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Appeal from Sumter County S.C. SUPHEME c
Honorable Erocks P. Goldsmith, Circuit Court Judge  ~OURT

William Gregg

Petitioner,
V. Pro se Johnson Brief
State of S.C.

Respondent,

Appellate Case No: 201 6-000892

1) On appeal is an Order which declares unconstitutional the statutory scheme;
And also the amount allowed for investigative cost and services in such cases in
violation of S.C. Code Am § 17-27-10 thur 120 7

2) Did the trial Court commit Reversal Error, when the Court failed to set aside
the entire jury panel on the ground that the panel was chosen in violation of S.C.
) _1994). ?

3) Was Counsel ineffective when he failed to object to the admission of evidence
by the State, that had ro relevance to my case ?

4) Applicant did not knowingly and voluntarily waive his right, to a direct appeal
of his conviction, and Applicant petition's the Supreme Court to consider whether

t:hePCROourter_roredinit'srulings?




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

around 11:30 pm. November 1, 2003, Kevin and Darrell Herriott were leaving
Herriott's girlfriend's house. Franklin was driving Herriott's 2000 Kia Spartage
and Herriott was sitting in the front passenger seat. As they were backing out
of the driveway, another car came "flying around the curve." App. 75, 1. 22 - 76,
1. 18. This vehicles slowed down and Franklin stopped and spoke to the driwer.
‘App. 76, 11, 19-22, The two vehicles were parked next two each other with their
driver's side door windows aligned. App. 78, 11. 15-17. Herriott claimed that as
he turned his head to "pluck [his] cigarette out the window," he heard a gmshot.
When he turned back around he saw the muzzle of a firearm "flash." The gunshots
" were coming from the other vehicle. Herriott immediately jumped out of the car
and fled into woods. App. 76, 1. 23-77, 1. 8. .

After the gunshots stopped, Herriott heard Kendrick Miller, who was allegedly
standing in the yard in front of Herriott's girlfriend's house, yell, "Ch. He dme
shot him." Herriott ran back to the car and locked inside the vehicle. After he
saw that Franklin had been shot, Herriott ran to Frarklin's mother Imu;e, vhich
‘was only a block away, and told Franklin's mother what happened. He then fled the
scene. He did not call 911 or wait for law enforcement to arrive. App. 95, 11.
3-23. Herriott allegedly called the police the next day and arranged a }:mx/e to
meet with law enforcement and provide a statement. App. 96, 11. 1-3.

Both Herriott and Kendrick Miller claimed Petitioner was the shooter. App.
79, 11. 2-12; App. 462, 1. 19 - 465, 1. 6. These "eyevitness” identifications
were the only evidence against Petitioner. The state theorized at trial that Pet-
itioner shot and killed Frarklin because he suspected Franklin had been respansible
for a recent burglary at Petitioner's house where clothing and other merchandise

Petitioner had purchased in New York to sell at his booth at a local flea market
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was stolen. However, -law enforcement did little to -investigate the case. Once
Miller, and later Herriott, identified Petitioner as the shooter, law enforcement
did absolutely nothing to investigate other suspects or leads.

Petitioner presented an alibi defense. Sherrill Williams, Petitioner's child-
hood friend and old girlfriend, testified that Petitioner would often visit her in
Garner, North Carolina on his way to and from New York where the two were raised.
Petitioner had family in New York and would often drive fram Sumter to New York
on several occasions, Sherrill rode with Petitioner to New York to visit her family.
After a week or two week visit, Petitioner would drive Sherrill home to North
Carolina on his way back to Sumter. App. 1. 5 - 296, 1. 25.

"Sherrill testified that Petitioner came to visit her on October 31, 2003, the
day before the murder, on his way to New York. She remenbered the date because it
was Halloween as well as her mother's birthday. App. 297, 1. 8 -298, 1. 2. Petit-
ioner stayed at her house until Wednesday, Novénber 5, 2003. App. 300, 11. 14 ~ 24,
Again, the murder occurred on November 1, 2003. .

_ The police interviewed Sherrill on December 2, 2003. Sherrill likewise told
the police in a written statement that Petitioner came to visit her on October 31,
2003 and left on Wednesday, November 5, 2003. App. 299, 1. 9 - 300, 1. 13.

[Larry Williams], on the third day of December, 2003 appeared personally befare
[Lt. Westley J. Gardner], of the Sumter County Sheriff's office answering any ques
tions and gave his free and voluntarily statement to [Lt. Westeley J. Gardner] that

he said: that it was on October 31, 2003, he picked up William Gregy, “Bubba" to

1) (LT. Westley J. Gardner) The police interviewed Larry Williams on
Decenber 3, 2003, Larry Williams likewise told police in a written
ststement. Christophor Hart, who was Petitioner’s trial counsel,
said he hired a private investigator to locate and interview
potential witnesses, App. 552. 11. 1 - 6.
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meet him at Kentucky fry chicken on the day in question and was driving a White
Oldsmobile. The prosecutor did not reveal these changes [Pam] made in her story
at trial, nor was any given at the Petitioner's 2008-CP-43-2479 and the veracity

®
of these potential witnesses testimony. See 5\\1&&&‘& 13,19

A United States District Court, District of South Carolina issued warrant for
arrest, Case Number 3:04-590 to arrest William Gregg on charges of unlawful flight
to avoid prosecution, in violation of Title 18. United States Code § 1073. William
Gregg was ultimately arrested in New York on September 24, 2006; Extradited to
Sumter, South Carolina, and while in the Sumter detention center served with a

murder warrant only. See Spupplemental Exhibits App. 25 - 34, 14 - 15,

A Sumter County Jury ultimately indicted Petitioner on October 25, 2007 for
murder, possession of a firearm during a crime of violence, and possession with
intent to distribute heroin. App. 614-615. His case was called to trial on July
28, 2008 before the Honorable R. Ferrell Cothran, Jr., and a Jury.® app. 1. Ass-
istant Solicitor Harry Comner represented the state, and Christopher Hart repre-

sented Petitioner. App. 1. Judge Corthran granted Petitioner's motion to serve the
charge of possession with intent to distribute hervin after finding the 6ffense
was not sufficiently connected or closely related in kind, place, to the nurder

and weapons offense.® App. 51, 11. 4 - 18.

2) The reason why the transcript of Petitioner's trial does not include
the Voir Dira or Jury selected proceedings is due to a conflict of
interest created by Petitioner former appointed counsel of Record
Irma P. Brocks, to include Charles T. Brooks. The Brooks have caused
the Petitioner a deprivation of a Right to challenge to trial Records

to its fullest extents, See Supplemental Appendix 9., to include Exhibits.

