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"S.C. SUPREME COURT

Re: Jason Shane Lawson #290801 vs. State of South Carolina
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Dear Mr. Shearouse:

Enclosed for filing please find a Notice of Appeal which is being filed on
behalf of the Appellant, Jason Shane Lawson #290801. Also enclosed are the
following documents: (1) Proof of Service of Notice of Appeal; (2) a copy of the order
denying Mr. Lawson’s application for Post-Conviction Relief; and (3) a copy of the
sentencing sheets from Mr. Smith’s plea. It is my understanding that a filing fee is
not included because this appeal arises out of a post-conviction relief matter
pursuant to Rule 203(d) SCACR.

Please file the original and return a clocked-in copy to me in the enclosed self-
addressed stamped envelope. By copy of this letter, I am hereby serving the
Attorney General with a copy of the same. I have also filed an original with the
Clerk of Court in Greenwood County. “Should you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact me. Thank you for your assistance. ’

With Kind Regards, I am

%W

Laura M. Saunders

Enclosures

LMS/ File 4.800

cc: Justin Hunter, Assistant Attorney General
Jason Shane Lawson #290801
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
OF THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF LAURENS
2014-CP-30-0828

Jason Shane Lawson,
S.C.D.C. No. 290801,

ol ~
Applicant, - 3C> =
ORDER OF DISMISSAL 22 = '_t: N

V. o % _ _

™ o g
State of South Carolina, X = >
== —
ey =
Respondent. == W
o

This matter comes before the Court by way of an Application for Post-Conviction Relief

(PCR) filed October 16, 2014. Respondent made its Return on or about January 29, 2015. An
evidentiary hearing into the matter was convened on June 7, 2016, at the Greenwood County
Courthouse in Greenwood, South Carolina. Applicant was present at the hearing and represented
by Laura Saunders, Esquire. Justin Hunter, Esquire, of the South Carolina Attorney General's
Office represented Respondent. At the hearing, Applicant testified on his own behalf. Applicant's
plea counsel, Dan Farnsworth, Esquire, and his initial plea counsel, Elizabeth Wiygul, also
testified. This Court had before it a copy of Applicant's records from the Laurens County Clerk
of Court, Applicant's records from the South Carolina Department of Corrections, the plea

transcript, Applicant's PCR Application, and Respondent's Return.
I PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Applicant is presently confined in the South Carolina Department of Corrections pursuant
to orders of commitment of the Laurens County Clerk of Court. Applicant was indicted at the
March 2012 term of the Laurens County Grand Jury for Attempted Murder (2012-GS-30-0449),

Armed Robbery (2012-GS-30-0450), Possession of é Weapon during the Commission of a
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Violent Crime (2012-GS-30-0451), and Kidnapping (2012-GS-30-0452). Applicant was initially
represented by Elizabeth Wiygul, Esquire, and subsequently represented by Dan Farnsworth,
Esquire. On June 5, 2014, Applicant pled guilty to Attempted Murder as indicted, Kidnapping as
indicted, Strong Arm Robbery as a lesser included offense of Armed Robbery, and Possession of
a Weapon during the Commission of a Violent Crime as indicted. The Honorable Frank R. Addy,
Jr. sentenced Applicant, pursuant to a recommendation from the State, to confinement for
twenty-three (23) years for Attempted Murder, twenty-three (23) years for Kidhapping, fifteen
(15) years for Strong Arm Robbery, and ﬁveA(S) years for the weapons charge. All sentences
were to run concurrently. Applicant did not appeal his conviction or sentence.
PCR Applicatior

In his current Application, the Applicant alleges that he is being held in ‘custody

unlawfully for the following reasons:
1. Ineffective Assistaﬁce of Counsel
a. Counsel failed to interview victim and witnesses
2. Involuntary Guilty plea
II. SUMMARY AND EVIDENCE PRESENTED AT PCR HEARING
Applicant's Testimony

