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ALAN WILSON
ATTORNEY GENERAL

July 14, 2015

The Honorable William H. Seals, Jr.
Presiding Judge, Twelfth Judicial Circuit
103 North Main Street

Marion, SC 329571

Re: Michel A. Dukes,#311176 v. State of South Carolina
2013-CP-26-2686

Dear Judge Seals:

Enclosed please find the proposed original Order Dismissing Petition For Habeas Corpus
in regards to the above-referenced case. If this Order meets with your approval, please sign and
return to me in the enclosed self-addressed, stamped envelope, so that I may serve and file it.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter. By copy of this letter, we are
serving Michel A. Dukes, #311176 with this order. :

Assistant Attorney General
JLT/nb
Enclosure(s)

cc: Michel A. Dukes, #311176-

REMBERT C. DENNIS BUILDING  « POST OFFICE BOX 11549 « COLUMBIA, SC29211-1545 o TELEPHONE 803-734-3970  FACSIMILE §03-253-6283



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF HORRY ) FOR THE FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Michel A. Dukes Sr., #311176, ) Case No. 2013-CP-26-2686
)
Petitioner, )
)
\'2 ) ORDER DISMISSING
) PETITION FOR
State of South Carolina, ) HABEAS CORPUS
)
Respondent. )
)

This matter comes before the Court by way of a document filed June 4, 2015, and captioned
“PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS.” The Court finds as follows:

I. PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A. Underlying Conviction

Petitioner is presently confined in the South Carolina Department of Corrections pursuant to
orders of commitment of the Horry County Clerk of Court. Petitioner was indicted at the November
2003 term of the Horry County Grand Jury for trafficking in crack cocaine, 10-28 Grams (2003-GS-
26-3445). Paul Archer, Esquire represented Petitioner. On August 8-9, 2005, Petitioner proceeded to
trial before the Honorable Edward B. Cottingham and a jury. The jury found Petitioner guilty as
indicted. Judge Cottingham sentenced Petitioner as a third drug offender' to confinement for a period
of eighteen (18) years. |

Petitioner filed a timely notice of appeal. Aileen P. Clare, Esquire, of the South Carolina
Office of Appellate Defense perfected the appeal with the filing of an Anders? brief on October 18,

2006. The South Carolina Court of Appeals dismissed Petitioner’s appeal on October 8, 2007. Sate v.

" Applicant has prior convictions in 1996 for possession with intent to distribute marijuana and in 2000 for possession with
intent to distribute cocaine.

2 Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967)
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Dukes, Op. No. 2007-UP-423 (S.C. Ct. App. filed October 8, 2007). The remittitur was returned to the

circuit court on December 21, 2007.

B. First Post-Conviction Relief Action (2008-CP-26-489$

Petitioner filed his first application for post-conviction relief on January 18, 2008. In his first
application, Petitioner alleged the following grounds for relief:

1. “Directed Verdict”

a. “The judge should have directed a verdict due to the state not putting forth any
evidence to show actual or constructive possession”

2. “Ineffective assistance of counsel”

a. “Not doing any investigation into whether or not Petitioners 4" amendment was
violated by the officer searching his vehicle...”

b. “Proceeding with the picking of the jury in the absence of Petitioner...”

c. “Court lacked subject matter jurisdiction to sentence Petitioner as second or
subsequent offender for trafficking [because] Petitioner has never been convicted of
trafficking first.”

3. “Did judge err in his ruling of Brady violation?

The Honorable Michael G. Nettles convened a hearing on the application on November 17,
2008. At the hearing, Petitioner voluntarily withdrew all claims except the ineffective assistance of
counsel claims. Judge Nettles issued an order, signed December 9, 2008, and filed December 12,
2008, denying and dismissing the application.

