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The south Cavolina Court of Appeals

Jeffrey Lynn Chronister #189827, Appellant,

V.

State of South Carolina, York County Public Defender's
Office, the Sheriff of York County, and the Commission

on Judicial Conduct, Respondents.

Appellate Case No. 2017-000668

ORDER

Appellant has filed a petition for rehearing, which this court construes as a petition
to reinstate this appeal. After careful consideration of the petition to reinstate, the
Court is unable to discover that any material fact or principle of law has been cither
overlooked or disregarded, and hence, there is no basis for granting the petition.
Accordingly, the petition to reinstate is denied.

23 & Bl
N R 000

(Vzl. CV i}

Columbia, South Carolina

e
Jeffrey Lynn Chronister #189827
Robert David Garfield, Esquire

Andrew F. Lindemann, Esquire F‘ LED
//L!M Hlo ,‘QOD




South Carolina Court Administration

South Carolina Supreme Court
Columbia, South Carolina

ROSALYN FRIERSON 1220 SENATE STREET, SUITE 200
DIRECTOR COLUMBIA. SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
MEMORANDUM
TO: Kymberlee A. Hanson
FROM: Court Reporting Sectior
RE: Request for transcript
DATE: March 31, 2017

[ have enclosed a letter from Mr. Jeffrey Chronister who is requesting a transcript from
proceedings heard by the Honorable S. Kimball on January 10, 2017. His letter is addressed to Wanda
Nelson; but our records reflect that you were assigned to Judge Kimball in a term of York County
Common Pleas Non-Jury Court on that date. Please determine if this proceeding was recorded by you
and contact Mr. Chronister to make arrangements for payment for preparation and delivery of the
transcript. Kindly copy this office on the correspondence. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Enclosure

cc: Jeftrey Chronister #189827
Kirkland Reception and Evaluation Center
4344 Broad River Rd.
Columbia, SC 29210-4098
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The South Carvolina Court of Appeals

Jeffrey Lynn Chronister #189827, Appellant,

V.

State of South Carolina, York County Public Defender's
Office, the Sheriff of York County, and the Commission

on Judicial Conduct, Respondents.

Appellate Case No. 2017-000668

ORDER

The motion to proceed in forma pauperis is denied pursuant to Ex parte Martin,
321 S.C. 533, 471 S.E.2d 134 (1995). The filing fee must be paid within fifteen
days of the date of this order. .

E

= FOR’“W\
Cce:

Jeffrey Lynn Chronister #189827 Fr1 T
Robert David Garfield, Esquire i { _.?.:.D

Andrew F. Lindemann, Esquire
! \p@‘/l\ \L{z A0\

Columbia, South Carolina




The South Cavolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629
CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
V. CLAIRE ALLEN 1220 SENATE STREET

COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890
FAX: (803) 734-1839
WWW.sccourts org

DEPUTY CLERK

April 27,2017

Jeffrey Lynn Chronister #189827
Kirkland R & E, B-I1,39

4344 Broad River Road
Columbia SC 29210

Re:  Jeffrey Chronister #189827 v. State of SC
Appellate Case No. 2017-000668

Dear Mr. Chronister:

We have received your second request to proceed in forma pauperis dated April
10, 2017.

This Court will not entertain a petition for rehearing on a decision of the Court that
did not have the effect of finally deciding the appeal, pursuant to Rule 221(c) of
the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules. No further action will be taken on this
filing. Furthermore, you must provide a $25.00 filing fee before we will consider
your motion for an extension of time to order the transcript, as well as the $100.00
filing fee as directed by the Court in our April 14,2017 order. Both fees must be
paid within ten (10) days of the date of this letter, or your appeal will be dismissed.

Very truly yours,
Vil AZJ@../ Repe “i‘/ o
CLERK :

w*;
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629
CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
() AT TREET
V. CLAIRE ALLEN #20 SENATE STRE

COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890
FAX: (803) 734-1839
www.sccourts.org

DEPUTY CLERK

June 29,2017

Jeffrey Lynn Chronister #189827

Kirkland R & E, B-I1,39

4344 Broad River Road

Columbia SC 29210

Re:  Jeffrey Chronister #189827 v. State of SC
Appellate Case No. 2017-000668

Dear Mr. Chronister:

The Court has issued an order on your petition for rehearing. No further action will
be taken on the motion to amend the petition for rehearing.

Very truly yours,
V. o, Ol y %
CLERK

cc:  Robert David Garfield, Esquire
Andrew F. Lindemann, Esquire

<« 10~
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA o
County/

Municipziity of
York
THE STATE
&V against
ol

A Lynn Jeffery Chronister

Address: 211 Ellington Rd.
Belmont N.C.

