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' Re. Court Brief submitted by Perry Lee Watford (#289215) regarding December 2002
court sentencing '

May 21, 2010

Re: Court Brief submitted by Mr. Perry Lee Watford (#289215) regarding December
2002 court sentencing

Subject: Personal narrative of listed family members regarding attorney meetings
Responders/Relationship to Perry Lee Watford:

Brenda Silvio — Mother, Louise Micoch — Aunt, Frank Micoch — Uncle, Ann Zimmerméﬁ-w%‘*“
- Aunt, John Zimmerman - Uncle, Tammy Watford - Sister

To whom it may concern:

The following is a narrative of the recollections of the listed family members of Perry Lee
Watford regarding conversations with Mr. Watford's attorney Theo Williams outlined in
the referenced brief.

The referenced case reiates to the automobile accident of October 10, 2001 where a
Mr. Jam__gs Hernandez was killed. Mr. Perry Lee Watford was sentenced to 25 years in
prison for reckless homicide and leaving a fatal crash scene.

While Mr. Watford did flee the crash scene, he surrendered to authorities the next day.
Perry had gone with family members Brenda Silvio (mother) and Ann Zimmerman to
attorney Theo Williams’ office the morning of October 11, 2001 to arrange for legal
representation and turn himself in to the authorities. On that day, Mr. Williams
acknowledged the serious nature of the charges facing Perry, but he was cautiously
reassuring that a plea agreement could be had and a prison sentence of 3-5 years was
possible. At that time, there was a sense that the circumstances of the accident and
fleeing the scene could be made to give support to his case. .

Subsequent fitigations and negotiations with the prosecutor office ultimately led to a
plea offer of 15 years. In subsequent discussions had with Mr. Williams at the
Lexington County court house, Mr. Williams told Louise and Frank Micoch and Tammy
Watford that he had turned down the 15 years sentence since he did not believe this
was a fair offering and that Perry was not the bad person being portrayed. The
circumstance of the accident never seemed to be given enough discussion and there
was much being made of Perry's past personal police history, much of which was
judged to be totally irrelevant to the case being litigated. We remained hopeful that a
fair, lesser sentencing agreement could be had.

At the final sentencing hearing, after fully cooperating with the prosecutor and insurance
litigants, Perry offered a guilty plea and was sentenced to 25 years in prison. Perry's
family members in attendance, Louise and Frank Micoch, John Zimmerman, Tammy
Watford, and Brenda Silvio (Perry’s mother living in Baton Rouge, Louisiana — not in
attendance) were fully sympathetic to the surviving family, but were led to believe the



'Re. Court Brief submitted by Perry Lee Watford (#289215) regarding December 2002
court sentencing

sentencing would be more in line with the original plea agreement of 15 years or less.
The 25 years sentence was a complete surprise to all of the cognizant family members
in attendance or otherwise.

This narrative is offered to bring clarity to the referenced court brief.

Respectfully,

Lde Lp 5110

N ! I

Brenda Silvio / Date

jﬂm; - s 5)ai/so

Louise T Micoch / Date

| LD N, shio

Frank C. Micoch, Jr. YDate’ '

S/2/ 10
Ann Zimnggérman / Date

/4_/ L 7/L!//°

/John Zimmerman / Date

A OF :
+ Sworn before me on this &' ° day of kaN\G , ;'QOIO

Notary Public

Commission Expires: ") l 1% [ DK




e

THE STE. oE SouTH CARDLINA

-RECEWED TN THE suPREMme Cour™T RECEWED
R, ‘ © 01 201
__ DEC 0 1201 APPEAL From Lexin/crons cowvry PO
"8G, SUPREME COURT couer OF Commiow PlEAS ,C. SUPREME COURT
Cose No. & 20ll- CP- 22 - 048R '
?Q«(r\‘ WC&%fA,lBCZQ«[S’ O @ h o e e & & @ A{)PQ.\ \be\—\'

(VA

stade of South Covolina = & o o e o o <« R&s‘)on'cllm‘*

' EXP‘ O_ﬂ(x\’lto N .RQOtuW-ECI

) Above Ca,o toed 40 iglr gro se (es QC/’PL(//)/

. ooing s Wonovedole C@\,v\— W on Exolanction L,oh\‘t
e Towes ”K dederminecchioh  was \Mf» qoer - Agoel et
has an Qn (mb basis .

A‘) * Counse) LOas Ineg;\d‘l\l{. a&s\dmc& \,O\M/\

Counse l{d o infoym A\o?nwﬁ of the (15) fifkcen \'Qws

P\Qa offer B %e stede -
In‘ l&l\\ dnﬁd cak’ 7> Comse_\ acknowleéﬁe e Sorous
] Cou o rms A (d Of Mc)\% ook ng{\’ “
wur € S ’V\\
V\MMW Y 3a ? 'ZQYV\LO\AW“’ Ce)?u\c\ Vla Cn\é Q

rson  senltes ’)ce. of(?;)‘fhme, Yo (5) Pive 10551 bl
P he hme - Subse \Mm‘} cd-wn aaclu @igbf? mf)s.s| wfﬂﬁ
prosecution o ce u lW\ae bap{aoﬂu

of (1) Sifbeen ecs by the stade.