3) Law enforcement found heroin during a Search of Petitioner's hame the
- day after the shooting. App. 51, 11. 4 - 18. ' o
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on July 30, 2008, jury found Petitioner guilty. App. 383, 1. 15 - 384, 1. 6.
Judge Cothran sentenced him to thirty five years" imprisomment for murder and
weapons offense. App. 390, 1. 20 - 391, 1. 3. Petiticner did not appeal his
conviction or sentence. Ftn. 4)

On Octcber 27, 2008, Petitioner filed an application for post-conviction
relief (PCR). App. 492 —497. The state filed a return to this application dated
May 7, 2009. App. 498 - 502, Petitioner filed a pro se amended application on
March 22, 2013. App. 503 - 507. An evidentiary hearing was convened on December
14, 2014, mare than six years after Petitioner filed his original application,
before the Honorable J. Cordell Maddox, Jr. App. 508. Assistant Attorrey General
Daniel Gourley represented the state, and John S. Keffer represented Petiticner.
App. 508. By order filed May 18, 2015, Judge Maddox denied Petitioner relief. App.
568 - 575, Ftn. 5)

The reasons, these evidentiary factors were not received or presented to the
2008-CP-43-2479 PCR court. Petitioner was by a representation that was by a con-

flict of interest created by the lawyers Irma P. Brooks, to include the law office
- .of Charles T. Brocks, in.pursuing Petitioner's statutory rights to have "all" of
the issues presented to the PCR court showing his trial counsel is ineffective
"Irma P. Brooks submitted Petitioner's exparte motion for approval of funds in order
to contract an exparte investigation befoi:‘é the Honorable Ferrell Cothran Jr., trial
judge."” Sentencing judge on July 1, 2009. Cothran denied motion July 6, 2009.

See Supplemental Appendix Exhibits.

4) The Petitioner filed pro se, to this case matter 2008-CP-43-2479 July
1, 2009, and pursuant to the stationary Rules, Petitioner had explicity
state and had fully exercised his statutory rights to a White v. state

review at :263 S.C. 110, 208 SE. 2d 35 (1974) per se to judge to adjudicate.

See App. Supplemental Appendix 1 - 6.

5) For whatever reasons, on September 10, 2012, the Honorable R. Ferrell
Cothran Jr., assigned John S. Keffer as counsel of record for Petitioner

evidentiary hearing that was convened on December 17, 2014. App. 508. By

order filed May 18, 4015, Judge Maddox denied Petiticoner relief. App. 568-575.
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During the evidentiary hearing, Petiticner asserted that "the whole case
[revolved] arourd the witnesses alleging that I committed this crime," but his
attorney did little to investigate these eyewitness, particularly Rendrick Miller,
App. 513, 1. 7 - 514, 1. 8. Petitioner explained that while Miller claimed he
knew Petitioner, Petitioner did not know who Miller was and had never met him be-
fore. App. 515, 1. 20 - 516, 1. 12; App. 518, 11. 5 - 19, He asserted, "This is
a witness that's alleging he actually [saw] me at this crime, and I haven't, haw-
en't see him until the day of the...trial.” App. 518, 11. 11 - 14, Petitiorer
contended that Darrell Herriott and Miller “conversed back and forth"” and "con-

cocted a story that said I committed the crime." App. 519,' 11. 13 - 18. Mareover,
Petitioner said he did not know what Miller was going to testify to on the stand
because Miller never gave the police a written statement and trial counsel failed
to interview or investigate Miller before trial. App. 515, 1. 20 - 516, 1. 12;
App. 518, 11. 5 - 16.

Christopher Hart, who was Petitioner's trial cownsel, said he hired a private
investigator to locate and interview potential witnesses. App. 552, 11. 1 - 6.

He was particularly interested in locating and interviewing Darrell Herriott, who
claimed he was a passenger in the vehicle when Franklin was shot and killed and
identified Petitioner as the shooter. Hart said he asked Petitioner who Harriott
was and all Petitioner told him “for two years" was that he knew Herriott "as a

guy named Black" and that he thought Herriott was a truck driver who lived in Narth
Carolina. Despite efforts to do so, the investigator Hart hired could not find
parrell Herriott before trial. Bart said he was surprised when Herriott later test-
ified at trial that Petitioner and Herriott had "a baby by the same momma." Based
on Herriott's testimony, Hart said it appeared Petitioner and Herriott had a cleser

relationship than Petitioner led him to believe. Lastly, Hart testified tha his
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investigator interviewed Kendrick Miller before trial and Miller said "he heard
some shots, but he didn't see any of the shooting. He didn't see anything take
place."” App. 550, 1. 24 - 553, 1. 16; See App. 469, 11. 14 - 20.

The PCR court ultimately found Petitioner failed to prove trial cowsel was.
ineffective for failing to properly investigate. App. 573. Nothing that trial
counsel hired a private investigator who interviewed Kendrick Miller, the court
found counsel's "actions were reasonable [under] the circumstances and did net
fall below professional norms of reasonableness.” App. 573. Moreover, the court
found Petitioner "can show no prejudice as‘ he failed to present any evidence or
witnesses in support of his argument that [t]rial [clounsel failed to investigate
his case." App. 573. 'Ccnseqmntly, the court denied Petitioner relief.

For whatever reason, Petitioner's PCR attarney failed to file a notice of
appeal from the order of dismissal. However, Petitioner filed a pro se notice of
appeal, this Court requested Counsel Keffer provide the date on which he received
written notice of entry of the order of dismissal. App. 576. This Court ultimately
dismissed Petitioner's appeal after Counsel Keffer failed to provide this informe-
tion to the Court. App. 576.

On November 2, 2015, Petitioner filed a second application for post-caviction
relief seeking the right to a belated appeal of the denial of his original app-~
lication, among other relief. App. 577 - 586. The state filed a return to this
application and motian to dismiss dated December 30, 2015. App. 587 - 590. An
evidentiary hearing was convened on March 18, 2016 before the Honorable Brooks

P, Goldsmith. App; 591. Assistant Attorney General David Gourley represented the

) Miller actually identified Petitioner as the shooter. While he claimed he did not
see the shooting because his back was to the driveway when the shooting occurred,
Miller said he saw Petitioner "creep” around the car Franklin was driving after

. tz:l;e shooting and drive away. He claimed he saw Petitioner's face. App.462, 11.
6.




State, and Timothy L. Griffitn represented Petitioner. App. 591. During the
hearing, the assistant general indicated the State would consent to a belated
appeal based on his review of the "various documen " filed by Petitioner and
his conversation with Petitioner's first PCR attorney. App. 612. By order filed
April 7, 2016, Judge Goldsmith granted Petitioner a belated appeal pursuant to
Austin v, State, 305 S.C. 453, 409 S.E. 2d 395 (1991). App. 610-613,



On appeal is an Order which declares unconstitutional the statutory scheme;
And also the amount allowed for investigative cost and services in such cases in
violation of S.C. Codes Amn, § 17-27-10 thru 120, 2

Petitioner's Six and Fourteenth Amendments to the constitution compel every
State to provide counsel to indigent criminal defendant; Although State is not
required to provide unlimited fundings, it must ensure that defendant has comp-
etent counsel and services of experts necessary to a meaningful defense U.S.C.A.
Const., Amends 6.14.