Fhong; SSN:
Sex: M Racae: _W_ Height: 5' 8" Waight: _IZ.O__
OL "Slate: — DL #:

Ooa: Agency ORI #: 0460000
Prosuculing Agency: YCSD
Proseculing Officer _Whis tine .
Oilense: Murder

Offense Coda: ——
Cods/Odinance Sec, __16-3-10 ___

This  warrant g CERTIFIED FOR SERviCE in the

U couny/ ]

Municipality of
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the crime set forth and that probable cause is basad on the folowing facta: Defendant 4jq wilfully
unlawfully, and with Malice Aforethought

ki1l Marie Cail Chronister by
her. Thig unlawful act occured at the
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York County s.C. All against the Péace and Dignity
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YCSD
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ARREST WARRANT. NO,
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ACTION OF GRAND JURY
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Thle Stute of South Caroling,

County of ___ York

N

COUART OF GENERAL SESSIONS
tpril 6,

TERM ___1992

THE STATE
Ys.

Lvan Jeffery Chronister

Indictment for
MURDER
AND

UNLAWFUI, POSSESSION OF FIREARM OR
KNIFE DULING THE  COMMISSION OF A

VIOLENT (RIME

(5. C. Ccde 16-3-10)
(CDR Code 116)
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA  J INDICTMENT FOR
""" ) MURDER AND .
COUNTY OF___Tork )  UNLAWFUL USE OF FIREARM OR KNIFE DURING THE
i &\ o COMMISSION OF A VIOLENT CRIME
- At a Court of General Sessions, convened on April 8y 992 -,
the Grand Jurors of _ York County present upon thexr oath N
COUNT ONE

That Lyon Jeffery Chronister did in York County om Oi about Febyuary 14, 1992
feloniously, wilfully and with malice aforethought, kill on e Marie Gail Cromnister

by means of shooting her and that the said victim died as a proximate result theréof.

COUNT TWO

That Lyon Jeffery Chronister did in York County on oT about February 14, 1992
vhile in possession of a firearm or while visibly displaying what apperaed to

be a firearm, committed the crime contained in Count Omne of this Indictment.

-

Against the peace_and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made and

provided.
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APPROXIMATE TIME WAS JUST R COUPLE OF SECONDS, THIS EYE
CONTACT THART YOU HARD?
A YES, SIR.

MR. SMITH: OKAY. JUST ONE MOMENT, YOUR HONOR.

(PAUSE. )

MR. SMITH: THANK YOU. NOTHING FURTHER.

THE COURT: ANY REDIRECT?

MR. GRARNT: NO, SIR.

THE COURT: YOU MAY STEP DOWN.

(THE WITNESS LERVES THE WITNESS STAND.)

MR. GRANT: WE CALL OTIS WHITSTINE PLEASE.

OTIS J. WHITSTINE, BEING

FIRST DULY SWORN, TESTIFIED AS FOLLOWS:
DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. GRANT:
Q IF YOU WOULDN'T MIND, STATE YOUR FULL NAME FOR THE COURT?
A OTIS JULLIAN WHITSTINE.
Q I BELIEVE YOU'RE WITH THE YORK COUNTY SHERIFF'S
DEPARTMENT?
A I AM.
Q AND WERE YOU INVOLVED IN AN INVESTIGATION OF THE DEATH OF
MARIE CHRONISTER ON FEBRUARY THE 14TH, 19927
A I WAS.
Q DID YOU HAVE OCCASION TO MEET WITH MR. THOMAS RUTEN,

A-U-T-E-N?

STATE V. CHRONISTER

-13-
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YES, SIK.

WHEN DID YOU MEET WITH HIM PLEASE, SIRY

R
Q
put IT WAS ON FEBRUARY THE 14TH OF THIS YERR.
Q WHERE DID YOU SEE HIM?

A HE WAS AT HIS RESIDENCE.

Q AND PRIOR TO GOING TO SEE HIM HRD YOU PREPARED R
PHOTOGRAPHIC LINE-UP FOR HIM TO VIEW?

A YES, SIR.

Q AND I'LL ASK YOU: DID YOU HAVE THE DEFENDANT'S PICTURE
IN THAT PHOTOGRAPHIC LINE-UP?

A I DID.

DO YOU HAVE THAT SAME LINE-UP THAT YOU USED?

YES, SIR.

SHOW IT TO ME PLERSE.

o ¥ O

(PAUSE.)
Q AND IF YOU WOULD IDENTIFY THAT, THAT'S CONTRINED IN THE

MANILLA ENVELOPE. WHAT IS THAT PLEARSE, SIR?

A THAT'S THE PHOTOGRAPHIC LINE-UP THAT I SHOWED MR. ARUTEN.
Q AND THIS PIECE OF PAPER, WHAT IS THAT PLEASE?

A THESE ARE THE NAMES OF THE PEOPLE IN THE SIX PICTURES It
THE PHOTOGRAPHIC LINE-UP.

Q WERE THESE NAMES IN THERE WHEN YOU SHOWED IT TO MR.
AUTEN?

A NO, SIR.

Q WHERE WAS THIS ITEM?

STATE V. CHRONISTER
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119
PRESENCE OF THE COURT. AT THIS TIME THE COURT IS NOW GOING TO
TAKE UP WHATEVER LEGAL MATTERS THE COURT NEEDS TO RESOLVE. 1as
I UNDERSTAND, I'VE BEEN NOTIFIED BY COUNSEL THAT THERE WILL BE
AN IN-COURT IDENTIFICATION MADE BASED ON A LINE-UP, THAT THE
DEFENSE MOVES TO QUASH THE LINE-UP AS HAVING TAINTED THE IN-
COURT IDENTIFICATION.