Petitioner filed a timely notice of appeal. M. Celia Robinson, Esquire, of the Office of
Appellate Defense perfected the appeal with the filing of a petition for writ of certiorari on December
11, 2009. The South Carolina Supreme Court denied the petition on January 7, 2011. The remittitur
was returned to the circuit court on January 25, 2011. Petitioner filed a subsequent notice of appeal,
which the Supreme Court dismissed as successive on August 29, 2014. The remittitur was again

returned to the circuit court on October 13, 2014,

C. Federal Habeas Corpus Actions

Petitioner filed a federal petition for habeas corpus on February 24, 2011 (Case number 0:11-

cv-00819-JFA). The United States District Court for the District of South Carolina granted summary
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judgment against Petitioner on January 4, 2012. The District Court denied Petitioner’s certificate of
appealability on February 7, 2012.

On March 8, 2012, Petitioner filed a motion to file a'subsequent federal habeas corpus action
with the United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit. The Fourth Circuit denied the motion
on March 28, 2012. Nevertheless, Petitioner filed a second federal habeas corpus on Decembef 19,
2012 (Case number 0:12-3445-JFA-PJG). The District Court dismissed the action on June 4, 2013.

Petitioner also filed a third federal habeas on February 28, 2013 (Case number 0:13-157-JFA-
PJG). This action was dismissed on June 4, 2013 as well.

Petitioner filed another motion with the United States Coﬁrt of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit
seeking permission to file a successive habeas corpus petition on March 26, 2014. The Fourth Circuit

denied this motion on April 10, 2014. In re: Michel Andre Dukes, No. 14-183 (4th Cir. Apr. 10,

2014).

D. Second Post-Conviction Relief Action (2012-CP-26-3026)

Petitioner filed a second application for post-conviction relief on April 13, 2012. In the second
application, Petitioner again alleged the following grounds for relief:
I. Fourth Amendment violations.
2. Trial judge error in selecting a jury outside Petitioner’s presence.
3. Ineffective assistance of counsel for allowing jury selection outside of Petitioner’s
presence. ‘
The Court entered a Conditional Order of Dismissal on June 13, 2012. The Honorable Thomas
A. Russo convened a hearing on Petitioner’s response to the conditional order on August 27, 2012, in
Horry County. David C. Hicks, Esquire, represented Petitioner at this hearing. Judge Russo issued an
order on September 11, 2013, dismissing the second application as untimely and successive.
On March 8, 2013, the South Carolina Supreme Court dismissed Petitioner’s appeal from Judge

Russo’s order pursuant to Rule 243(c), SCACR, for failing to demonstrate an arguable basis of error.

The remitter was returned to the circuit court on March 26, 2013.
Page 3 of 7



E. Third Post-Conviction Relief Action (2013-CP-26-2686)

Petitioner filed a third application for post-conviction relief on April 13, 2013. In this third

application, Petitioner alleged the following grounds for relief:

1. “Ineffective assistance of trial counsel for not requesting a suppression hearing due to an

illegal arrest”

2. “Ineffective assistance of trial counsel by not protecting defendants’ 4™ and 14™ amendment

counstitutional rights under due process due to an illegal arrest”

3. “Ineffective assistance of counsel by not raising a brady violation”

4. “Lack of subject matter jurisdiction”

Petitioner filed an “Amendment and Supplementation” on June 11, 2013, alleging trial counsel
failed to object to evidence and statements gathered during an illegal arrest. The Honorable Benjamin
H. Culbertson issued a Conditional Order of Dismissal on September 13, 2013. Petitioner filed a
timely response to the conditional order. Judge Culbertson issued a Final Order of Dismissal on
January 7, 2014.

Petitioner filed a timely notice of appeal from Judge Culbertson’s order. On July 29, 2014, the
South Carolina Supreme Court.dismissed the appeal pursuant to Rule 243(c), SCACR, for failing to
show an arguable error. The remittitur was returned to the circuit court on August 14, 2014. Petitioner
filed a second notice of appeal from Judge Culbertson’s order. The Supreme Court dismissed that

appeal on December 10, 2014, and returned the remittitur to the circuit court on the same day.

