Cahe 312 5.0.318, 3, (425¢
2d 810,811 (1001), qusi _tifc’(‘wdx\'\«hslx_y’oi%(a 18 of 195 To Lognds , dhvs tourt Shaded e
process Shoild i Qecess b athast e inaeslfjah.ﬂ oad To expects Who (20 ¢y aluate +he
Sdee euidente | tn Cases Whee Hhe Slady has emf‘lfﬁjﬂd {y{m{_ To med (ases Whee the de fenclant
Cannot aFford fo telid 4o Mooy | inestigade and Epert she rspanshsil; e oh Hhe
Aate +y Pro\/icle e Qmo\}(ﬁ + ensice Hat dye Process s provided fo -l'ncl?jerﬁ'

Cleganéan"'s : Q regpons«‘b i

by st is being ignored mrisauwide l’ﬂ legislators who do nat
ﬁpf(ecfajr& Hhe Gact Hal o Criminel juerFQe sﬂg}m Canct ‘\Cur\cjrion Within 4he. bound <
of the Conshitution Upless efleelive incl«\jﬁ,n{’ defense i¢ T(;Altj foded . Treres no e ocd
Hhat etione teia Counsel used an P\‘Najre, .m\/eshja"oc Jro i(\\reehﬁan[e possible Pojren-ka[
Wilnesses Who Could of help trenghhen the petibioner tase. Tne recocd do Shas Hoak
teial Counsel Was ase ign fo the put{ho‘w'é Case in June of 2008 and frial Wae cchedule d

(1) Seven months |okee Bur‘mﬁ e 1) Seven moaths peciod , Trial Counsel Oﬂ‘j G2 +he Pa’j‘;’[“‘“e‘"
only(5) five fines. Duciog the Course 0f the (1) Sevea months period frial Counsel idas on majfemh'tj
eave '(AFP‘ p-9% Lines 20-25, p. 93 Line 1-7) The recocd reveal ample proof Hut feial
Lounse Was ineffeetve . TF ghe had ()s’t()are@[ the beot defense bj mvggl;jm\;nﬂ \L(;Jmeﬁ%/
M reoulle Could of been diffecent  Teial Counsel failed 1o ad‘mow\e,&ﬂa et Shalonda Midchell
Was o \Ta\/o(a\o\e Wibress due Jo the fack the bine Frame ia which the crime was Shated -
ko happen Was Faully. Mo. Mikehell had pecsonal V\naw\ere thal het Son Was at a Cacd game
acsund the time Feame the Vietim Was attack . Shalonda Mitdell Was quailable 1o *es%?@

ot %n’iﬂ , bt deiel Counsel '(aix b dclkhawlulje hee and £4 %a“u\gcr a5 fugorable \A'.Jmess.(npp.[).
BQ’%)TN‘&\ Counsel ‘raakked ot Potdionec’s PR }\eadnﬁ hat El%a\\enju Was P(esenJrJer_
First Aqn of teial and That Bhe Bpoke to kim.(arf. p-18 Line (0'10) T Heial Counsel sppke

Y ED Bq\\c(\gec this mean Ghe leacned +hat o %o\\\u\ﬂe»-" Never Shaled that he Zau the

Fel}\'\omo Bsund the Qreg . Ond Haad Jrhes'kl\'\t he Suw Someone dessed i a fehiet and



Mue Jeews Was Audng Aaj )‘jM ém};}\ﬂ e, Tria) Counsel faled 4o Suppress the Weak Goad
ton of the ‘)Gllionu.'\%;s Frejudfce, the Pulhtl‘c.\ec alot becavse the State Case s based

00 iA&\lrIffca(IoAT‘IA\ Councel faled 1o tall o Ba\\ez\ﬂt’,\‘ at trial and ho peak Aurinj the
petitioner plea hearing. Further more , prejudice from feial counsels Tallue 4o inderview oc
!l Wikneases Cannet be Shawn Whee the Winesses do not festify at Post Lonvichion
Relie?. loder wond |l Ghate. 200 &.cs60, 425 SE.ad (‘mj i Bussette V. Thompsen ; 915