THERE IS ALSO BEEN AN ALLEGED STATEMENT MADE BY THE
DEFENDANT WHICH THE STATE CONCLUDES OR IS OF THE OPINION Is
NOT APPLICABLE. I WILL HEAR IT IN CAMERA BOTH AS TO LAW
ENFORCEMENT INDIVIDUAL AND A NON-LAW ENFORCEMENT INDIVIDUAL.

SO WE'RE GOING TO TAKE UP ALL OF THOSE ISSUES FOR THE
COURT TO RULE ON. AND THAT SHOULD RESOLVE THE LEGAL ISSUES IN
THIS CASE UP TO THE POINT THAT WE ARE AWARE OF; ISN'T THAT
CORRECT, GENTLEMEN?

MR. GRANT: YES, SIR, YOUR HONOR.

MR. SMITH: YES, SIR.

THE COURT: YOU MAY PROCEED, MR. SOLICITOR. WHICH ONE
ARE YOU GOING TO PROCEED ON FIRST?

MR. GRANT: THE EYEWITNESS IDENTIFICATION AND LINE-UD. I
CALL TOMMY AUTEN FIRST.

THE COURT: LET THE RECORD REFLECT THAT THIS IS BEING
CONDUCTED IN CAMERA, OUTSIDE THE PRESENCE OF THE JURY.

MR. GRANT: MR. AUTEN. AUTEN OR AUTEN?

WITNESS: AUTEN.

MR. GRANT: AUTEN. I'M SORRY. COME AROUND HERE PLEASE.

STATE V. CHRONISTER

- 1§-



-QC'

10

il

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

" 25

120
THOMAS EDWARD AUTEN, BEING
FIRST DULY SWORN, TESTIFIED AS FOLLOWS:
DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. GRANT:
Q MR. AUTEN, STATE YOUR FULL NAME FOR THE COURT PLEASE.
A MY FULL NAME IS THOMAS EDWARD AUTEN.
Q BY WHOM ARE YOU EMPLOYED?

A 1 AM EMPLOYED BY DUKE POWER COMPANY, CATAWBA NUCLERR

STATION.

Q ON FEBRUARY 14TH OF THIS YEAR WERE YOU WORKING?

A I WAS REPORTING FOR DAY SHIFT DUTY, YES, SIR.

Q APPROXIMATELY WHAT TIME WOULD THAT HARVE BEEN?

A APPROXIMATELY 10 MINUTES BEFORE 7:00.

Q AND WHEN YOU WENT TO WORK THAT MORNING, WHERE DID YOU

PARK?

A I PARKED IN OUR MAIN PARKING LOT, WHICH BORDERS THE
SMALLER ADMIN LOT WHERE THE INCIDENT TOOK PLACE. I PARKED O
THE END OF THE FIRST DOUBLE ROW TOWARD THE BACK.

Q AND WHAT DID YOU OBSERVE UNUSUAL ONCE YOU STARTED TO WOI
IN THE PARKING LOT, WHAT IF ANYTHING DID YOU OBSERVE UNUSUAL'
A WELL, WHEN I GOT THERE, I PULLED IN THE PARKING LOT AND
SAW TWO OF MY CO-WORKERS IN THE ROW IN FRONT OF ME LOOKING A
A BOAT. AND I KNEW THEY WERE LEAVING FROM THE NIGHT SHIFT.
WENT AHEAD AND PARKED MY VEHICLE. AS I WAS TURNING OFF THE

IGNITION, I HERRD WHAT I THOUGHT WAS A SMALL PACK OF

STATE V. CHRONISTER
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Q WHO WAS PICTURE NO. 37
A JEFFERY L. CHRONISTER.
Q WAS ANY OTHER OFFICER WITH YOU WHEN YOU SHOWED MR. AUTEN
THE LINE-UP?
A NO, SIR.

MR. GRANT: PLEASE ANSWER ANY QUESTIONS MR. SMITH MAX
HAVE.
CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. SMITH:
Q OFFICER, YOU TOLD THE SOLICITOR THAT WHEN YOU WENT AND
TALKED WITH MR. AUTEN AT HIS HOME, BASICALLY YOU ASKED HIM TO
SEE IF JEFFERY CHRONISTER WAS IN THE LINE-UP?

A NO, SIR.

Q YOU SAID TO SEE IF THE DEFENDANT WAS IN THE LINE-UP?

A WELL, WHAT I DID WHEN I SHOWED HIM THE LINE-UP, I SHOWED
HIM THE PICTURES AND ASKED HIM IF THE MAN THAT WAS AT DUKE
POWER ON THAT -- EARLIER THAT DAY WAS IN THAT LINE-UP.

Q NOW, WHEN YOU TALKED WITH HIM -- DID YOU TALK WITH HIM
EARLIER IN THE MORNING THAT DAY?

A I DON'T RECALL, BUT IT'S POSSIBLE THAT I DID.

Q AND YOU HAD TO GO TO HIS HOUSE TO TALK TO HIM BECAUSE HE
WAS SOMEWHAT UPSET, CORRECT, SIR? HE HAD TO LERVE WORK?