F. Fourth Post-Conviction Relief Action (2014-CP-26-1339)

Petitioner filed his fourth application for post-conviction relief on March 5, 2014. In this fourth
application, Petitioner alleged the following grounds for relief:

1. Ineffective assistance of counsel

a. Failure to raise Fourth Amendment claim.

b. Failure to object to evidence.

c. Lack of personal jurisdiction.
Parole has been unlawfully revoked.
The State failed to disclose immunity agreement with witness.
The State failed to disclose a chemical analysis report.
The solicitor appeared as sole witness before the grand jury.
Violation of right to confront his accusers.
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7. Malicious prosecution.

8. Sentence was illegally enhanced.

9. " State failed to prove chain of custody.

Petitioner filed numerous other décuments in relation to this application. The Honorable Larry
B. Hyman Jr. issued a Conditional Order of Dismissal on January 6, 2015. Petitioner filed a timely
response to the conditional order. The Court issued a Final Order of Dismissal on April 20, 2015.

Petitioner filed a timely notice of appeal from the Court’s order. On June 5, 2015, the South
Carolina Supreme Court dismissed the appeal pursuant to Rule 243(c), SCACR. In that same order,
the Supreme Court prqhibited Petitioner from filing any further collateral actions in circuit court

without receiving permission from the Supreme Court.

I1. FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

A. Jurisdiction
The Court finds this matter must be dismissed as the Court is without jurisdiction to entertain
the petition. Petitioner filed this document in relation to Case No. 2013-CP-26-2686. However, that
action concluded with the issuance of Judge Culbertson’s final order on January 7, 2014. Any further
motions in that action must have been filed by January 17, 2014. See In re Beard, 359 S.C. 351, 358,
597 S.E.2d 835, 838 (Ct. App. 2004) (“The established case law is that a trial judge loses jurisdiction

over a case when the time to file post-trial motions has elapsed.” (citing Pitman v. Republic Leasing

Co., 351 S.C. 429, 570 S.E.2d 187 (Ct. App. 2002); Ness v. Eckerd Corp., 350 S.C. 399, 566 S.E.2d

193 (Ct. App. 2002))). Because this petiﬁon was filed over a year later on June 4, 2015, this Court is
without jurisdiction to entertain any matters contained therein.

B. Habeas Corpus Relief Unavailable

“A habeas corpus petition must support the requested relief.” Gibson v. State, 329 S.C. 37, 40,

495 'S.E.2d 426, 427 (1998) (citations omitted). Although the allegations in the petition are to be

treated as true, Petitioner must make out a prima facie case showing he is entitled to relief and he must
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present sufficient factual allegations to support the petition before he is entitled to a hearing. Id. at 40,

495 S.E.2d at 427-28.

To warrant a hearing, the petition must include two allegations. First, the petition must allege
Ty

the petitioner has exhausted all available post-conviction relief remedies. Simpson V. State, 329 S.C.

43, 46, 495 S.E.2d 429, 431 (1998); Gibson, 329 S.C. at 42, 495 S.E.2d at 428. “Exhaustion includes

filing of an application, the rendering of an order adjudicating the issues, and petitioning for, or
knowingly waiving, appellate review.” Gibson, 329 S.C. at 42, 495 S.E.2d at 428. m, the
petition must allege sufficient facts to show why other remedies are unavailable or inadequate. Id.
Post-conviction relief is not rendered “unavailable or inadequate” merely because Petitioner's
application might be dismissed as successive. In fact, any matter which is cognizable under the
Uniform Post-Conviction Procedure Act may not be raised by a petition for a writ of habeas corpus
before the circuit or other lower courts of this State. Simpson, 329 S.C. at 46, 495 S.E.2d at 431
(citing Gibson, 329 S.C. at 37, 495 S.E.2d at 426). The act is broadly inclusive and will rarely be
inadequate or unavailable to test the legality of the detention. Gibson, 329 S.C. at 41, 495 S.E.2d at
428.  Thus, “[a] person is procedurally barred from petitioning the circuit court for a writ of habeas
corpus where the matter alleged is one which could have been raised in a PCR application” Keeler v.
Mauney, 330 S.C. 568, 571, 500 S.E.2d 123, 124 (Ct. App. 1998). “Furthermore, if a person is
procedurally barred, his only means of obtaining state habeas corpus relief is to file a petition in the
original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court.” Id. (citing S.C. Const. Art. V, § 5).2