Applicant testified that he was initially represented by Elizabeth Wiygul. He testified that
he sent her a letter asking her to get him the best plea deal available. Applicant testified that he
was initially presented with a plea offer of twenty years to plead to attempted murder. He
testified that this offer was to be held open from February 24, 2012 to May 4, 2012. Applicant
testified that he received a letter from Ms. Wiygul on May 21, 2012 informing him that the
twenty year plea offer was still on the table. He testified that he never rejected this offer and told

her that he wanted to accept the offer but was not sure when this conversation took place,
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Applicant testified that when he was represented by Mr. F amsWorth the twenty year plea
offer was off the table and a thirty year offer was in effect. He testified that Mr. Farnsworth did
not revive the twenty year offer for him. He testified that he saw the discovery with Mr.
Farnsworth but never went over his version of the facts with Mr. Farnsworth. He testified that he
gave Mr. Farnsworth the name of a favorable witness to investigate, Ronﬁie Craig, who
Applicant stated was friends with the victim. He testified that Mr Craig would have testified at
trial that the victim was not going to see him in Lqurens.

Applicant testified that he gave his plea involuntarily because he did not know that the
victims would speak. He testified that Mr. Farnsworth told him that he would ask for a fifteen
year sentence and nothing would be said on the victims' behalf, Applicant testified that there was
no recommendation from the State as to the amount of time but Applicant did not think he would
get more than fifteen years.

Counsel Dan Farnsworth's Testimony

Mr. Farnsworth testified that he began representing Applicant in November 2013. He
testified that there was initially a twenty year offer from the State but a thirty year offer when he
began his representation. He testified that Applicant said he wanted a twenty year offer but did
not tell Ms. Wiygul. Mr. Farnsworth testified that he tried to renegotiate the fwenfy year offer
with the State but they would not agree. He testified that tﬁe thirty year offer was rejected by
Applicant.

Mr. Farnsworth testified that he saw Applicant four to five times in Laurens County and
two times in Perry Correctional. Mr. Farnsworth testified that the evidence in the case included a
victim's statement, lineup identification, and a codefendant confession. He testified that the facts

in this case were overwhelming as to Applicant's guilt. Mr. Farnsworth testified that he met with
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the solicitor three to four times prior to the plea. Mr. Farnsworth testified that Applicant never
said that he wanted to proceed to trial.

Mr. Famsworth testified that the only recommendation from the State was to run the
sentences concurrently. He also testified that other charges against Applicant were dismissed.
Mr. Famnsworth testified that he spoke in chambers with the plea judge and the solicitor and got a
feeling that the plea judge would give a fifteen year sentence. He further testified that the plea
judge did not give a specific number of years he would give Applicant prior to the plea, He
testified that he did not give a guarantee to Applicant and did not have any concerns at the plea
hearing. Mr. Farnsworth testified that the plea judge took into account the fact that Applicant
took the blame off of his codefendant at the guilty plea. He testified that he believed it was in
Applicant's best interest to plead guilty and thought fhat he would have received consecutive
time if he went to trial. Mr. Famsworth further testified that the victims do not always make
statements at plea hearings but it is more common in Laurens County. |

Mr. Farnsworth testified that he did investigate Applicant's issue with Ronnie Craig, and
believed that he would have been more of a character witness as to the victim's credibility than
an alibi witness for Applicant. He testified that even if Mr. Craig did not meet with the victim
around the time of the incident, this would not have helped Applicant's case at trial, M.
Farnsworth further testified that Applicant did not have much of an alibi because his ID was
found in the motel room where the incident occurred. He testified that he would have used an
alibi if Applicant had one.

Counsel Elizabeth Wiygul's Testimony
Ms. Wiygul testified that she met with Applicant on multiple occasions and discussed the

plea offers. She testified that the State's initial offer to plea to attempted murder for twenty years
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ran from February 24, 2012 to May 4, 2012. She testified that she sent a letter to Applicant on
May 21, 2012 informing him that the twenty year offer still stood. Ms. Wiygul testified that she
talked in person, on the phone, and through Applicant's mother to relay the plea offer and
Applicant rejected the offer. She testified that this twenty year plea deal did not expire because
the May 4, 2012 date was pre-printed on the offer sheet but not absolutely binding, She testified
that Applicant revoked the twenty year offer and she relayed this information to the assistant
solicitor. Ms. Wiygul further testified that she would have never advised Applicant to reject a
plea offer and that the rejection of the twenty year offer was his decision.