A AS I REMEMBER CORRECTLY, WE TALKED WITH A BUNCH OF

WITNESSES THAT MORNING AT DUKE POWER. AND THEN HE HAD LEFT
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AND WENT HOME. AND I CALLED HIM AT HOME. AND THEN I WENT AND
TOOK THE LINE-UP TO HIS HOME.
Q  AND WHEN YOU GOT THERE, HE WAS STILL UPSET CONCERNING
THIS INCIDENT THAT HAD HAPPENED? |
A I WOULD SAY SO.
Q@  YOU SAID THAT WHEN HE LOOKED AT THE PHOTOGRAPHS, THAT HE
LOOKED AT THEM THREE OR FOUR MINUTES?
A YES, SIR.
Q@  NOW, YOU DID NOT PREPARE THE LINE-UP; IS THAT CORRECT,
OFFICER?
A NO, SIR.
Q@  AND YOU DON'T KNOW WHERE THE PHOTOGRAPHS CAME FROM OR WHO
OBTAINED THEM OR ANYTHING OF THAT NATURE?

A THEY CAME FROM DETECTIVE JETER WITH THE GASTON COUNTY
POLICE DEPARTMENT.

BUT THEY PUT IT TOGETHER?

YES, SIR.

Q
A
Q AND THE PHOTOGRAPHS WERE IN THE FOLDER AS THEY ARE TODAY?
R YES, SIR. THE FOLDER WAS COMPLETE AS IT IS NOW.

Q

YOU SAID THAT YOU TALKED WITH HIM, MR. AUTEN, BRIEFLY.

IN TATKING WITH HIM YOU DISCUSSED WHAT HAD OCCURRED OUT AT

CATRAWBAR?
A YES; SIR.
Q DID YOU DISCUSS THE DECEASED LADY, MRS. CHRONISTER?

A AS FAR AS WHEN I WENT TO HIS HOME?

STATE V. CHRONISTER
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Q AND BY WHOM ARE YOU EMPLOYED?

A YORK COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT.

Q I'M GOING TO NEED YOU TO GET THAT MICROPHONE A LITTLE BIT
CLOSER TO YOU SO I CAN HEAR YOU BACK OVER HERE.

(PAUSE. )

A YORK COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT.

Q THANK YOU, SIR. DID YOU HAVE OCCASION ON FEBRUARY THE
14TH TO TALK TO MR. TOMMY AUTEN?

A 1 DID.

Q AND WHERE DID YOU TALK TO HIM PLEASE?

A THE FIRST TIME I BELIEVE WAS AT DUKE POWER, CATRAWBA
NUCLEAR PLANT, AND THE SECOND TIME WAS AT HIS RESIDENCE.

Q AND WHEN YOU WENT TO HIS RESIDENCE, DID YOU TAKE ANYTHING
WITH YOU?

I DID. I TOOK A PHOTOGRAPHIC LINE-UP.

AND HOW MANY PICTURES ARE IN THE PHOTOGRAPHIC LINE-UP?

IT CONTAINED SIX PICTURES.

HOW WERE THEY LAID OUT?

THEY WERE NUMBERED 1 THROUGH 6.

DID THE LINE-UP CONTAIN THE PICTURE OF THIS DEFENDANT,
CHRONISTER?

IT DID.

o w % o ¥ o ¥ o ¥

WHAT DID YOU DO WHEN YOU WENT TO MR. AUTEN'S RESIDENCE
THAT AFTERNOON WITH THE LINE-UP? WHAT DID YOU DO?

A I BRIEFLY TALKED WITH HIM AND TOLD HIM -- ASKED HIM TO

STATE V. CHRONISTER
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TAKE HIS TIME AND LOOK AT THE PICTURES AND SEE IF HE

RECOGNIZED ANYBODY IN IT, AND WAS THE MAN IN THE LINE-UP AT

DUKE POWER ON THAT PARTICULAR DAY.

Q

A

AND WHAT DID MR. AUTEN DO?

HE LOOKED AT THE PICTURES FOR ABOUT THREE OR FOUR MINUTES

AND SAID, THAT'S HIM.

MUCH

A

AND I ASKED HIM, WHICH ONE? ‘

HE SAID, NO. 3.

WHOSE PICTURE WAé PICTURE NO. 3?7

JEFFERY L. CHRONISTER.

DID MR. AUTEN HESITATE ---

MR. SMITH: OBJECT TO LERDING, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: JUST ASK HIM TO TELL WHAT HE DID.
DESCRIBE HOW MR. AUTEN PICKED THE PICTURE OUT AND HOW
TIME HE TOOK? ‘

IT TOOK HIM -- I TOLD HIM WHEN I EXPLAINED THE DIRECTION:!

AS FAR AS LOOKING AT THE PICTURES, I TOLD HIM TO TAKE AS MUCH

TIME

>~ 2

AS HE NEEDED AND LOOK AT THE PICTURES GOOD.

AND HE SAID, THAT'S THE MAN RIGHT THERE.

DID ANYBODY INDICATE WHICH PICTURE OF HIM TO PICK? N
NO, SIR.

WAS ANYBODY THERE BESIDES YOU AND HIM?

NO, SIR.