“[FJjundamental fairness entitle indigent defendants to an adequate opport-
unity to present their claims fairly within the adversary system," The promise
of "an adequate opportunity" vanishes if the State, with its unlimited resources

to investigate a PCR applicant's case at all phases of litigation, Baily v. State,

309 s.C. 455, 460, 424 S.E,2d 503, 506 (S.C. 1992). On Petitioner's appeal is an
Order which declares unconstitutional the statutory schemes. See Supplarmtél
Exhibit #.1,2 ... . ..

On Octcber 27, 2008, Petitioner filed an application for Post Caonviction
Relief (PCR) App. 492-497. The State filed a Return to this application dated May
7, 2009. App. 498-502, Petitioner filed a pro se amend application on March 22,

2013. App. 503-507. On September 10, 2012, The Honorable. R.. Ferrell Cothran. Jr.,

Trial Judge / Sentencing Judge. signed Consent Order to Relieve Aoplicant's. former

counsel, . Edgar Donnald Jr., and Appointed. John S. Keffer, Esquire as :oiliciof
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counsel of record in an evidentiary hearing convened cn December 14, 2014, after

Petitioner filed his criginal application, (1) and also denied the Motion for

furding allowed for investigation costs and services into Applicant's case matt-

ers when funds was requested for an investigator. As the Record do disclose the
Judge is the sentencing / trial judge of record.? Assistant Attorney General
Danial Gourlley represented the State, and John S. Keffer represented Petitioner.
App, 508. By ord@er filed May 18, 2015, Judge denied Petitioner relief. App.

568568-575; Supplement Exhibit # E,’L’.:I:ﬁ 3 .

Petiticner's Sixth and Fourteenth A it Rights to be Effective Assis

tance of Counsel were violated when trial counsel failed to investigate and in-

terview [Larry Williams] and [Lt. Westley Gordner] of the Sunter Sheriff's Dep-

partment, two alleged witnesses into the circumstances of Petitioner's quilt.
These twb alleged witnesses could have supported defendant's alibi, amd trial

counsel had a éuty to make an independent investigation into the facts and not

rely on his belief that the State would parform the testing.

At a minimum, criminal defense counsel has a duty to interview pctential
witnesses and to make an independent investigation of the facts and circumstances

of the case. See Bagwell v. State, 410 S.C. 259, 763 S.E.2d 630 (No. 5267) App.

| 40-44., 154, 163, 164, 171, 179, 210-216, at the PCR hearing, Gregg's PCR counsel
failed to fully disclose all material exculpatory or impeachable evidence regard-
ing the case, No: 2008-CP-43-2479, William Greqg v. State of South Carolima, ie at.

See (Client Reguest and Correspondence Letters January 12, 2010, February 16, 2010,
and March 3, 2011.). (See Supplemental Exhibit #IS;IQ,I:L,«IS ). FOIA request
Edgar Domnald Jr., Esquire, received while in office with Young, Keffer and Donnald

{1) See Case No: 2008-CP-43-2479, Consent Order of continuance and substi-

tution of counsel, September. 10, 2012,
) See Case No: 2008-CP-43-2479, Motion for Funding denied July 6, 2009.
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law office. Petitioner's Attorney Edgar Donnald, appointed to represent an indigent
defendant charge with murder expended $113.75, Through representation of Gregg,
Received Petitioner's FOIA request in Regards to the refferenced case matters,

2008-CP-43-2470, prior to the Evidentiary hearing and further worked for the Third

Circuit Solicitor's office.

"IT]his information is material and have significant probatives to issue in my
Post Conviction Relief matters. See Gibson v. State of SC, No. 24914, (Cite as:
334 5.C. 515, 514 S.E.2d 320). Regardless of defense counsel’s knowledge of the
parameters of crime. The Petitioner is being prejudiced during trial, and being
results fram how trial counsel fails to object to erronecus use of law. My stances
are when the Solicitor made discussion about count £3; in the indictment before
and in the presence of the jury, it did stand as factors toward my innocence and
guilt. A general request for Brady material. Ie. at 103-107, 96 S.Ct. at 2397-93,

L.Ed. 28 at 34-52. Gregg's pre-trial Brady motion recuested "ra]1l information of

whatever foon ... which tends to exculpate the defendant either through the potent-
ial impeachment of any State wiﬁness and all information of whatever form ... which
may lead to evidence which tends to exculpate the defendant ... or impeaching the
credibility of any potential State's witness ..."

In “specific request” and “general-or no-request”, situations, “favorable
evidence is material, and constitutional error resqlt from its supppression by
the government, if there is a reasonably probability that, had the evidence been
disclosed to the defense, the result is accordingly shown when the Government'_s
evidentiary suppression under mines confidence in the cut come of the trial. Kyles
v._Whitley, 514 U.S. at 432-36, 115 S.Ct. at 1565-66.

The PCR Act provides that indigent applicants shall receive funding for Court
cost and expenses or representation "in amounts to the extent funds are made avai--

10.




lable to indigent defendants" ie at, See Supplemental Exhibit #‘J’J{ .

. Letter to Clerk Campbell fram Assistant Attorney General Mary C williams, dated

January 2b, 2009, Reguest Order of appointment Irma P. Brooks, dated January 26,

2009.
The PCR Act clearly provides that the Court shall determine the payment of
cost for funds for investigstive services and experts in an exparte proceeding ie

at. See Supplemental Exhibit #3,Y .

William Greag v. State of South Carolina, 2008-CP-43-2479, correspondence to William

Gregg, dated June 19, 2009, and August 17, 2009. Denial of exparte procesdings for
indigent defendants who request funding for experts and investigative services in
any PCR action could infringe upon the Applicant's constitutional rights ie at,’
See Supplemental Exhibit # 1,9 ,38,Y .

Irma P. Brooks correspondence to William Gregy In Re: “Motion for

2008-CP-43-2479 denied dated July 1, 2009 and July 7, 2009. See Supplemental

Exhibit # 3.Y. ¥ R

Although the PCR Act say's that “any Judge" of caompstent Jurisdiction may

preside over a PCR proceeding that is not entirely true. In all Post-Conviction
proceedings a .'iudge must recuse himself if he was also the Judge who presided over
the guilty plea, criminal trial or probation revocation proceeding for which Post-

Conviction Relief is being sought. See Floyd v. State cite as 400 S.E. 2d 145 (S.C.
1991). It is a shown fact that the Brooks representation of William Gregg for ECR -
is due to a conflict of interest created by the Brooks themselves by allowing the
trial / sentencing Judge to participate in the Applicant's funding reguest. This

did violate Petitioner's due process je at See® Supplemental Appendix910, Exhibit

3 S tpaldic py. T
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ARGUMENT

QUESTION
II

Did the trial Court Commit Reversal Error, when the Court failed to set aside
ﬂemtirejurypmelmmegmmdﬂatﬂ\epanelwasdnsminviolatimofs.&
Code Amn §14-7-130 (Supp. 1994) ?