Petitioner's allegations fail to meets the standards required for the issuance of this extraordinary

writ. His petition merely restates allegations that were or could have been raised in prior collateral

® Before a petitioner may proceed in the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, the petition must set out a constitu-
tional claim that meets the standard delineated in Butler v. State, 302 S.C. 466, 397 S.E.2d 87, cert. denied, 498 U.S. 972,
111 S.Ct. 442, 112 L.Ed.2d 425 (1990). In Butler, the South Carolina Supreme Court held that the writ of habeas corpus
will only issue when there has been a constitutional violation “which, in the setting, constitutes a denial of fundamental
faimess shocking to the universal sense of justice.” Butler, 302 S.C. 466, 468, 397 S.E.2d 87, 88 (1990) (citing State v.
Miller, 84 A.2d 459 (N.J. Super. Ct. App. Div. 1951).
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actions. Furthermore, Applicant has not shown these issues are not capable of being raised in an
application for post-conviction relief.* Thus, these claims cannot be raised in a Petition for Habeas
Corpus in the Circuit Courts of South Carolina. Therefore, the Court finds the petition should be

dismissed.

III. CONCLUSION

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, for the reasons set forth herein, the Petition for Habeas
Corpus is hereby denied and dismissed with prejudice.

Petitioner is hereby instructed this order constitutes the Court’s final ruling on this Petition.
This Court further advises Petitioner that he must file and serve a Notice of Appeal within thirty (30)
days of the service of this order to secure appellate review. See Rule 203, SCACR. Applicant’s
attention is directed to Rule 243, SCACR, for the procedures following the filing and service of the

notice of appeal.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this day of , 2015.

THE HONORABLE WILLIAM H. SEALS JR.
Chief Judge for Administrative Purposes
Fifteenth Judicial Circuit

, South Carolina

* The Court notes the Supreme Court issued an order restricting Petitioner’s future filings one day after Petitioner filed his
petition. However, that order does not eliminate Petitioner’s ability to seek post-conviction relief; it merely requires him to
- obtain permission of the Supreme Court prior to filing a post-conviction relief application.
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MELANIE HUGGINS- WARD
CLERK OF ¢OURT
1301 280 AVENUE

CONWAY, S¢ 29526
(843) 915-5080 » Fax: {(843) 915-6081

August 19th, 2015

Re: 2013-CP-26-2686

Mr. Dukes:

We received your letter requesting us to fije your notice of appeal and
response in case 2013-CP-26-2686. 1 have Hone that for you and forwarded a
copy to the attorney general’s office.

If we can be of any further assistance, pledse do not hesitate to let us know.

i Sincerely,
Melanie Huggins — Ward
Horry County Clerk Of Court

MHW/ac
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MAGISTRATE'S COURT
( ) MUNICIPAL COURT OF

ORDER SPECIFYING Mlt:THODs AND CONDITIONS OF RELEASE

S
e C)r&/‘/( M %é?WFO /;7(("/:7" /7/6’@//7

judge, for the defendau{ named above, it was determined by the court {check one or

Name of Defeny

Offense Charged: 14
At a bail proceeding conducted by undersi

):

The release of the defendant on recogrizance will not reasonably assure his appearance 2s required.