AND WHO WAS THE PICTURE THAT HE PICKED OUT?

JEFFERY L. CHRONISTER, NO. 3 IN THE LINE-UP.

STATE V. CHRONISTER
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Q AND DOES MR. CHRONISTER APPEAR DIFFERENT TODAY IN COURT?

MR. SMITH: OBJECT TO LEADING, YOUR HONOR.
Q IS THERE ANY DIFFERENCE IN MR. CHRONISTER'S APPEARANCE
TODAY IN COURT AS IN THE PICTURE LINE-UP?

MR. SMITH: YOUR HONOR, THE SAME OBJECTION.

THE COURT: NO, SIR. I OVERRULE YOU. GO RHERAD.
A HE HAS NO BEARD AT THIS TIME.

MR. GRANT: PLEASE ANSWER ANY QUESTIONS MR. SMITH MAY
HAVE.
CROSS EXAMINATION
BY MR. SMITH:
Q DETECTIVE, YOU SAY THAT YOU HAD TALKED WITH MR. AUTEN OUT
AT THE CATAWBA STATION EARLY IN THE MORNING, CORRECT?
A YES, SIR, DOING INTERVIEWS.
Q AND THAT THAT WOULD HAVE BEEN ABOUT 8:00 -- 7:30, 8:00
0'CLOCK, CORRECT, SIR?
A I ASSUME. IT WAS EARLY IN THE MORNING.
Q EARLY IN THE MORNING. AND THEN AT ROUGHLY 3:00 IN THE
AFTERNOON YOU TALKED WITH HIM AT HIS HOUSE?
A 1 DON'T REMEMBER WHAT TIME IT WAS, BUT I PHONED HIM AND
THEN WENT TO HIS RESIDENCE. IT WAS IN THE EVENING.
Q AND YOU SHOWED HIM CERTAIN PHOTOGRAPHS AND HE PICKED A
PHOTOGRAPH, CORRECT?
A YES, SIR.

Q AND HE PICKED A NUMBER, CORRECT, SIR?

STATE V. CHRONISTER
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YES, SIR.

NO. 3?

HE POINTED FIRST. AND THEN I ASKED HIM WHICH ONE?

HE SAID, NO. 3.

AND HE PICKED NO. 37

NO. 3.

NOW, I BELIEVE YOU YOURSELF DID NOT PREPARE THE LINE-UP,

CORRECT, SIR?

A

Q

A

Q

NO, SIR.
HOW LONG ALL TOLD WERE YOU AT HIS HOUSE, DO YOU RECALL?
ABOUT 15 MINUTES.

ABOUT 15 MINUTES. AND WHEN YOU -- YOU HAD TO TALK WITH

HIM AT HIS HOUSE BECAUSE HE HAD LEFT THE POWER STATION BECAUSE

HE WAS UPSET?

A

WELL, FROM WHAT -- FROM WHAT I KNOW HE TOLD ME HE WAS

GOING HOME. I DON'T KNOW WHAT THE REASON WAS, BUT.

Q

A

BUT YOU HAD TO GO TO HIS HOUSE?
YES, SIR.

MR. SMITH: THAT'S ALL, YOUR HONOR.
THE COURT: REDIRECT?

MR. GRANT: YES, SIR.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. GRANT:

Q

A

AND, MR. WHITSTINE, PHOTO NO. 3 IS A PHOTOGRAPH OF WHOM?

JEFFERY L. CERONISTER.

STATE V. CHRONISTER
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Q AFTER YOU PASSED HIM THERE ON THE SIDEWALK AND HE GOT IN
HIS TRUCK DID YOU EVER SEE HIM IN PERSON AGAIN?
A NO, SIR.
Q DID YOU HAVE OCCASION TO TALK TO ONE OF THE DETECTIVES
THAT SAME AFTERNOON?
A YES, SIR, I DID. ONE OF THE DETECTIVES THAT AFTERNOON
CAME OUT TO MY RESIDENCE. AND HE WANTED ME TO LOOK AT SOME
PICTURES IN A FOLDﬁk AND SEE IF I COULD IDENTIFY THE MAN THAT
I SAW THAT MORNING.
DO YOU REMEMBER WHICH DETECTIVE THAT WAS?
WHITSTINE.
APPROXIMATELY WHAT TIME WAS THIS?

IT WAS APPROXIMATELY 3:00 O'CLOCK IN THE AFTERNOON.

o ¥ oo ¥ O

AND WHAT DID OFFICER WHITSTINE DO WHEN HE GOT THERE
PLEASE, SIR?

A HE TOLD ME WHO HE WAS, IDENTIFIED HIMSELF, AND TOLD ME
WHAT HE WANTED ME TO DO, THAT HE WANTED ME TO LOOK AT THE
PICTURES RAND TARKE AS LONG AS I NEEDED TO AND SEE IF I COULD
IDENTIFY THE MAN THAT I SAW THAT MORNING. AND SO HE SAT ON
ONE SOFA I HAVE. I SAT ON ANOTHER. AND I DID, I TOOK A FEW
MINUTES AND LOOKED THEM OVER, LOOKED AT EACH PICTURE.

Q HOW MANY PICTURES WERE THERE?