£ adan (w;.\.m Ceok. dented 48015 982 (1991, Tre applicants mece speculation as
b what 0 witresse s testimony tSeuld have beea Cannct by i} self, satishy his

bucden of Shousing pre fudice . Lark V. Sleke 215 5.0.385 424 S.e -2 2Lk (144%) The

Fewfoae-r in Mis case has prove P\’cj)uclfce. Fom +he Feial counsel failure fo call favor-
(k\o\e, \’l;‘\(\&éﬁts Q-\— l—p[gl The CA\/OFQ\O\?— \«\IHees Q) \’66“\\.&@3 OCl’ L\(S PCR \‘\ﬁaﬂ(\g . See ED

%a\\e,nae ¢ and Sl\a\or\da Mitehell LtS\IW\ct\j. Glor v. Stale 318 6.¢.496 458 SE. 24 5%0‘?%)'
fec +he

ha applicdnt mus! ProAuce the Jreshmcnj of o Sovorable wilness o sther wise o1
4’65“]‘(\0‘(\3 i(\ accOrclaﬂce \A,‘H\ ‘H‘\e fUlcs O')[ QU:\AQ(’\CC, C(Jf "(+\e PCQ ‘H’CQ(;(\S n Grclﬁ(‘ +O es-

lfﬂ\ﬂ\;fi"\ P{ejudi‘(a 1C{c>m the  wilness 1[A[‘u(t lrb 1L€5‘.L“£j o 4(‘\"‘\'?'\3 ﬂ!'%‘[l‘mo"\ﬂ of Shacon
Miller Wdas proffeced jato dhe record \o:] W%:l.‘cner PLe afloc ey Mr %rouj\q acCOrAinﬁ\j Lj
Js\\e SCReam P Ru\e 10’3 \M‘\cul. o Ccn%mpo(a neous (SBJC(L‘HQ(\ %.C(om He Grate. Ep
%a\\enau‘ aad 5%@\0‘40]0\ M‘\Mneﬂ )(%%i(\\\-cal at P(’};“i(}l'\ﬁ(‘ PR L}«’:ot({.,.\‘[j in accordance VWithdle
Rules of fuideace. T: the Pejﬂ\l(onar had Yaowa that &4 %a“(’,nﬂu‘ Was in-fact more a defense

Wihiess Yen a atate \A\AﬂeSS, [r\e, would of Proccealccl ’co(‘u')ofd + teial, The Receord
Shes dhat Fhe petiioner relied on trial Counsel advice to plea o the dwelve Years be-

Cavse She was Conceraed Obout his age and -the (‘erﬂcé aﬂzunsjf hin Was \ﬂ‘olajre@p{).

E.\\;l Ur\E [g—zl{), lover 1 The feeord does it State fhat -Hig} Counse| explain 1E> petidicnec

“thathe had §ood Ghaa es[s:-:?so i ﬂ.itgﬂ Yeial because the state e,\nJu/\c'e Was .\AA!QQ-K‘.'—H\?_ Duntestresults Giifhe
Hhe T shier and €igacetHe ikt Tidntinatcn the PetHonee, Tetonec TGl nover explain to pet
i oner Hhat dhe burden of P{oof nains on e Shoke Fo prow his 3”"”11 Lﬁﬁfybﬂd 4 reasonsble
ot See T, Re thiaslty 307 0LS. 288, 4o Sk 1668 25 Led2d 558(/?75) Pdboner wanded
a XN;Q\L;'T_{,Q",-QM bounsel advice o .\rq\g;&g)}g:\ﬁ\g\-}eafsbccause Counse| {olb he (soutd lese trial and
Soalence 4o 46 Years Lounsel goe‘ﬁce ?@#L stec 1nfo accepting 12 years- See Gfrﬁ;. p- 138