. Cmumd inRovimed Aﬂsd \cart s %«mn‘ ond 1eam1/ Wembers -
, cilscuéétoh \eowuna j Lexmﬁ}vn Couniﬂ:( court House
: -Hm&(h@) Counsel %rwa\ own Fhe(15)Hfeen \eors .
4 E@ oHee Srom Yhe s ‘\rﬁ, MLS»L Counse| DId not -
‘(e\}& s wes a Yo \ac, OQQG?L ond Wwd’ U/xe.
CerLLW\%\’W\c,e, oS‘ e atcident neder seem
(ven c,vxou‘Pos A LS UESI 0 ond @»m was pch loem\cj

a/\ad e,rrxt

¢ elbnt's { l1ce
|s4v$ (? g an& MX’LSPQTL&C%P;{I Somx *E\'Oa 1\\‘
. weelevant “}v W Cose. \aem | b (Jdlcw‘* would -
have -\a\(ex\ Yhe (\S‘) E8leen Jeors P\ea ‘o\i e stode .

M dhe *Hme, ?e,\\m \/uas el lengn \ms
gogmtd«m b L/ C/@cdm\ do{ai Cu LLS
9 -cv-009 S ey 1/1qen a /77
to ﬁwestr jirle exhi Jm‘hé& é;g \/LA
ouvx m Ye Fourth Circnd No. j0- 5‘80
W ¥ enlrerﬁc( rdoruow,{ a8, Zol( Cotrt
\(nou)s octrine orec \Ad{ *\r‘/m Ledoron

ok Qﬂlg_\gx add/ess{ngﬂ < Q)Chi ‘\t flzh%ﬂl‘g;d%a 6f7gtnbﬁ+

E;)a.zc{ w: Hre LwH/\ UrCLu+ P S TA Su.dﬂmmf’
woes  entesecd On Fdoruo\r\[ 28 .20\l .
Aﬁ:d \Jr Contends *\/‘r\o& ‘\"rLCL,\ Counsel's (ld"ton
c\emec\ o\/» eflectve ossistonce o¥ Counsel o in dhis
As . Trial Counsel’s octions s comtory o uhed dhe
S ee Court held (n Judae v, stete 340 sc ssd, 47/
z2d 146 (\q90). ‘V\a} a dﬁ%ﬁ\‘l’ 15 enbiHed o e??ed’l\lﬁ

¢ lent
%SS\S\'?AC,& 0 C"uf;lanf Qﬁs‘\’/} \r mmre, eojs a ngleoL
wen \r\ﬁbrm \ai\(j&o \(l ! R\—ilze 20v 5 P adc\/

N
erﬁ und wf“é\iﬁ’é (C:m mf e Tlective \rrj
%sstercnce, ofr Comsd cd»\'a \Crtzo on\ Uent's

ecision  to )Bu; o Q.SO ° a(g%a
vbo O SY*
p(ea oMcfatn Yhe stede A?gfx%mm$ n n v\er}\ amgfw?n <
refuse. Hae \o\ea o@a e siod



FuXhermore on Meedh 21 y 2012 7146, Cﬂw\-
. decided Lafler V. Coooer . \32 s, 1376 otV’ZSL
!\/L\SSouf\ N, Feye . WS \22 st \3%“1 w\z

Fone. Couck teld Tn loth oo ho
De}mc\w\ ha\ﬁm&m&tww &mmc)\;\wm* n%ﬁf ’t) Counse,)

bk Bxdends Yo oo oosaaanin NG OroCess, . Tn
%\'r\mSQnJr reolew | OF Q\L\/\ (A Ysupport's Aﬁ)ﬁ\\cﬂ‘\'b
AMM

‘\*\/\c& Were wWus wn fack o - dead
ey oA\enk - The  Exinibit T Saran 20,

\D\ A% \\am-\ 5\1;3(0\ Alenl Was G\'\ \/\k'lnj)
all ey m et Convicton od Mae
~\f '3 n»zm Atscovesed guidence. to e
. Tried CGunsel's ackion  Loas 2 uxc\\aa\ s was .
o cohed Stoge of Coums&\s re@c&n\v&‘\ o0& Me Ag?d\cﬂ‘\’
T s prevesl Y Yhe Scne soue 00 all Sowr
feed os wuas dischssed tn Davie V. Shede, 38l sc. Gol 678

. ad Yit (2009
> ‘\’L{g chmﬁ Court \ooked o decision of other SATCA{

Federed \ursdichions aéc\rcssm Hhis ssue.
\{ssrtier\ N D_Q,O_\L Cont © we%e,\leve - ac\goffcm of .