A ABOUT SIX.

Q HOW WERE THEY PRESENTED TO YOU, IN WHAT FORMAT?

A

THEY WERE ALL ON A FOLDER AND THEY WERE JUST ARRANGED

STATE V. CHRONISTER
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DIFFERENT -- IN DIFFERENT CORNERS AND AREAS ON -- THEY HAD A
PROFILE VIEW AND A FRONT VIEW OF DIFFERENT INDIVIDUALS WITH
THE SAME CHARACTERISTICS. THEY EACH HAD A NUMBER BESIDE THEM.

AND HE ASKED ME AFTER A COUPLE MINUTES, DID I SEE THE MAN
THAT I SAW THAT MORNING?

AND I SARID, YES, SIR, I DO.
Q AND DID YOU SEE THE MAN IN THAT PHOTOGRAPHIC LINE-UP THAIT
YOU SAW THAT MORNING?
YES, SIR, I DID.
ARE YOU SURE?
YES, SIR, POSITIVE.
DID YOU HAVE ANY PROBLEM PICKING HIM OUT?
NO, SIR.
AND DID YOU TELL MR. WHITSTINE, SHOW HIM WHICH ONE?

YES, SIR, I DID.

o ¥ o0 B oo ¥ o B

AND THE PHOTOGRAPH THAT YOU PICKED OUT, WHERE HAD YOU

THAT MAN BEFORE?

0]
=1
=
2

A I SAW HIM AT DUKE POWER PROPERTY THAT MORNING ON THE
SIDEWALK WITH THE RIFLE.

Q AND DO YOU RECOGNIZE THIS MAN, MR. CHRONISTER, AS HE SIT!
HERE TODAY?

A THE GENTLEMAN LOOKS FAMILIAR. BUT -- AND HIS HAIR COLOR
HIS MUSTACHE COLOR ARE THE SAME. THE INDIVIDUAL THAT MORNING
THE HAIR WAS LONGER. IT WAS ALL DISARRAYED. AND HE HAD A

FULL BEARD. THE EYE AREA, THE PART THAT WAS NOT COVERED THAT

STATE V. CHRONISTER



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

-3§-
79
THEN COUNSEL FOR DEFENSE WILL MAKE THEIR OPENING STATEMENT.

THE STATE WILL THEN PROCEED BY PUTTING UP ITS EVIDENCE
AFTER WHICH THE SAME OPPORTUNITY WILL BE AFFORDED MR. SMITH.
AFTER THAT WE'LL HAVE CLOSING ARGUMENTS AND THEN I'LL CHARGE
THE JURY ON THE LAW.

I IMPRESS UPON YOU AND REMIND YOU ONCE AGARIN, NO
DISCUSSION OF THIS CASE AMONG YOURSELVES AND CERTAINLY NOT
WITH ANYONE ELSE. AND YOU'RE NOT TO OBSERVE, LISTEN TO, READ,
DISCUSS ANY NEWS MEDIA AS WELL, ANY NEWS MEDIA ACCOUNTS OF IT
IF THERE BE ANY UNTIL THIS CASE IS OVER.

THANK YOU VERY MUCH.

MR. SOLICITOR, ON BEHALF OF THE STATE YOU MAY MAKE YOUR
OPENING STATEMENT.

MR. GRANT: MAY IT PLEASE THE COURT.

OPENING STATEMENT BY MR. GRANT
ON BEHALF OF THE STATE:

MR. FOREMAN AND LADIES AND GENTLEMEN OF THE JURY, I'M
LARRY GRANT, SOLICITOR FOR THE SIXTEENTH CIRCUIT, YORK AND
UNION COUNTIES. I REPRESENT THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN
THE PROSECUTION AND PRESENTATION OF CRIMINAL CASES.

YOU HAVE BEEN DRAWN TO TRY THE CASE OF THE STATE VERSUS
JEFFERY CHRONISTER, WHO IS SEATED HERE BETWEEN HIS COUNSEL,
MR. GERALD SMITH WHO YOU HAVE ALREADY INTRODUCED TO, AND MR.
HARRY DEST OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE.

THIS WHITE PIECE OF PAPER I HAVE IS SIMPLY AN INDICTMENT.

STATE V. CHRONISTER
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IT IS NOT EVIDENCE. YOU MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE IT WITH YOU IN
THE JURY ROOM. BUT IT IS SIMPLY A FORMAL STATEMENT OF THE
CHARGE. THIS INFORMS ANYBODY WHO NEEDS TO KNOW, THE COURT,
THE DEFENDANT, ANYBODY ELSE WHO HAS A NEED TO KNOW OF THE
FORMAL STATEMENT OF THE CHARGE.

THIS INDICTMENT CHARGES JEFFERY CHRONISTER WITH MURDER,
WITH THE MURDER OF HIS WIFE, MARIE CHRONISTER.