Ms. Wiygul testified that on June 10, 2013 she sent Applicant a letter outlining her
discussion with the assistant solicitor prosecuting Applicant's case whefe she asked the assistant
solicitor for the best offer available. The letter reflects that the assistant solicitor replied that he
would ask for consecutive sentences at trial but that if Applicant pled guilty to attempted murder
and armed robbery the other charges would be dropped.

III.  APPLICABLE LAW
In a post-conviction relief action, the Applicant bears the burden of proving the

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

application alleges ineffective assistance of counsel as a ground for relief, the Applicant must

prove that "counsel's conduct so undermined the proper functioning of the adversarial process

that the trial cannot be relied upon as having produced a just result." Strickland v. Washington,
466 U.S. 668, 104 S. Ct. 2052, 2064, 80 L.Ed.2d 674, 692 (1984); Butler, 334 S.E.2d 813.

The proper measure of performance is whether the attorney provided representation
within the range of competence required in cnmmal cases. The courts presume that counsel

rendered adequate assistance and made all significant decisions in the exercise of reasonable
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professional judgment. Strickland, 466 U.S. 668. Applicant must overcome this presumption in

order to receive relief. Cherry v. State, 300 S.C. 115, 386 S.E.2d 624 (1989).

Courts use a two-pronged test in evaluating allegations of ineffective assistance of
counsel. Id. at 117, 386 S.E.2d at 625. First, the applicant must prove counsel's performance was
deficient. Id. Under this prong, courts measure an attorney's performance by its "reasonableness

under prevailing professional norms." Id, (citing Strickland, 466 U.S. at 688). Second, any

deficient performance must have prejudiced the applicanfr such that "there is a reasonable
probability that, but for counsel's unprofessional errors, the result of the proceeding would have
been different." Id. at 117-18, 386 S.E.2d at 625. With respect to guilty plea counsel, the
Applicant must show there is a reasonable probability that, but for counsel's alleged errors, he

would not have pled guilty and would have insisted on going to trial. Hill v. Lockhart, 474 U.S.

52, 59 (1985).
IV.  FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This Court has reviewed the testimbny presented at the evidentiary hearing, observed the
witnesses presented at the hearing, passed upon their credibility, and weighed the testimony
accordingly. Further, this Court has reviewed the Clerk of Court records regarding the subject
convictions, the trial transcript, Applicant's records from the South Carolina Department of
Corrections, the application for post-conviction relief, and the legal arguments made by the
attorneys. Pursuant to S.C. Code Ann, § 17-27-80 (2003), this Court makes the following
findings of fact based upon all of the probative evidence presented.

As a matter of vgeneral impression, this Court finds both Ms. Wiygul's and Mr,
Farnsworth's testimony to be credible and persuasive on all matters. These credibility findings

have been applied to the Court's findings and conclusions set forth below.
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Ineffective Assistance of Counsel
Applicant alleges tI;at his plea counsel were ineffective for failing to interview the victim
and a witness, Mr. Ronnie Craig. An applicant who pleads guilty on the advice of counsel may
collaterally attack the plea only by showing that (1) counsel was ineffective and (2) there is a
reasonable probability that but for counsel's errors, the applicant would not have pled guilty and

would have insisted on going to trial. Roscoe v. State, 345 S.C. 16, 20, 546 S.E.2d 417, 419

(2001) (citations omitted). An applicant. alleging his guilty plea was induced by ineffective
assistance of counsel must prove that counsel's advice was not "within the range of competence

demanded of attorneys in criminal cases." Hill v. Lockhart, 474 U.S. 52, 56, 106 S. Ct. 366, 369

(1985). To find a guilty plea is voluntarily and knowingly entered into, the record must establish
the defendant had a full understanding of the consequences of his plea and the charges against
him. Boykin v. Alabama, 395 U.S. 238, 89 S. Ct. 1709, 23 L.Ed.2d 274 (1969).