%he release of the defendant on recognizance will result in an unreasonable danger to the community.
i termination was based u the following findings of fact:

[

; iy N A /4 / N .
ia e 2 (,Aarje — L tendanl T2 —al oM STt

/

—_

[Considerations: Nature and drcumstances of the offense charged, the accused’s family ties, employment, financial resources, character
and mental condition, the length of his residence in the community, his record of convictions, and any record of flight to avoid
prosecution or failure to appear at other court proceedings.]

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1. That the above named dcfendant be released from custody on the condition that he will personally appear before the designated
court at the place, date and time required to answer the charge made against him and do what shall be ordered by the court and
not depart the State without the permission of the court and be ofegood behavior.

2. That the above named defendant be released from custody provided as follows (check one):

CASH IN LIEU OF BOND
The defendant, acknowledging himself to be indebted to the Gtate of South Carolina, deposits $ to secure his release
from custody. Should the defendant fail to comply with all terms and conditions of this Order, this sum of money {s subject to

CASH PERCENTAGE IN LIEU OF BOND

OThe defendant acknowledges himself to be indebted to the State of South /Carol'ma in the sum of § , his release to

be obtained by payment to the court of (%) of this bond in cash, this amount being & _ The defendant

will be obligated to the State in the full amount of $ _-siach sum to be levied on his real and personal property for
the use of the State, should he fail to perform the conditions of Aiis Order.

AﬁiARANCE RECOGNIZANCE WITH SURETY -

The defendant will provide good and suffident apprw in thg form set forth on the r.eVerse side,

acknowledging an indebtedness to the State in the dmount of §

at the defendant ghall appea :
the tern 4 5 .’7 0y gn z 3 o 9 . . at
{Place:] £ I Ll 74 AW A _ e

and rethd , ourt. If no dispositien iSTha 8 4ermdant shall appear and remain
throughout ea Snoceeding term of court until final dispos tion is made of his case, unless otherwise ordered by the court.
the sessiorc® agistrate/ municipal (circle one) court beginning on [Date}___ ——— at [Time:]__— o'clock, __M,

at [Place:]_%3 If no
final dispos )% is made during that session, the defendant shall appear at such other times and places as ordered by the court.
% 5 Initials of Defendant

i i his address from the one contained in this order and he will comply
with those jtions descri sid ichare ed.
S ] . 7 2
w Signature of Judge Date

= ACKNOWLEDGEMENT BY DEFENDANT
1 understand 8 if 1 violate a:l condition of this Order, indluding any conditions included on the reverse side of this Order, a

warrant for my arke will be issued.

I understand and have been informed that I have a right and obligation to pe present at tria) and should 1 fail to attend the coust,
the trial will proceed in my absence.

It has been explained to me that if 1 fail to appeal before the oourt as required, an additional criminal charge will be instituted
against me. If the failure to appear is in connection with a felony charge, or while awaiting sentence, of pending appeal of certiorari
after conviction, the penalty is a fine of not more than $5,000 or ijmprisonment for not more than five years, Of both; if 1 fail to appear
in connection with a misdemeanor charge, the penalty is 2 fine of not more than 51 or imprisonment for not more than one year,

or

both. -
I acknowledge the receipt of a copy of this Or& an‘d\w\ rstand .tHé;‘s—:_'ggdifons of my release and the penalties applicable to me
ar, s‘xeép.u'.re . :

in the event | violate any condition of the Order of fail-to}a ¥ .

|0 _Govtrnors RO ' e
% . Y 6 %ggi_%ri ©f ‘Pefendant
CS \\ H - ls - 0}
i o CINNGD 9\3@\.‘.‘//}%{
S i X AN
Sodal Security Number/Telephone No. Attorney Representing Accused (I known)

ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY OF THIS FORM ARE TO BE COMPLETED IN EVERY BAIL PROCEEDING IN WHICH IT IS USED.
Original copy for the Trial Court — Copy for the Defendant )
SCCA/511 (3/90) FORM CONTINUES ON BACK )