YOU WILL HEAR THE FACTS FROM THE WITNESS STAND. YOQOUR
JOB, AS HIS HONOR HAS ALREADY TOLD YOU -- AND I WON'T REPEAT
THAT -- IS TO FIND THE TRUE FACTS OF THE MATTER, AND THEN
APPLY THOSE FACTS TO THE LAW AS HIS HONOR CHARGES YOU. AND
HIS HONOR IS IN CHARGE OF THE LAW OF THIS CASE. AND YOU DO
NOT KNOW WHAT THE LAW IN THIS CASE IS AND YOU WILL NOT KNOW
UNTIL HIS HONOR CHARGES YOU THE LAW AT THE END OF THE CASE.

BUT AT THE END OF THE CASE WHEN HE CHARGES YOU THE LAW,
THEN YOU TAKE THE FACTS AS YOU FOUND THEM TO BE, APPLY THE LAW
AS HIS HONOR CHARGES YOU, AND RENDER A VERDICT WHICH SPERKS
THE TRUTH.

THAT'S AS EARSILY AS I CAN SAY IT. IT'S NOT AN EASY JOB.
JURY DUTY IS CALLED A DUTY BECAUSE IT IS A DUTY. IT'S A DUTY
THAT YOU HAVE TO YOUR COUNTRY, TO MR. CHRONISTER, TO THE STATE
OF SOUTH CRROLINA TO WELL AND FAIRLY TRY AND A TRUE
DELIVERANCE MARKE, A VERDICT WHICH SIMPLY SPERKS THE TRUTH.

AND I ASK YOU TO KEEP AN OPEN MIND THROUGHOUT THIS CASE

AND TO THE VERY END, UNTIL YOU'VE HEARD IT ALL, ALL OF THE

STATE V. CHRONISTER
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FACTS AND ALL OF THE LAW, AND THEN THROUGH YOUR DELIBERATIONS,
RENDER A VERDICT WHICH SPERKS THE TRUTH.

NOW, THE STATE HAS CHARGED JEFFERY CHRONISTER BY THIS
INDICTMENT WITH THE FORMAIL CHARGE OF MURDER. I WILL PUBLISH
THAT TO YOU: STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, COUNTY OF YORK,
INDICTMENT FOR MURDER AND USE OF A FIREARM DURING THE
COMMISSION OF A VIOLENT CRIME AT A COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
CONVENED ON APRIL THE 6TH, 1992, THE GRAND JURORS OF YORK
COUNTY PRESENT UPON THEIR OATH: COUNT ONE, THAT JEFFERY
CHRONISTER DID IN YORK COUNTY ON OR ABOUT FEBRUARY 14, 1992
WILFULLY, FELONIOUSLY, AND WITH MALICE AFORETHOUGHT KILL ONE
MARIE GAIL CHRONISTER BY MEANS OF SHOOTING HER, AND THAT THE
SAID VICTIM DIED AS A PROXIMATE RESULT THEREOF.

COUNT TWO CHARGES THAT JEFFERY LYNN CHRONISTER DID COMMIT
THE CRIME OF MURDER WHILE USING A FIREARM AGRINST THE PEACE
AND DIGNITY OF THE STATE AND CONTRARY TO THE STATUTE AND SUCH
CASE MADE AND PROVIDED.

SIGNED, LARRY F. GRANT, SOLICITOR.

HIS HONOR HAS ALREADY CHARGED YOU VERY BRIEFLY EARLIER ON
ABOUT THE DEFINITION OF MURDER. YOU HOLD YOUR MIND OPEN UNTIL
HE CHARGES YOU AT THE END OF THIS CASE AS TO WHAT THE LAW THAT
APPLIES TO THIS CASE IS.

1 SUBMIT TO YOU AGAIN, IF I MISSTATE ANY OF THE LAW OR
MR. SMITH, YOU TAKE THE LAW AS HIS HONOR CHARGES IT TO BE.

MURDER IS THE UNLAWFUL KILLING, 1 UNDERSTAND, OF A HUMAN

STATE V. CHRONISTER
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BEING WITH MALICE AFORETHOUGHT. HIS HONOR WILL CHARGE YOQU 7
TO THOSE TERMS. THEY HARVE BASICALLY THEIR COMMON-SENSE
MEANING. UNLAWFUL KILLING OF A HUMAN BEING WITH MALICE
AFORETHOUGHT. MALICE BEING A MALICIOUS ACT OR AN EVIL STATE
OF MIND OR A HEART BENT ON MISCHIEF OR DEVOID OF GOOD. AND
AFORETHOUGHT, MEANING A THOUGHT, A PERIOD OF TIME. IT DOESH
HAVE TO BE R MEASURABLE PERIOD OF TIME, BUT IT'S AN
AFORETHOUGHT, A THOUGHT EITHER AT OR BEFORE THE TIME OF THE

FATAL ACT.

THE STATE IS REQUIRED AND THE STATE ACCEPTS THE BURDEN

‘THE STATE THAT I REPRESENT AND THE STATE THAT MR. SMITH

REPRESENTS AS PUBLIC DEFENDER -- WOULD NOT PRESUME ANY ONE C
ITS DEFENDANTS TO BE GUILTY OF ANY CHARGE, ANY ONE OF ITS
CITIZENS TO BE GUILTY OF ANY CHARGE. AND THE STATE AGREES
WITH THAT AND WELCOMES THAT BURDEN.