Trial transcript page (487-490), The Court: I had one of the jurors that just
'notified me, she has a Family Court hearing tonnrmw momning at Ten (10) o’clock
in the morning.

S.C. Code Ann §14-25-125, (Supp. 1991) County Residency is all that is
required for services on the jury in Circuit or Probate Court. S.C. Code Ann. §
14-7-130, (Supp. 1994), and §62-1-306, (1987). The records of the Highway Depart-
ment sufficient to compile juror list for those Courts, because County Residency
is listed in the records.

12,



Trial transcript: (page 487 Ln. 16-20),"The Court: In Manning, and that she
informed Judge King -~ some how, that never got to me -— that she had this issue.
He said he would MARK IT OUT AND TAKE CARE OF IT. Of course, he qualified the
general panel. I didn't know ahything about it." Clearly, this juror was serving
on a jury in two different counties, Sumter and Clarendon counties, in violation of
S.C. Code Ann., _ 14~7-130, and in violaticn of Petitioner's Procedural and Substan-
tive Due Process Rights. A complete review of the record will show that the S.C.
Code Ann, __14-25-125, was violated as out lined above and is violative of equal
protection.

Trial Transcript: (pg. 214 line 24 through page 215). The Court: I talked
with family Court, she left there about 20 or 30 minutes ago and she said she would
be here in the next five or ten minutes."” Once the Court was made aware of the |
facts surrounding this juror and without any record of qualifying of the juror, the
Court according to statute should have set aside the entire panel in the least at
the most this one juror.

Trial Counsel failed to protect Petitioner's due process rights, when he did
not object to the Court allowing this jurer who knew was serving on a jury in-an-
other county. He had a duty to ensure that Petitioner‘s right, to be tried accord-
ing to the mandated of the statute.

petitioner was charged for offense in Sumter County and chose to go to trial
in Sumter County, and according to S.C. Code Amn. 14-25-125, he-should have been
tried by a jury that was enpaneled from residence of Sumter County. Counsel by his
failure to dbject has further contributed to the violation of Petiticner's due
Process Rights, See State v. Black, 462 S.E. 2d 311 " it is a fundamental princ-
iple, that a contemporanecus objection is required at trial to properly preserve

on error for Appellate review, State v. Hoffman, 440 S.E. 24 869."
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ARGUMENT
QUESTION
I11

‘WAS Counsel ineffective when he failed to object to the admission of evidence
by the State, that had no relevance to my case ?

In Holman v. State, 381 S.C. 491, 674 S.E. 2d 171, The Supreme Court held that
“trial Counsel's failure to object to the admission of handgun, no relevance to the
offense for which Defendant was charged amounted to ineffective assistance." See
also State v. McOornell, 290 S.C. 278, 350 S.€.2d 179, "holding the admission of
bullets and a pistol uncorrected to the crime was erroneous and prejudicial.”

Here trial Counsel failed to object to the admission of a bullet that was re-
covered fram the hime of the Defendant, that had no comnection to the crime. See
State's Exhibit #13, Trial transcript page 52 lines 6 thru 19. The Defendant's home
had no connection in any manner to the incident. Counsel failure to object to this

clearly inadmissible evidence was ineffective assistance of Counsel, and this
failure can not be justified by claiming this failure as a valid trial stratergy

See Whitehead v, State, 308 S.C. 119, 417 S.E. 2d 529,

Substantial and easily avoidable prejudice resulted from Counsel's failure to
challenge the admission of uncorrected, was erronecus and prejudicial. See State
V. McCornell, 350 S.E. 28 179. The admission of this irrelevant and prejudicial

evidence, undermines the confidence in the outcome of the trial. And v. Catoe, 642
S.E. 2d 590.

14.



ARGUMENT
QUE GTION
v

o e e e

‘Applicant did not knowingly and voluntarily waive his right to a direct appeal
of his trial conviction, and Applicant petition's the Supreme Court to consider

whether the PCR Court erred in its mling?
Counsel for William Gregg on March 7, 2017, received letter from Petitioner

William Gregg, dated March 2, 2017, reguesting Counsel supplement the record with
Petitioner's pro se request for a Belated Direct Appeal Pursuant to White v. State

See at: 265 S.C. 110, 208 S.E. 2d 35 (1974) per se to Judge to adjudicate filed
with the Sumter County Clerk of Court on July 1, well before 2008-CP-43-2479,
evidendiary hearing.

Petitioner Gregg, filed PCR Application on October 27, 2008, and upon so filing
Petitioner particularly stated that his Trial Counsel, did not filed his direct Appeal
Notice in time. As Trial Counsel, have gave a written statement clearly showing that
the direct appeal was filed out of time, and Trial Counsel, have used no methods to
»;j,icorre,ctions, nor suhnltted to the Appellate Court records, any giving as a explan-

ation as to why the Notice of Appeal convictions was not filed in time as required.
"An indigent Defendant has a right to be informed of an appeal and the manner and
method for taking the appeal.” |

A | The Petitioner also muld include his pro se Motion to Relieve Counsel Charles

T. Brooks filed with the Sumter County Clerk of Court on September 17, 2009, Petiti-~
oner Gregg seeks to cite to these documents in his pro se response to the Petition
filed by undersigned counsel. Petitioner's pro se request for a Belated Direct Appeal
Pursuant to White v State, is also relevant to the relief Petitioner seeks in the
Petition for writ of certiorari filed by counsel.

Here, trial Counsel is responsible for the Defendant’s appeal not being filed
pursuant to and accordingly to Rule 602 (e)(1). S.C.A.C.R., requires trial Counsel

to represent a Defendant until final judgment, including any proceeding on direct
15.



Appeal, unless certain exceptions are met. In the absence of an intelligent waiver,
by the Defendant Counsel must either initiate an appeal or camply with the procedure
in Anders v. Califroina. 386 U.S. 738 87 S.Ct. It is well settled that if the Defe-

ndant does not explicitly and clearly states the waivers on records, by the temin-

ology of voice and signatures to the Court records the right to Counsel to file.
Moreover, the Order of Dismissal indicates that the PCR Court had before it

the Sumter County Clerk of Court records. App..569, 578, 584, 585, 586. Supple-

mental Appendixpg. /-6

CONCLUSION

Based on the facts presented above and the effects of the Applicable Law that

Controls the issues in this case,
Petitioner's prays that this Court Exercise it's Supervisory Power and Order a

new trial,

16.



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE SUPREME COURT

Appellate Case No: 2016-000892

‘William Gregg

Petitioner,
Ve CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
State of S.C.

Respondent,

Petitioner declares under the penalty of perjury that he mailed a copy of his
Pro se Johnson Brief to the parties listed below, by placing it in the U.S. Mail
here at Broad River Correctional Institution mailroom at 4460 Broad River Rd.,
Columbia, SC 29210.