cule, et Comnsel s Sailuce Yo Conve aPeao
Cov;ws%lrudms deficient ovelormance. . 1

The %ﬁor\\ und‘f(\\{t Ha's is et Such Comduct
Constitudhes wnreasoncble b HBerformicnce. undes Hae
p(é\)al\mﬁ %o?u&ona\ S\’&Y\A(/JAS es%\\shﬁé bo %{

AYV\:R[\CQn (\sSouo)nom o~r s M- speci Ge e
cwe o% Com Uwf:\,kcux %Skof\&\
Stendeed s . ?\eob 1S r \/u(e QQ& (Lummumcdc ‘
Wit \mm\ So e C,Lm oL mg}wm&

decision  eaoon ooosal's by the stede
Id. ok 38l %L (oolS C75 j \D j ¢/ 6( ﬂvcr)3
‘\’\'\a Davte  Coucl \/\&\c\ Yok “a case \O\i case

a_j s most Consiskend with orior decasions

eSCectuely a cdheves the UWhmnate aaal of

i)

stesg\n3 whe \/w,r y bud G Counsel's defic2n-
fsﬁ; cvosce o defendent Lould bhave accepled Hae

)
= proposed offer plea. Tdl. ol 3815 Lol
se2d ull 422 (ac0q), | B0 Wl iz b7s



RS "
4 0‘ -

. T\/w re\)tewmﬂ Court aﬂ)\u a%o'\()fo ed Jceﬁ O e

W ollegations of ineSledhive assistente o ples
C,ouns 300 s.¢. at H’? 386 S.Ezd OJ\' LA c,f/‘uz_c[
S‘\’Ytddmd \se 0.ddi ﬁm’la\ C\ €5 % Counse)s OLSS\SHM\QQ_.
Yo Hhe dd{n& N wlmch /S (;'\D ad Vo the defndants .
LConse ond Yhe more partanlar duhes +o Con st with -
. defendent on Impordoent develooment’s i1 he Course -
of the Prosec,whon“ Stricklend V. Washingtorr . at 688 -
M Aﬂ)a\\o\ﬁ.* VS Qm‘wrlec) R« QOW\SQ‘ +o 152 unc\l\)ldﬁd

\oval Ta) Lod(\‘\ou”jr \1 Telfune + 450 F.24 1223 cuL_(Q%’
L. Qoot) Vefendent's sivHs Amendment right ‘o

Cowsel's ncduded Hie vight 4o bc e, rﬁcnkc\ by an
QUETOr Ny wor Hn Llﬂdl\)ldéd \O alt in McMlann V. -

?\dqwdsOn A%erm LS \\)e 4 (ecsonable ComFekm4
advise’” To c_hem‘ m uul

Tn e Cowse, \\m\»» \'{ fﬁsen*a*im Vheme
.Wue porocedual and (’_cm‘a +Honal e/ror s Mot were .

5ucc SVe Ond eareqiously Cumuiohve . The Waded stodes
veorte Counct 4

( ? ;} 426 W.S. at "/6'7 said Haat
‘[I e mwm\o&rluo effect ob Hhe Pamlia\\ clam

7]
Circum '\C,Q og \\/‘\\5 \}\O\C«‘\‘L ‘\“\'\& C\\x& LSS uifan Q

0
0F fundamente) fauwrness .. This Counct PA [ Tatay ves A
NI.CL(\UY\ \-lec»\“nc:,re_ Founda?(’tcm. Usq SiE2d 27¢¥,39Y, B9s

(Wova, 1835) Eyplaned dhet ¢ 4 The mulahive  evvor doctrine
s Grecded +f erm\% Coct's ‘o reverse where  Lthere
Owg (\umerouse \)Lo)c&‘ﬂm s of

Pomdamentol rules
\S; Consideced (ndvidual ly toould

lhede no meeswred le
On the Cownr bb&f 1N nudetive

%f\wc‘m ceo 05 Sene,md rle - e do%%‘v Yog

W\det\’t\)% Q,NU\/ doc\’er vioy b{ Consideced wlhe~
evaluatin a

s Claim o Tried ervoy 7. . .
NStent Modker . Yhe Coonulahve e@Qd’

SQCM:HM» C_ondug ﬂ(9él€c+w)c stedutor

wees ond of Hhe dE_ (_w_/\\‘( O“fi T?\a,\ Couasg
( fQﬂSﬁﬁOﬂ O-V +l'1€ P&H loNéer QYCQQC ﬁa /ﬂﬁf
set [ Jennan+ \10/70.507’7 /—?ee/nwﬂ




/
\ -
%nQ Z?O?,Lis”
?.0- Qo+t \kS' \

 Faic See (S 298700

ouf)(QuVL(’. (‘uuak DT' G de L0

' Clec )m&( E Stxccmm/us,&
RECEIVED 25, >,

NOV 241 20tk C,D\Lu’m‘o Lo ;S c . 292!

MAILROOM

\. . .

LEUI "\ b {\!ﬂAE L