'THE STATE HAS CHARGED MR. CHRONISTER WITH THE CHARGE OF
MURDER BY KILLING HIS WIFE WITH MALICE AFORETHOUGHT .
PREMEDITATION IS NOT REQUIRED IN SOUTH CAROLINA. IT MAY EBE
PART OF THE AFORETHOUGHT FROM YOUR FINDING 4% THE FACTS;
THAT'LL BE UP TO YOU. ;

MOTIVE IS NOT REQUIRED IN A MURDER CAS%&IN SOUTH
CAROLINA. THERE MAY BE FROM YOUR FINDING OF&?HE FACTS R
MOTIVE, BUT IT'S NOT REQUIRED THAT THE STATE PROVE
PREMEDITATION OR MOTIVE, BUT SIMPLY UNLAWFUL KILLING OF A

PERSON WITH MALICE AFCRETHOUGHT. AND THE AFORETHOUGHT CAN B

STATE V. CHRONISTER
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OF THE ACT, IT MUST BE AN AFORETHOUGHT. THERE MUST BE A
COMBINATION OF THE PREVIOUS EVIL INTENT AND THE ACT PRODUCING

THE FATAL RESULT.
AND I TELL YOU THE STATE IS NOT REQUIRED TO PROVE A

MOTIVE FOR A HOMICIDE..

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN, THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ALS30O
CHARGES THE DEFENDANT WITH VIOLATION OF SECTION 16-23-450. IT
SAYS THAT ANY PERSON WHO IS CONVICTED OF COMMITTING OR
ATTEMPTING TO COMMIT A VIOLENT CRIME AS DEFINED UNDER SECTICN
16-1-60 IF THE PERSON IS IN POSSESSION OF A FIREARM OR VISIBLY
DISPLAYS WHAT APPEARS TO BE A FIREARM DURING THE COMMISSION OF
A VIOLENT CRIME, HE IS IN VIOLATION OF THAT LAW.

AND AS USED IN THAT STATUTE A FIREARM MEANS ANY MACHINE
GUN, AUTOMATIC RIFLE, REVOLVER, PISTOL, OR ANY WERPON WHICH
WILL OR IS DESIGNED TO OR MAY READILY BE CONVERTED TO EXPEL A
PROJECTILE.

16-1-60 SAYS THAT FOR PURPOSES OF DEFINITION UNDER THE
SOUTH CAROLINA LAW, A VIOLENT CRIME INCLUDES THE OFFENSE OF
MURDER.

SO IN ORDER FOR YOU TO FIND THE DEFENDANT GUILTY OF THAT
ECTION, YOU WOULD HAVE TO FIRST FIND THE DEFENDANT HAD

(@
-

COMMITTED A VIOLENT CRIME. AND IN THIS CASE IT IS ALLEGED TO‘

BE THE CRIME OF MURDER.
30 IF YOU HAVE FOUND THE DEFENDANT DID NOT COMMIT THE

CRIME OF MURDER, YOU WOULD STOP RIGHT THEN AND ENTER A VERDICT

3TATE V. CHRONISTER
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NOW, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN, AN INFERENCE OF MALICE MAY
ARISE WHERE THE STATE PROVES THAT THE DEED IS DONE OR THE ACT
IS DONE WITH A DEADLY WEAPON, SUCH AS A KNIFE OR A PISTOL OR
SOME WEAPON OF THAT NATURE WHICH WHEN USED WITH THE INTENT TO
INJURE ANOTHER PARTY IS CALCULATED TO PRODUCE DEATH OR SERIOUS
BODILY HARM.

I CHARGE YOU THAT IF FACTS ARE PROVED BEYOND A REASONABLE
DOUBT SUFFICIENT TO RAISE AN INFERENCE OF MALICE TO YOUR
SATISFACTION, THIS INFERENCE WOULD BE SIMPLY AN EVIDENTIARY
FACT TO BE TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION BY YOU, THE JURY, ALONG

WITH THE OTHER EVIDENCE IN THE CASE. AND YOU MAY GIVE IT SUCH

WEICHT AS YOU DETERMINE IT SHOULD RECEIVE.

AND I REMIND YOU BUT EVEN IF FACTS PROVED ARE SUFFICIENT
TO PAISE AN INFERENCE OF MALICE, THAT INFERENCE WOULD BE
SIMPLY AN EVIDENTIARY FACT TO BE TAKEN INTO CONSIDERATION BY
YOU, THE JURY, ALONG WITH ALL THE OTHER EVIDENCE IN THE CASE.
AND YOU MAY GIVE IT SUCH WEIGHT AS YOU DETERMINE IT SHOULD
RECEIVE AS TO WHETHER OR NOT MALICE HAS BEEN PROVEE BEYOND A
REASONABLE DOUBT.

THE BURDEN IS ON THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA TO PROVE
MALICE BY EVIDENCE SATISFYING THE JURY BEYOND A REASONABLE
DOUBT. AND IT WILL BE OBSERVED, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN, THAT
THERE MUST BE MALICE AFORETHOUGHT.

AND WHILE THE LAW DOES NOT REQUIRE THAT MALICE SHALL

EXIST FOR ANY PARTICULAR LENGTH OF TIME BEFORE THE COMMISSION

ITATE V. CHRONISTER
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