MS. Julie Colam, Esqg. william Gregg
Rembert Dennis Byilding BRCI Mlt, Unit / Rm. 1085
1000 Assembly St. Rm. 519 4460 Broad River Rd.

Columbia, S.C. 29211

Columbia, S.C. 29201 lymbia, §.C. 29210
Clerk, S.C. Supreme Court w % f (7 X )Y
P.0. Box 11330 ‘/(M):Sﬂ Of

pate: § /28 /2017 =

cec: file S
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EXHIBITS
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF SUMTER 717 3g9 |3 PIFORZME THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
William Gregg, #274501, JALLYY. L AMPBELL Case No. 2008-CP-43-2479
' G r'*gufl% ¢
Applicant, JU! Tt)!'\
)
V. ) CONSENT ORDER OF CONTINUANCE
)  AND SUBSTITUTION OF COUN hSE{L' e
State of South Carolina, ) e IS
)
" Respondent. )
)

This matter comes before the Court by way of an application for post conviction relief
filed October 27, 2008. An evidentiary hearing into the matter is scheduled for September 19,
2012, at the Sumter County Courthouse. Apphcant’s counselofreN_gord\Edgar ‘Donnald, Jr. is

no longer in private practice and current employed with the Third Circuit Solicitor’s office. His

former law partner %requests this Court substifite him as counsel of

reWMems to this request.

e —

Additionally, Applicant requests that the case be continued to the next term of court for
post-conviction relief for the Third Judicial Circuit to allow new counsel to adequately prepare
for an evidentiary hearing in this matter. Respondent consents to this continuance request. This
Court finds that this matter should be continued until the next term of court for post-conviction
relief matters in the Third Judicial Circuit.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

L That Edgar Donnald, Jr., Esquire is relieved as counsel of record
and former partner John S. Keffer, Esquire be substituted as
counsel for Applicant;

2. That this post-conviction relief matter shall be conﬁnued and re-
scheduled for the next term of court;
3. The Applicant shall be remanded to the custody of the State.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this /6 dayof 2012.

Page 1 0f2
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R’ FERRELL COTHRAN, JR. s
Chief Administrative Judge
Third Judicial Circuit

, South Carolina

JOHN'S. KEBFER -
- APPIIC COUNSEL

I CONSENT:

up,‘p ? H—C«.ﬂ/u_om/\)
MEGANE. HARRIGAN
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL

*r
H A . -
pye . S 4::__\ )
2 AR TN —
\ : - H o
. Fo .. . .. = . L
— S ~ ' F A T S A S VAL A ey,
B 52 n . & 5 Jwe b s i H vE ey, N -
; y e

Page 2 of 2



Exhibv4 =

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

)
)
COUNTY OF SUMTER ) THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

)
)

William Gregg, 274507 } Case No.: 2008-CP-43-2479
Applicant, )

vs. ) MOTION FOR FUNDING

)
State of South Carolina, )
' )

Respondent. )
]

The Applicant, William Gregg, makes an ex parte motion for approval of funds
in order to Contract an expert investigator. The Applicant is requesting advance
payment of the amount of Five Hundred ($500.00) Dollars out of funds available to the
Office of Indigent Defense (OID) to be applied toward payment of such expenses as may

be necessarily incurred for these services.

Ms. Brooks seeks approval to contract for the expert in investigation, which she
believes is necessary, to the preparation of this case. In addition, she is requesting
payment of the amount of Five Hundred ($500.00) Dollars out of funds available to the
Office of Indigent Defense (OID) to be applied toward payment of such expenses as may

be necessarily incurred for these services.

As grounds for this motion, the Applicant submits the following, which

the Applicant states to be based upon information and belief:

- 1. The Applicant was convicted of Murder and Possession of a firearm
during a crime of violence.

2. This is a serious crime and it requires hiring of an expert investigator.

3. The Applicant denies the allegation(s).

Lo £ Lot

Irma P. Brooks
309 Broad Street
Post Office Box 3512

Sumter, South Carolina 29151
(803) 418-5708

»Sumter, SC 4 /
July 1, 2009 N
[ Jorrril K o=




| | Exhibitty

[_]Circuit Judge [ eferk of Court

quires appointed counsel entitled to payment from the Office of Indigent Defense
(15) days of this appointment at www.sccidsc.ecov. and further directs that
t to the trial judge or clerk of court. See SCCID website for further details.

NOTICE: SC Supreme Court Order of September 29, 2006, re:
(OID) to register the case online with OID within fifteen
reimbursement vouchers be submitted directly to SCCID and no

SCCA/267 (03/07)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF (Select one.)
COUNTY OF ) [-COMMON PLEAS [ | FAMILY COURT
WOl ) JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
% ' ; L4 ) . N
st 593 ) casevon A8 C LA 3 - 02479
Plamtlff(s), ) APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL OR GAL
. ) (Select one.)
é{zd‘e_ S s.CL ) [CHORDER -
Defendant(s). ) [ ] AMENDED ORDER
[E/ ' TYPE OF CASE/PROCEEDING: (Check one.)
Post-Conviction Relief (PCR)/habeas case [[] Adoption (1 Juvenile
[] SVPcase 'l Custody and/or Visitation [] Abuse and Neglect
[1 Minor Name Change - [ Other:

It appears that ‘Q’\’ =3 5 who is a litigant in this case, is entitled to court-appointed counsel
or a guardian ad litem.

Q/It further appears that: (Select only one.)
counsel/guardian ad litem has not yet been appointed by the court; therefore, an appointment

for counsel/guardian ad litem is necessary.

[1 counsel or a guardian ad litem was previously appointed by the court but has indicated either
a possible conflict of interest, an entitlement to exemption, or other good cause warrantmg
the appointment of new counsel or guardian ad litem based on:

O counsel was previously appointed by the court but has not indicated that the htlgant has
retained private counsel and is no longer entitled to appointed counsel.

[ court appointed counsel has obtained , Esquire as substitute counsel pursuant to Rule

608(h)(2); provided, however, only the member who originally received &.QHTIF]ED%
who sought substitute counsel shall receive credit. % X 4 ; .

Other: T RmMe P B R o0 \‘(S F?S wike DEP%QIEERK OF co'um‘
”P.O B 35720 SOUTH GAROLIL,

Mo S,C. 295

counsel ] lead c,ounselJ @ir capztal PCRcase). [ | guardian ad litem

Therefore, it is ordered thatgy{a"(shereby 1s appointed as (Select one.)
for the above-named person. Any counsel or GAL previously appomted 1s/a:e hereby relieved.

[ (i Death Penalty PCR Case) It is further ordered that , Esquire, is hereby appointed
as second counsel in this capital PCR case.