This Court finds that Applicant has failed to show that Mr. Farnsworth and Ms. Wiygul
were ineffective in any way during their representation. Applicant asserted that he told Mr.
Famsworth about a potential witness, Mr. Craig. This Court finds Mr. Farnsworth's testimony
credible that he investigated the potential witness and that Mr. Craig would not have been an
alibi witness but would have only been a character witness as to the victim's credibility. This
- Court also finds Mr. Farnsworth's testimony credible that Mr. Craig would not have made a
difference in the outcome of a trial. To the extent that Applicant alleges that Ms.Wiygul or Mr.
Farnsworth were ineffective for failing to properly investigate Applicant's case, this Court finds
that Applicant has fajled to show what any additional investigation would have revealed. See

Moorehead v. State, 329 S.C. 329, 496 S.E.2d 415 (1998) (failure to conduct an independent

investigation does not constitute ineffective assistance of counsel when the allegation is
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supported only by mere speculation as to the result); Davis v. State, 326 S.C. 283, 486 S.E.2d

747 (1997) (relief denied where applicant failed to present witnesses or specific testimony
establishing applicant would have had a defense with additional time to prepare for trial); Skeen

v. State, 325 S.C. 210, 481 S.E.2d 129 (1997) (applicant not entitled to relief where no evidence

presented at PCR hearing to show how additional preparation would have had any possible effect
on the result at tﬁal).

To the extent that Applic‘ant, alleges that a plea offer was not conveyed; this Court finds
that this allegation is without merit, This Court finds that Ms. Wiygul relayed the twenty year
offer, as evidenced by her letter to Applicant dated May, 21, 2012. This Court also finds her
testimony credible that Applicant rejected the twenty year offer.

Furthermore, this Court finds that Applicant has failed to prove that he was prejudiced by
either counsels' actions as he has failed to show that he would have lproceeded to trial but for
either counsels' advice. The plea court accepted Applicant's plea as being made freely,
voluntarily, and knowingly after a lengthy colloquy advising Applicant of the rights he was
giving up by pleading and explaining the potential sentence. Applicant has made no indication
that he would rather have gone to trial but for the alleged errors, and as such has failed to show
that he was prejudiced by either counsels' actions.

Involuntarily Guilty Plea

Applicant further argues his plea was not given freely and voluntarily. This Court finds
otherwise and concludes that Applicant's plea was entered freely and voluntarily, To find a guilty
plea is voluntarily and knowingly entered into, the record must establish the defendant had a full
understanding of the consequences of his plea and the charges against him. Boykin v. Alabama,

395 U.S. 238, 89 S. Ct. 1709, 23 L.Ed.2d 274 (1969). A defendant's knowing and voluntary
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waiver of statutory or constitutional rights must be established by a complete record, and "may
be accomplished by colloquy between court and defendant, between court and defendant's

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

Ray, 310 S.C. 431, 437, 427 S.E.2d 171, 174 (1993)). A guilty plea is a solemn, judicial
admission of the truth of the charges against an individual; thus, a criminal inmate's right to

contest the validity of such a plea is usually, but not invariably, foreclosed. Dalton v. State, 376

S.C. 130, 137-38, 654 S.E.2d 870,'874 (Ct. App. 2007) (citing Blackledge v. Allison, 431 U.S.
63, 97 8. Ct. 1621, 52 L.Ed.2d 136 (1977)). Therefore, statements made during a guilty plea
should be considered conclusive unless a criminal inmate presents valid reasons why he should

be allowed to depart from the truth of his statements. Crawford v. United States, 519 F.2d 347

(4th Cir.1975).

This Court finds, and the record reflects, that Applicant was fully advised that he was
pleading guilty and therefore waiving any challenges to the evidence against him. The plea
court's thorough colloquy with Applicant demonstrates that he understood the consequences of
pleading guilty. Applicant presented no credible evidence as to why he should be able to depart
from his statements at the plea hearing. This Court finds very credible both Mr, Farnsworth's

testimony regarding his preparation and advice concerning the case. This Court also finds

- Applicant's allegation that his plea was involuntary because he did not know that the victim

impact statements would be presented to be without merit. According to the South Carolina
Victims' Bill of Rights, a victim of a crime has the right to be heard at a plea proceeding. S.C.
Const. art. I, § 24. This Court finds that the victim's exercise of such this right through an impact
statement did not cause Applicant's guilty plea to be made unknowingly, involuntarily, or

unintelligently,
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The record reflects Applicant fully admitted his guilt to the plea court. "A guilty plea
constitutes a waiver of nonjurisdictional defects and claims of violations of constitutional rights."