L |



line 1625 ) See Thompson V. State (8¢ 2000) 3o S.c. 112,831 SE-ad 79 . Defeadant
N\\o .})\eao( 3“‘“3 b1y a&‘\liee 07t Counsel Mﬂﬁ On\j ()L‘Haak 'H\Q \lo)un'}afj am{ inj(e\\ iﬂ ('/\J( CL\(UAC-
e of P\eg kﬂ éhousmg Wat Coungels l":zqofasm4 shion Lol below an o@fac—km Handac]
of Teasongblencss Jemanded of athcneye in Limitol Cages and Hhat there s 4
F§@6on9ble Prgbébil(% el bt foc Lounsels eccors, dexp‘eﬂdéﬂ“ boonld not |r\aVc,,
P\e_qJ <ﬁ”;|‘t.j and would have nsisted on j°"‘j b deial dad reasonable prolaabilib s
& Pro\ogmﬁy Sfficient o Inder mtne Conlidence in Fhe out tome of the Feial.
B Moorehead \ olale (6.C. 1ae 329 5.0 329,49 SE.2d 4is). Same

Con clusion

e @(nc\?«\js of e Fen Judge ace not SuP(’or+ecJ \9\\1 @nj evidence of Cecoed .
Hollaed V. State 4769 24 8. Where Hhece 19 N probative esidence fo Snppoct dhe Pew
&436,8$5ad?ﬂ3 (e Q;M{;ﬂﬂ Should et be UP\\QM : Aa““(;’f]lj ;Hﬂ@ GPJU‘ of the P.C.R.J«tdﬁc s
Pevecsed . Beeavse Tolidioner L\&ér}ﬂj (ol oudente dhat Lol Caunsel s preseals-
Fon fell belows O\Oj&cjriva Sloadiod of Tssonsblenss dumanded of 4+H‘Z“@5 .
e ol gu“}) advised of e (.J)‘(y\\j toval ijH he Was \Jaivinﬁ has merids and does net Lal
Within the &0[5{ of Dhason V. Shake 294 5.0 316 .36y 5.6 - 2d Qol O%Q Durclore, pete-
woeo & Weil of &P*!orar‘\ ahould be ﬁran‘}eal, and Appellate lonsel Should remaia s PlehL-
ioﬂe’f!f{ M’Pe\\(ﬁe deleader 05 a mabec of Fﬁk{io beel dhe issues Megessacy D perfect
Pebitioners (o) o1 Cechioract -
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: GREER POLICE DEPARTMENT
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: Case Number
~0230300 ) // 3 [ 032007017349
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Original Status Additlonat Additiondl { '
Report Chango Victims Stolen Property Incident Type: ROBBERY ARMED
Supplemental QOthor Additionat . Additional
L Report Report Offenders Racovered Property Patrol District 2 | Page of Pages

INCIDENT NARRATIVE :