The clerk of court is directed to forward a copy of this order to all persons entitled to
notice. ‘

i) £
IT IS SO ORDERED THISA{ EhAY OF%”L‘} Sy

SCCA/267 (03/07)
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aF CORDED
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLn:Ai op 12 28 JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
W J J S
COUNTY OF SUMTEﬁ' SBELL CASE NO: 2008CP4302479
-2, .:. "'\i H 1o
IN THE COURT OF COMMON}pEg’ g cOURT
LER ""U"ﬂ" .

SU,,ﬁr,i‘, cu

William Gregg vs. South Carolina State of

CHECK ONE:
(] JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a verdict
rendered.

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard

] DECISION BY THE COURT.
and a decision rendered.

[l ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASCN): ] Rule 12{(b), SCRCP; [ Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [ Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [] other:
[T Rule 40() SCRCP [[] Bankruptcy:

[] ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):

[ Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award;
[] Other:

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: - [] See attached order; [] Statement of Judgment by the Court:

see attached Order Appointing Counsel for Plaintiff

Dated at Sumter, South Carolina, this 26th day of January 2009.

- Court Reporter:

PRESIDING JUDGE -

This judgment was entered on the 26th day of January 2009, and a copy mailed first class this 26th day of
January 2009, to attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

Henry Dargan McMaster S.C. Attorney
General'S Ofc./Williams P.O. Box 11549
Columbia, SC 29201

William 274507 Gregg Lee Corr Inst/Sumter-N-
2247 990 Wisacky Highway Bishopville, SC
29010

Irma Pringle Brooks Law Office of Charles T.
Brooks, [1I P.O. Box 3512 Sumter, SC 29151

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFFE(S) ATTO;gEY(S) FOIZHE D} ENDAZT(S)

James C. Campbell - Clerk of Court

‘@K@ gy

SCRCP APP-24/FORM 4

CPFORMA&M
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Law Office of Charles T. Brooks, II1

CHARLES T. BROOKS, III, ATTORNEY AT LAW

309 BROAD STREET ~ SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29150
POST OFFICE BOX 3512 ~ SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29151
(803) 418-5708
FAX: (803) 934-9618 TOLL FREE: (877) 770-8792

June 19, 2009

William Gregg, 274507
Lee Correctional Institution, S.N. 2247

990 Wisacky Highway

Bishopville, South Carolina, 29010

RE: William Gregg v State of South Carolina
Dear Mr. Gregg:

Please provide the name and addresses of the witnesses that are relevant to your case.

Also enclosed aré all the documents we have in reference to your PCR excluding the
transcript which is 400 pages in length and will take some time to get to you.

Sincerely,

arles T. B ooks, 11

CTBI/lb

Enclosure as Stated

[0
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Law Office of Charles T. Brooks, III

CHARLES T. BROOKS, III, ATTORNEY AT LAW

309 BROAD STREET ~ SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29150
POST OFFICE BOX 3512 ~ SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29151
' (803) 418-5708
FAX: (803) 934-9618 TOLL FREE: (877) 770-8792

~July 7, 2009

William Gregg, 274507
Lee Correctional Institution, S.N. 2247

990 Wisacky Highway

Bishopville, South Carolina, 29010

RE: William Gregg v State of South Carolina
Dear Mr. Gregg:

Please be advised that Judge Cothran has denied our request to get an investigator in
your case.

Sincerely,

/ 7 7 {//
,/ ;e /'j // -
Irma P. Brooks
IPB/jib

Attachment
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Law Office of Charles T. Brooks, I11

CHARLES T. BROOKS, III, ATTORNEY AT LAW

309 BROAD STREET ~ SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29150
POST OFFICE BOX 3512 - SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29161
(803) 418-5708
FAX: (803) 934-9618 TOLL FREE: (877) 770-8792

August 17, 2009

William Gregg, 274507

Lee Correctional Institution, S.N. 2247
990 Wisacky Highway

Bishopville, South Carolina, 29010

RE: William Gregg v State of South Carolina

Dear Mr. Gregg:

Please direct all correspondence to our office. If you have something that you would like
to have filed please send it to us. :

Sincerely,

- P S
/// yo 7{7,,/’/,’/3‘4

Irma R. Brooks

IRB/jIb
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HENRY MCMASTER
ATTORNEY GENERAL

August 20, 2009

Charles T. Brooks, III, Esq.

Law Office of Charles T. Brooks, III
‘Post Office Box 3512

Sumter, South Carolina 29151

Re: William Gregg v. State of South Carolina
2008-CP-43-2479

Dear Mr::Brooks,

Pursuant to you letter of August 18, 2009, I have reviewed the transcript provided by the
court reporter in Mr. Gregg’s case. The transcript as I received it contains pages 1-391. While you
did not indicate what portion(s) Mr. Gregg believes are missing, I noted that I do not see jury
selection in the transcript. I will send a letter to the court reporter asking her to review her tapes for
any additional recordings. In the meantime, should you have a specific concern about a portion of

‘the transcript, please let me know as this may be helpful to the court reporter rifizlocatingsany
additional information on the case.

Please contact me with any questions or concems at (803) 734-3737 or

MSWilliams(@scag.gov.

Best regards,

ué/" o Mt

S, /Williams
Assrstant Attorney General



Exhbid# u

Law Office of Charles T. Brooks, III

CHARLES T. BROOKS, III, ATTORNEY AT LAW

309 BROAD STREET ~ SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29150
POST OFFICE BOX 3512 ~ SUMTER SOUTH CAROLINA 29151
(803) 418-5708
FAX: (803) 934-9618 TOLL FREE: (877) 770-8792

August 21, 2009

William Gregg, 274507
Lee Correctional Institution, S.N. 2247

990 Wisacky Highway

Bishopville, Scuth Carolina, 29010

RE: William Gregg v State of South Carolina
Dear Mr. Gregg:

Attached is a copy of letter we received from the Attorney General in reference.to your
transcript. We will advise you once we hear anything.

Sincerely,
Irma P. Brooks
IPB/jlb

Enciosure as Stated
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Law Office of Charles T. Brooks, 111

CHARLES T. BROOKS, III, ATTORNEY AT LAW

309 BROAD STREET ~ SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29150
POST OFFICE BOX 3512 ~ SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29151
(803) 418-5708
FAX: (803) 934-9618 TOLL FREE: (877) 770-8792

August 26, 2009

William Gregg, 274507
L ee Correctional Institution, S.N. 2247

990 Wisacky Highway
Bishopville, South Carolina, 29010

RE: William Gregg v State of South Carolina

Dear Mr. Gregg:

Please be advised that, |, Charles Brooks, will be handling your PCR matter. Mrs.
Brooks is no longer practicing law. | have handled many PCR matters and have been

successful in a few.

We have submitted an Order for funds for approval to Judge Cothran and he denied it.

If you have any questions or concerns in reference to your PCR, please forward them to
me.