Jamison v. State, 410 S.C. 456, 467, 765 S.E.2d 123, 129 (2014) (citing State v. Rice, 401 S.C.

330, 331-32, 737 S.E.2d 485, 485-86 (2013); Hyman v. State, 397 S.C. 35, 44, 723 S.E.2d 375,

379 (2012)). Notably the South Carolina Supreme Court has held "[a] guilty plea represents a
break in the chain of events which has preceded it in the criminal process." Id. (citations
omitted). "When a criminal defendant has solemnly admitted in open-court that he is in fact
guilty of the offense with which he is charged, he may not thereafier raise independent claims
relating to the deprivation of constitutional rights that occurred prior to the entry of the guilty
plea." Id. (citing Rice, 401 S.C. at 332, 737 S.E.2d at 486). After a full review of the record, this
Court finds the plea judge correctly found Applicant's plea was freely, voluntary, and
intelligently made.
All Other Allegations
As to any and all allegations that were raised in the application or at the hearing in this
matter and not specifically addressed in this Order, this Court finds the Applicant failed to
present any testimony, argument, or evidence at the hearing regarding such allegations.
Accordingly, this Court finds the Applicant has abandoned any such allegations.
V. CONCLUSION
Based on the foregoing facts, the Court finds and concludes that Applicant has not
established any constitutional violations or deprivations that would require this Court to grant his
application for post-conviction relief. Applicant failed to clemonstraté that either counsels'

performances were unreasonable under prevailing professional norms. Cherry, 300 S.C. at 117-
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18, 386 S.E.2d at 625; Stalk v. State, 383 S.C. 559, 563, 681 S.E.2d 592, 594 (2009). Therefore,

this application for post-conviction relief must be denied and dismissed with prejudice.
The Court notes Applicant must file and serve a notice of appeal within thirty (30) days
from PCR counsel's receipt of written notice of entry of judgment to secure the appropriate

appellate review. See Rule 203, SCACR. Pursuant to Austin v. State, 305 S.C. 453, 409 S.E.2d

395 (1991), Applicant has a right to appellate counsel's assistance in seeking review of the denial
of post-conviction relief, Rule 7 L1(g)s SCRCP, provides that if Applicant wishes to seek
appellate review, PCR counsel must serve and file a notice of appeal on Applicant's behalf,
Applicant is directed to South Carolina Appellate Court Rule 243 for appropriate procedures for

appeal.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

1. The Application for Post-Conviction Relief is denied and dismissed
with prejudice; and

2. Applicant shall remain in the custody of the South Carolina
Department of Corrections to complete service of his sentence.

-
AND IT IS SO ORDERED this 7 day of/’\//ﬁ /4/ 2

4/
Presiding Judge
Eighth Judicial Circuit
ATRUE COp
» South Carolina ” COPY OF ORIGINAL,

_ VLynn W, Lancaster
Laurens County COCP & GS
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF Laurens ;
STATE VS. ) INDICTMENT/CASE#: 12GS30-0449
Jason Shane Lawson ) AWHE: M915708
AKA: y  Dateof Offense: _12/15/2011
Race: CAUCASIAN Sex: M Age: 36 ) S.C.Code § :_16-03-0029
DOB: NN __SS* SN ) CDR Codefi; __3410
Address: SR )
City,State,Zip.  Clinton, SC 29325
SENTENCE SHEET
DL¥ SID#: SC01145819 % E
*CDL Yes[] NofT] CMV Yes[] No[] Hazmat Yes(]] No[]
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was [] CONVICTEDOF or [RIPLEADS
TO: Murder/ Attempted Murder
in violationof § 16-03-0029 of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 3410
{J NON-VIOLENT X VIOLENT [JSERIOUS [X]JMOSTSERIOUS  [JMandatory GPS(CSC (1617-2545
w/minor 1st or Lewd Act)
The charge is: As Indicted, . [JLesser Included Offense, [T Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. {(defendant's initials)
Thepleais: ] Without Negotiations or Récommendation, ~_-#-[|_Negotiated Sentence, R mmgendation by the State.
ATTEST: _~~ : y
L 7308/ 1757