IN REFERENCE TO THE ABOVE LISTED CASE OF ROBBERY/ABWIK I/0 WAS CALLED OUT TO MR. BINGO ON
08/247/2007. 1I1/0 WAS ADVISED THAT A 71 YEAR OLD WHITE MALE WAS SITTING IN HIS TRUCK PARKED TN
FRONT OF MR. BINGO WIMDOW, AND A UNKNOWN BLACK MALE APPROACHED HIM IN THE WHILE HE WAS SEATED
INM THE TRUCK AND ASKED TO BORROW A CIGARETTE. THE VICTIM HANDED THE 8/M A CIGARETTE, AND THE
BLACK MALE BEGAN ASKING HIM QUESTIONS ABOUT THE BINGO HALL, AND THEM STATED" I HATE TO DO THIS
BUT GIVE ME YOUR WALLET" THE VICTIM STATED YOURE .NOT GETTING MY WALLET, AND. THE B/M SUBJECT
PRESENTED A KNIFE OR BOX CUTTER AND BEGAN STABBING AND CUTTING THE VICTIM THROUGH THE WINDOW,
ABOUT HIS LEGS AND ARMS, AND HANDS. THE VICTIM STATED THAT THE SUBJECT THEN RAN OFF. I/0 WENT
O SPARTANBURG REGIONAL TO FOLLOW UP ON THE CASE, AND PHOTOGRAPH THE INJURIES SUSTAINED I/0
SECURED THE VICTIMS CLOTHING AND VICT. STATED THAT SUBJ. ASKED TO BORROW HIS LIGHTER WHEN HE
BORROWED A CIGARETTE, I/0 SEIZED THE LIGHTER, AND WILL HAVE IT SENT OFF FOR LATENT PROCESSING.
SPARTANBURG FORENSICS WERE CALLED CUT TO THE SCENE AT MR. BINGO TO PHOTOGRAPH AND PROCESS THE
SCENE. A SEARCH OF THE AREA WAS CONDUCTED IN HOPES OF LOCATING A WEAPON OR SUSPECT, NEITHER
FOUND. I/0 RETURNED TO THE CRIME SCENE AND CANVASSED THE AREA FOR A CIGARETTE BUTT, THAT MAY
HAVE BEEN SMOKED BY SUBJ. ONE CIGARETTE BUTT WAS LOCATED AND SEIZED. 1I/0 RECEIVED A CALL
FROM AN INFORMANT THE FOLLOWING DAY STATING THAT HE HAD OBSERVED A B/M FITTING THE DESCRIPTION
RUNNING DOWN HAMPTON RD., WHICH WAS CLOSE TO THE INCIDENT LOCATION SHORTLY AFTER THE INCIDENT,
THE SAME NIGHT. THE INFORMANT ADVISED THAT THE SUBJ.'S NAME WAS "BEAN". I/0 WAS FAMILIAR
WITH A B/M NAMED DANA MIDDLETON THAT GOES BY THE NAME "BEAN" AND HIS PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION WAS
VERY CONSISTENT WITH THE DESCRIPTION GIVEN BY THE VICTIM.. I/O PLACED THE SUBJ. DANA MIDDLETON
T*"7 A 6 PERSON PHOTO LINE UP AND PRESENTED IT TO THE VICT. ON 08/27/2007. THE VICTIM PICKED
i IITHOUT HESITATION AND STATED THAT IS HIM 100% POSITIVE. ! I/0 HAD VICT. INITIAL AND DATE
THE PICTURE #2 WHICH IS DANA MIDDLETON, AND SIGNED AN AFFIDAVIT OF LIME-UP FORM.

I/0 ADVISED THE WIGHT SHIFT AND ON COMING DAY SHIFT PATROL OFFICERS TO LOCATE DANA MIDDLETON
AND BRING HIM INTO GREER PD, AND NOTIFY I/O UPON HIS DETAINMENT. ON 06/28/2007 1/0 WAS
ADVISED THAT THEY HAD LOCATED DANA MIDDLETON AND HE WAS TRANSPORTED TO GREER PD. I/O MET WITH
SUBJ. AT GREER PD , AND TRANSPORTED THE SUBJ. TO CID OFFICE FOR AN INTERVIEW. SUBJ'S MOTHER
WAS NOTIFIED AND SIGNED A PARENTAL CONSENT FORM, SUBJ. WAS ADQISED OF HIS MIRANDA RIGHTS AND
SIGNED A WAIVER AGREEING TO SPEAK TO I/0. SUBJ. WAS QUESTION@D ABOUT H1IS WHEREABOUTS ON
FRIDAY NIGHT AND HE STATED "THAT HE WAS JUST WALKING AROOUND, HE WALKED ALL OVER, AND EVEN
WALKED TC MR. BINGO. SUBJ. WAS QUESTIONED ABOUT THE TNCID*NT:AND DENIED DOING IT. 1I/O
ADVISED SUBJ. THAT HE WAS IDENTIFIED BY THE VICTIM BY LINEU? AND HE STILL DENILD THE
ALLEGATION, AND SHOWED NO REMORSE.

I/0 WILL HAVE SUBJ. CHARGED WITH ARMED ROBBERY AND ABWIK., ON{A JUVENILE REFERRAL, AND ATTEMPT
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