Charles T. Brooks, Hli

CTB/jlb
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Page 1 of _3,_ Pages

VOLUNTARY STATEMENT

£7HT

SUMTER COUNTY SHERIF: 'S OFFICE

-

County of Su_m"l’ﬁ C

Personally appeared before_LTT. Lo 1. Cracd~ve ~ states that-
My nameis_Larry Will iamsS

My addressis_ 433 _Magnalic DRive B.sheaiille  S.C-

Date of Birth_t/ [1 T[S € SSN - - __Phone#__(L-8§L60

Before answeri_n_g_ aaquestions or making any statements, | have been advised of my Miranda Rights
- o). G Ard e ~ and | do understand my Miranda Rights and | am making this

statement freely and voluntarily.

- dor\l remcmber €X0~CJ'(\/ LJ\ﬁcj‘ dc.\l T LS \’DLL'&'
VTGS e iThece OCT. 9~OO3 ac Nou. 457, 2663, That
Frdey 6¢ SeTordeay L,.Jker\ L Peclked Robha (_Mo From

The KeaTie \ ToN 00 pmMm I O A0
To NewVorlk. lhje. C,o.k\ Loitliam Gréc.e\ Ru\\a\o . Pam,

(Who i s Bolabels Qir\Friead \orouoL:k lhion T O ! nt
Fm, To Meed Me. Sy Wes mu.f\q A LohiTe
ok, "L 1D Dor*ac)k\‘yr\ Neod \/oré-

lo N S-S‘l?rs Sistec runerl oo d Alea To
P lc Lgn [ume Cletres To Sell. e Fonerel Wes
on MOAA_&\I Novexhe - 3. MY S sTec Teanethir
Lo licons olSs mar\—( Len: T WS, loe 44T Tao Mu,:)
or
c:({‘uPPacL My SS(er OF—F’ oX her SisTerts Nguse
i ndews Vock, Rngiher~r hedy heme HerTie Renl
RleThers alsa LWesT Lo LS. Loke A u_lch.i'-)w

_ttﬂi_ﬁauﬁ__&slam_o_i_j’;mﬁ_a_ﬁm@m%_odvm
T derop L abY; D. STer OFF, O’h—or Wie st Agne. e

WeTr.ed To Fond A Md@ ] ca f\Le@\zorlc \ou_-!m

e~ nleme UWe Likg So e e ST T2 ALeuATQrSeys
OL_r\cLQC\Qg AN\ G2l Room, 4De $Tceu\¢d at Thet LW

I have read each page of this statement consisting of a page(s), each page of which bears my
signature, and corrections, if any, bear my lmtlals and | certify that the facts contained herein are true

and correct. ~
This statement was completed atY.3519M. on the 2 _ S T dayof De_c ROLREY

Signaturg of person giving voluntary statement

1% (0.9 2D

I also received a copy of this statement on the above date and time.

Signaturezw;
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* SUMTER COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE . " Page_Q of 7\ Pages

VOLUNTARY STATEMENT SUPPLEMENTAL

Statement of, Continued.

LW MeTe | LaTie Lie Came bwecle To SauTh Cersling.,
\ade L fT MesdVock onTuesday and NAU_haeme
OKLUJQ_Q(f\eSJ_QV OJ ernocen . DAL Four &F LS Came
\(\&LlCTO i %mbh& Came becle LD T
S AAN hel A d NLGT Slo\/ e NYe) \[OPL- L ohe
Laoe. O\cn oocle T Luent™ To Teack:ie SmiTR's

reose 2o R lhopy e ame\ T eockie Tk Wi
Nome.. Ny "\a.ue, &-e,en RU.LJ'\CL %l(\c,e,‘_‘\r\ef\
“The KeaTucley Frey (‘k ckken Thetr T™ MmeTiga fn

V\(\\] S‘["a\e«\er\TL vS The dde CerosS o Shewon

-rForc& Acse. To Soae o~ N STeciemenT

Trve cnd Cervce e o he ‘QQS—T O—F"MYZVW
'(nowl-ecko‘z. L

\ //
~_ ~
~C —
~_ —

~ —
~ —
™~ —
~ —
~ -

—

—

~ — \\
i <

N
Person giving statement to place initials behind last word of statement as appears on last page.

%ua& Tl cr s
Slé’nattﬁe/ of person qiving valuntary statement
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA -

COUNTY OF SUMTER

' SEARCH WARRANT

CASE #03106280

Date: November 4, 2003

SGT JAMES TURNER

DATE 11-04-03
TIME 9:39 AM:



Form Approved by
__S8.cC Attorney General
(" Section 17-13-160
- March 15, 1978

CASE # 03106280

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
SEARCH WARRANT

COUNTY OF SUMTER

TO ANY BONDED LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR COUNTY OR OF THE

MUNICIPALITY OF SUMTER.
It appearing from the attached affidavit that there are reasonable grounds to believe that certain property subject to
seizure under provisions of Section 17-13-140, 1976 Code of Laws of South Carolina, as amended, is located on the following

premises:

DESCRIPTION OF PREMISES (PERSON, PLACE OR THING)
TO BE SEARCHED

A SINGLE WIDE TAN, MOBILE BOME WITH RUST STAINS, WOODEN FRONT PORCH, WOODEN FENCE IN THE -
FRONT YARD, A RED 4 DOOR MOTOR VEHICLE IN THE FRONT YARD, SIGN POSTED NO MOTORBIKES, NO
HUNTING, NO SOLICITING. RESIDENCE OF ONE WILLIE GREGG I, LOCATED AT 111 PALM SPRINGS DRIVE,

WEDGEFIELD, S.C.

Now, therefore, you are hereby authorized to search the subject premises for the property described below, and to seize such
property if found:

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY SOUGHT
N (SECTION B)
ONE BLACK MALE, KNOWN AS WILLIE GREGG III, WANTED FOR MURDER

This Search Warrant shall not be valid for more than ten days from date of issuance.

A written inventory of all property seized pursuant to this Search Warrant shall be made to

within ten days form the date of this warrant, such inventory to be signed by the officer executing this warrant, and a copy of
such inventory shall be furnished to the person whose premises are searched if demand for such copy is made.

A copy of this Search Warrant shall be delivered to the person in charge of premises searched at the time of such
search if practicable, and if not, to such person as soon thereafter as is practicable; in the event the identify of the person in
charge is not known or if such person cannot be found after reasonable diligence in attempting to locate the person, a copy

shall be attached to prominent place on such premises.

....%f'l—?f/]ﬁv ,S.C.