Scott, Dale SC Bar# » Defendant A%mey&r cfendagy SC Bar¥#

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is comrmgited to [N State Department of (,orrections, aunty Detention Center,

e )
@ of [[J underthe Youthful Offender Act notso exceed years
that upon the service of days/months/years and/or payment

for a determinate term of Q i 5

and/ortopayafineof$ __;provided
of $ ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of
probation, which are incorporated by reference.
[d-€ONCURRENT or [] CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:
(LA Defendant is to be given credit for ti e served pursuant to §.C. Code § 24-13-40 to be calculated and applied
by the State Depertment of Corrections. (2= (11

[J The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C, Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant ta 18 U.S.C Section 922,it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminsl
Domestic Violence ) to ship,transport,possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
(IRESTITUTION: [_] Deferred [} Def. Waives Hearing [ ordered  pTUP
Total: § plus 20% fee:
Payment Terms:
[ Setby SCDPPPS

_ days/hours Public Service Employment
Obtain GED O
Attend Voc. Rehab, or Job Carp.
May serve W/E begining

=B A N
(]

Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling O
*Fine: Random Drug/Alcohol testing 0O
§ 14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5 %) Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§ 14-1.211(A)1) (Conv. Suecharge) $100 pmts, of § beginning
8§ 14-1-21 1(A)2) (DUI Surcharge) $100 .
E 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) s12 S §  paidto Public Defender Fund
§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 7§ Other: S/ —=
Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) $500 % R =~ Z OF ORIGINAL
§ 14-1-212 (Law Entorce. Funding) 25 § AS. UV =
§ 14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 "% NN ('\('/ A

) T /\ tanaviny
§ 50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $s50 $ —— cas!or
§ 56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ca § 0 Appointed PD or appomted otherncounsel S
Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) $s° § B 00 § 47.12 requites $500°bEpAId) *Clerkll &G
3% 1o County (if paid in installments) $ D during probation.
TOTAL $ 70

) Presiding Judge

Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clerk MM) Judge Ccinde: ) HE
Count Reporter: Sentence Date:

SCCA/217 (03/2011)




i STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

COUNTY OF Laurens
STATE VS. INDICTMENT/CASE#: 12G830-0451
Jason Shane Lawson A/WE: M915710

)
)
)
)
AKA: § Date of Offense: _12/15/2011
)}
)
)
)
)

Race: CAUCASIAN Sex; M Age: 36 S.C.Code § :_16-23-0490

DoB: N s+ CDR Code #: __0549
Address: _ N
City,State,Zip:

Clinton, SC 29325
DL#: SID#: §C01145819

*CDL Yes{(] No[] CMV Yes[[] No[T] Hazmat Yes[] No[]

SENTENCE SHEET

In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was (0 CONVICTEDOF or XIPLEADS

TO: Weapons / Poss. weapon during violent crime, if not also sentenced to life witho

in violation of § 16-23-0490 of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0549

X] NON-VIOLENT [0 VIOLENT [JSERIOUS ([JMOSTSERIOUS  []Mandatory GPS(CSC (16§17-25-45
w/minor |st or Lewd Act)

The charge is: AsIndicted, [TJLesser Included Offense, [ ] Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. {defendant's initials)

Thepleais:  [JWithout Negptiations or Recommendation, [[] Nego#ated Senten Recommendation by the State,

ATTEST:_+~ o~ 7 734&/-%&.’%&/—2 L 2 s A
— ,

SCBar# Béfendant Anodetq( SC Bar?

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commited to t & State Department of Corrections, [] County Defentlon Center,

for a determinate term of .5 daysimonthgfyearyor [ under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of § - ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and/or payment

of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of
probation, which are incorporated by reference. )

[~ TCONCURRENT or [CJ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

[3~The Defendant is to be given credit for tize served pursuant to S.C. Code § 24-13-40 to be calculated and applied

by the State Department of Corrections.
] The Defendant is 10 be placed on the Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant 10 S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C Section 922,it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal
Domestic Violence ) to ship,transport,possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition,

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

[JRESTITUTION: [T] Deferred [ Def. \Waives Hearing [ ] Ordered  PTUP
Tota: § __  plus20%fee: $ ——_ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED 0
[ Setby SCOPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab, or Job Corp.

— May serve W/E begining
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling O
*Fine:

Random Drug/Alcohol testing
§ 14-1-206 (Assessrrents 1075 %) Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly

§ 14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 z Z)D .00 pmis. of §  _ beginning

Nl

§ 14-1-211(A)(2) (DUL Surcharge) $100 $ .

§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessmen) 512 S $ —__ paidto Publi¢c Defender Fund
§ S56-1-286 (DUl Breath Test) £25 5 Orther:

Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) $500 °§ K

§ 14-1-212 (Lay.Enforce: Runding); INALgss $ AH OO

Agrlﬂl 713 (Drug Codrf Surchargc) s1s0 "§ =~

§ 50 21 1 14(BU1 Breath-Tcsz Fec) 'LL 5 $50 $

§ {56'5-2942(1) (Vet_l_igl_e_ZA_s_s,css}r{'eLr’itl)-——"’“SttOIca $ [0 Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
Provisgag; S(SCCTA Surcharge)LOT s %8 § 47.12 requires $500 be pai

3% 10 Cufry (1fpald dinitaindidS 3 during probation.

TORAK2IC 2 5

. Presiding Judge
Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clerk “/U ‘ Jug:e g]fdel:] ¢

Court Reporter: W___ Sentence Date:

SCCA/217(03/2011)




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF Laurens g
STATE VS. ) INDICTMENT/CASE#: 12GS830-0450
Jason Shane Lawson ) A/WH#: M915709
AKA: - )  Dateof Offense: _[2/15/2011
Race: CAUCASIAN Sex: M Age: 36 ) S.C.Code § :_16-11-0330
DOB: NN  ss+ S )  CDRCode#: _ 0139
Address: _ NENEEGEGEGEGNGEN )
City,State,Zip:  Clinton, SC 29325
DL _ (N SID¥:_SC01145819 ) SENTENCE SHEET
*CDL Yes[] No[J CMV Yes[] No[T] Hazmat Yes[] No[]
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was [(] CONVICTED OF or XIPLEADS
TO: Robbery / Commaon law robbery, strong arm robbery
in violationof § 16-11-0325 of the 8.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0137
X} NON-VIOLENT (T VIOLENT []SERIQUS [JMOST SERIOUS (CJMandatory GPS(CSC {(]1§17-25-45
: , w/minor 1st or Lewd Act)
The chargeis:  [] As Indicted, {X]lL.esser (ncluded Offense, [3Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (defendant's initials)

Thepleais:  [] Without Negotiations or Recommendation,

ATIEST, 2 e D300/ .

Scott, Dale SC Bar#

[0 Negotiated Sentence,  [X] Recommendation by the State.
w/zz;:t\' = . s
Defendant Attagney f 1 SC Bar#
- Wy BRI
WHEREFORE, the Defendant is com [3-State Department of Corrections, [ ] County Detention Center,

ied to
. f&-ws
for a determinate term of @r (0 underthe Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of $ -, provided that upon the service of days/months/years and/or payment

of § i plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of
probation, which are incorporated by reference, :

(3" CONCURRENT or {7 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:
(G The Defendant is to be given credit for tige served pursuant to S.C. Code § 24-13-40 10 be calculated and applied
by the State Department of Corrections. J,,u_ po Ry R et

(1 The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C Section 922, is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal
Domestic Violenee ) to ship,transport,possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
(JRESTITUTION: [ Deferred [7] Def. Waives Hearing [ Ordered  PTUP
Total: § plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED ]
[] Setby SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.
— May serve W/E begining
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling O
*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol testing .
§ 14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5 %) 3 : _Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/manthly
§ 14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) si00 g l D 0.0 pmts. of § __ beginning
14.1.211{AX2) (DUI Surcharge. 0 . .
g 56.8.2 95 s >((D3J(] Assessmem)g ) ;:20 g $ __ paid to Public Defender Fund
§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 S Other:
Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $

§ 14-1-2127(kmw EnforcenFunding)-, ~~7825.., 8 Qﬁ'm
§ 14-1-203 (Dm‘g“Ecau%ﬁ?ch‘arée)* - igisg kg
§ 50-21-11 48U Breath;Tést Fesh 22> 550 7§

< AHZ I T " . .
§ 56-:-2&42(.'3.)\.{.)V.§mc1c Asséssmert) . i $40%a § [J Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
Proviso 90.5 (SCCIA/Surchigrge) a2 sp ! I v § 47.12 requires $500 be p
J%to Cou:rlt)zuj(Lf}pgi@g-jﬁgtg{y]-lﬂgg@}-,\ 2. 3 8 during probation.