// 71?7»—@;1,&1, /'3) i .2003 " ng@ (LS.
— Signature ﬁdge
[ D .oopr |

DATE 11-04-03
TIME 9:39 AM:
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CCA/513
(3-78)

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
AFFIDAVIT

COUNTY OF SUMTER

Personally appeared before me, one SGT JAMES TURNER who, being duly sworn, says that there is probable
cause to believe that certain property subject to seizure under provisions of Section 17-13-140, 1976 Code of Laws of South

Carolina, as amended, is located on the following premises in this County:

‘ DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY SOUGHT
ONE BLACK MALE, KNOWN AS WILLE GREGG III, WANTED FOR MURDER

DESCRIPTION OF PREMISES (PERSON, PLACE OR THING)
TO BE SEARCHED

A SINGLE WIDE TAN, MOBILE HOME WITH RUST STAINS, WOODEN FRONT PORCH, WODEN FENCE IN THE
FRONT YARD, A RED 4 DOOR MOTOR VEHICLE IN THE FRONT YARD, SIGN POSTED NO MOTORBIKES, NO
HUNTING, NO SOLICITING. RESIDENCE OF ONE WILLIE GREGG III, LOCATED AT 111 PALM SPRINGS DRIVE,

WEDGEFIELD, 8.C.

REASON FOR AFFIANTS BELIEF THAT THE
_ PROPERTY SOUGHT IS ON THE SUBJECT PREMISES
THAT IS THE SUBJECT’'S RESIDENCE AND AT APPROXIMATELY 8:40 AM. ON November 4, 2003, THE
SUSPECT’S GIRLFRIEND TOLD RICHLAND COUNTY DEPUTY JOE DAVIS THAT WILLIE GREGG I11 1S IN THE

MOBILE HOME.

Sworn to and Subscribed before me

This 3/% day of /ZMMWL', 2003

—A(L.8.)

/ Affiant
SGT JAMES TURNER
ddress_107 EAST HAMPTON AVENUE

(P .
Signature of Judg

SUMTER. SC 29150

Phone _(803) 436-2000

DATE 11-04-03
TIME 9:39 AM:
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_PRINT ALL INFORMATION EXCEPT WHERE SIGNATURE IS REQUIRED '

' FORM B (RULE 6) - :

-

CONTROL NO. B 15us¢ i

-+ ¢<.:"= _ CERTIFICATE OF PROOF OF CHAIN OF PHYSICAL
CUSTODY OR CONTROL
. (Initial Custody)
This is to certify that I LT, RBie (& N (%\ 5)0 » am employed by
ame

Sunme SHeat©Efs o FFAce  andthaton

(Name of Agency or Department)

11-2-07% 1 seized from ] Palm  SPines DR
(Date) " (Name) o

| CoONSeNT To SGF\{LL\‘\&M

(State Whether Subject to a Warrant, Lawful Arrest or Otherwise)

Il Palpa Spaings D

(Place Whert Seized)

pursuant to

at or near

the following substance(s) or container(s):
(Describe substance or container with sufficient particularity to distinguish it.)

Black PlasTic bas cConTAInNTns O clea _Bﬁi\) ConTA TNy
do white Packs of beowrt Pnuwdl®. -
HNe ’IDlnST?c_ bAb CDNTQIN%’_LN:‘ A uhiTe powdee <ubsTance -

On \|l-2-6 & , , I made delivery of the above described
(Date)
substance(s) or container(s) to e U\S EFuaDenc &FE OX of
(Name)

SU\YV\\e L CounwdM  Sher & TC  insubstantially the same condition

(Law Enforcement Agency)

as when I received it. - M
' L7, .

(Signature)

Place: Snmren CovnTy
Date:_ //—A-03

Sworn before me on this ()2 dayof_ ¢/ , 1403

xzon

L
Notary Public for South Carolina

~ My Commission expires: Aoy 30#’_//4?4

EVASI ED- FRMRB.Y 3/99
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FRINT ALL INFORMATION EXCEPT WHERE SIGNATURE IS REQUIRED

- FORM C (RULE 6) .

. CERTIFICATE OF PROOF OF CHAIN OF PHYSICAL
- CUSTODY OR CONTROL
(Subsequent Change of Custody)

This is to certify that I C, Tod) u3 C, . Dﬂ\} &\;30(\ am employed by
. ame

3

Qundxes Couaky S\\cr'\‘-'vb DXXice as 3'3&33&@ TV echniciaxy - and thaton

{Name of Agehcy or Department) (Capacity of Employment)

I\-3  ,2003,Ireceived £ o BT LG Cyidente Drod Bonr
(Date) (ppecify Whether by Mail or in Person)
from LDCWq N a\x\* of % C.S . 0.
: A (Name of Person) (Law Enforcement Agency)

the following substance(s) or container(s) which were originally seized by

\son
(Name of Person Making Original Seizure)

(Describe substance or container with sufficient particularity to distinguish it.)

ﬁ\acﬁ E\aa’t‘\g ba% C.oc\"ga'\g\'\t\% o C\eac ‘Bo\% Qof\'\i\\\‘\hs\)
A0 whnike Yacks oS boown (‘Dow\&e\-

One g)\aak;c baq) c,om\zc;\n‘“\g e ANIY

e PowWder gupyvance

On (\D;% )~ V1 , 2003 1 made delivery of the above described
ate
substance(s) or container(s) to ‘D\'uc:) Cuidesce —h ((;] b?) (\\"JO’X- of
am
S ._\-- .£. 0. a in substantially the same condition

(Law Enforcement Agency)

9 s
L/(Sﬁnature) |

as when I received it.

Place: Surste . ..€.C.
Date: \\-03-073

Sworn beforé meon this 3'2‘/ -day of A/OV- , L0903

e @ SHe Phte—
Notary Public for South Carolina
My Commission expires: 7-25- /0

EVBSLED: FRMC.1 3/99
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(; ,—,,_-" ) / ’ ’ ' , | ) ‘!‘:‘r&’?
W ,

(Jbﬂ\\ Lo SRR Y

) N

R AYEY) . SUMTER COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE
CONSENT TO SEARCH

Date: 1) o5

Location:__//) il SPrief s

I, isqaag\a F;QJLth do hereby consent
to the search of my premises and/or automobile located in
Sumter County without a search warrant by officers of the
Sumter County Sheriff's Office, Sumter County, S.C. These
officers are authorized by me to take from my premises
and/or automobile, any letters, papers, materials, illegal
drugs, contraband, or other property which they may
desire, and that may be used in .their investigation of any
criminal activity. Description of property to be .searched

S:ugltw:t{e TQ:\J‘\.Q‘\’\\ ﬂma.d Tr:M//?osl .S)—q:us all over.

Maj Pl /D&J ﬂorol\

I have been advised that I do not have to give my consent
and I am aware that any evidence obtained as a result of
the search can be used against me in a court qf Taw.

This written permission is being given freeley and
voluntarily and without any threat or promises by any
officer of the Sumter County Sheriff:s Office.

SIGNED: '%a )L, géa égm ﬂ e

(Print Name)

Deputy conducting Search:

Witness:

Description of property removed: _jﬁach of #L(_ @re W e
- W:1l0 C-rej)c\ . T4 (md.ieA/L lena s oo
e,&éul :/—../1:/ I)fcgjv .S /*7,A/>re Le,-/t!ec( G

be Goudue /&L_ﬁ'z b/ (/ iz.‘me, Fho  Sheedd s olfoo

”efms .
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