TOTAL

Presiding Judge
Judge Code:

PAAI L Sentence Date: )l l /ﬁjl (fl

Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clerk
Court Reporter: \
SCCA/217 (03/2011)




-

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

COUNTY OF Laurens ;
STATE VS. ) INDICTMENT/CASE#: 12GS30-0452

Jason Shane Lawson )y AIWE _M9IsT1I
AKA: )  DateofOffense: _12/15/2011
Race: CAUCASIAN Sex: M - Age: 36 ) S.C.Code § :_16-03-0510
bo:HN RSy 1 ) CDR Code #:; 0095
Address: )
City,State,Zip: — Clinton, SC 29325
DL#: _ QN SID#,_SC01145619 ) SENTENCE SHEET
*CDL Yes[] No[] CMV Yes[] No[J Hazmat Yes[] No[]
[n disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was (] CONVICTEDOF or XJPLEADS
TO: Kidnapping / Kidnapping ’
inviolationof § 16-03-0910 of the 8.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0095
[J NON-VIOLENT (X" VIOLENT (X/SERIOUS  [JMOST SERIOUS [ ]Mandatory GPS(CSC [1§17-2545

w/minor 1st or Lewd Act)
The charge is:  [X] As Indicted, [JLesser Included Offense, [ Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (defendant's initials)
The pleais: [ without Negotiations or Recommendation, jorl by the State,

ATTEST: _~ Z- 7308( Lnaser— )" 957
Scott, Dale SC Bar# Al or.r}e SC Bar#

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commited to t E/State Department of Corrections, County Detention Center,

for a determinate term of _@_ daysimenthyyears [] under the Youthful Offender Act not ta exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and/or payment

of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of
probation, which are incorporated by reference,

(4" CONCURRENT or [J CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

[ The Defendant is to be given credit for ti Z served puz&ant to S.C. fode § 24-13-40 to be calculated and applied

by the State Department of Corrections.
[J The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C Section 922,it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal
Domestic Violence ) to ship,transport,possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
(ORESTITUTION: [_] Deferred (] Def. Waives Hearing [Dordered  pTUP
Total: §__  plus20% fee: $ — days/ours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED 0
[ Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.
— May serve W/E begining
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling ~ [J
“Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol testing 0O
§ 14-1-206 (Asscssments 107.5 %) $ Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§ 14-1-211(AX 1) (Conv. Surcharge) si0 S TO0.0U0 pmts of§ ________ beginning
§ 14-1-211(A)(2) (DUL Surcharge) s100 § 7
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) s12 T ___ Paid to Public Defender Fund
§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 7§ O“‘E“ é
Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) 8500 % - k#ﬁ&r_.dﬁl@i__
§‘\l 4-1-212 (Law Edforcet Funding) $25 s (NJ.00
§ 14- l-2l3 (Dmg Coun Surcharge) ,_ 8150 3
8 5Q-2| 1114(BUI'Breath Tc's‘t Fcc) R A, - -850 3
§'56:3- 2942(!) (Vemcle Assessmcm)_ $40/ea  § [ Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
Proyiso 90. S (SCCJA Gurcha@%c > 8 085S 3 5#W § 47.12 requires $500 be paid o0 Clerk
I%to Coumy (1f pald in instaliments) $ ’ ) during probation.
TOTAL $
Presiding Judge
Clerk of Court/ Deputy Cle 7,(/ W Judge C(;gde‘ 8 .
Court Reporter: Sentence Date: ’ {n 16‘ [1J
Al Ml 7

SCCA/217 (03/2011)




. Law Qfﬁces of Laura M. Saunders

| P.0.Box731
] 'Laurens, SC 29360
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- Via US Mail
The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse

Clerk, South Carolina Supreme Court
P.0.Box 11330

Qolumgja, SC‘_;_292$11 '
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