1

POWER AMOUNT . = |
$53000.00 Accredited = == AD31149

' L Property & Casualty Insurance since 1971
POWER OF A'ITOHNEY ’ ADO'SOUTH‘F_'ARK AVENUE, SUITE 320, WINTER PARK, FL 327894320 . -
KNOW-ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: that Accredited Surety and Casualty. Co.; Inc., a Corporation duly organized and .existing under the laws of the Stale of Florida, has made
pursuant lo a Code of its By-Laws which.was adoptedby the Directors of the said Company on the 31at day of August, 1971 and is now in effect, does constitute and appoint; and by
these presents does make, constitute and appoint below-named agent its true and lawful Attorney-In-Fact forit and in its name, place and stead, to execute, seal and deliver for and on
its behalf and as its-act and deed, as surety, a bail bond’only.. Authority of such Attorney-in-Fact Is limlited to APPEARANGE BONDS ONLY and cannot be construed to guarantee
payment of fines, costs, alimony, wags claims, or.any.other financial obligation, nor dellvery.or Immigration bontis on behalf of balow named defendant. -

- This power of attorney Is. vold If dltered or eraged. The obllgation of.the.company shall not exceeg the sum o

~ FIFTY THREE THOUSAND, ($53,000.00) DOLLARS |

and provided this Power-of-Attorney I8 flled with the bond and retained as a part of the Court records. The sald Attorney-In-Fact is hereby authorized to insert in this Power-
of-Atorney the name of the person on whosg behalf this bond was glven. - : . . o o
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, ACCREDITED SURETY-AND CASUALTY: CO., INC., has ﬁsed,these presents to be signed by ils duly authorized officer; ‘proper- for the purpose

- and its corporate seal to be hereunto affixed this __AL day of - : , Year "? < 3 .
Bond Amoint . 3 aR), Y . . Appearance Date‘_ML___L O, = - ACCREDITED SURETY AND CASUALTY CO., INC.

Defendan.t ﬁ’\s%téc‘ 4 o /&N ’ K#’S’ | , _
 DEBGRAMJALLAD

M__/ PRESIDENT
Executing Agent . .

ASC 312 (06/01) o B e .




WITNESSES

BROWN/NMBPD

ARREST WARRANT NO. H-299368

CDR: 0452 44-53-0375(C) (1) (¢)

DOA: ~ 9-12-003

ACTION OF GRAND JURY
m-r’-:‘ B 11"""15 L

o' .....-l l..uv‘

A g Ta e

250 DY 20 2003
Foreman of Grand Jury

Foreman of Petit Jury Date:

DOCKET NO. 2003-GS-26- g44 |5~

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF HORRY

GD 71872

" COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

NOVEMBER TERM 2003

THE STATE

|

y,
MICHAEL ANDRE DUKES B/M

jlf 510 GOVENORS ROAD

- WILMINGTON, NC 28411

SSN “"DOB 12-08-7%

Attorney -

. INDICTMENT FOR:
~TRAFFICKING CRACK COCAINE

" MORE THAN 10 GRAMS, LESS THAN 28 GRAMS

J. GREGORY HEMBREE, SOLICITOR

oy rcral s
sy AL



ARREST WARRANT M;f’

" H=299368

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

D County/ BMuniclpallty of
No MYRTLE BCH HUNICTRAL CONART

THE STATE
against
e

TCHAEL ANDRE DUKES
ress: __510 GOVERANORS. ROAD
YILEINGTON, Ne 28411
o (310} 191-0881  SSN:— L
¢ YWRace: B Helght: __5'08" Weight: 140

oo NG DL#: 26512244

B 12/08/1978 Agency ORI#: __ 50026070
ysecuting Agency: %O MYRTLE BCH DEPT pUBLIC SETY

osecuting Officer: RAY_ATHOOD
lfense: TRAFFICKING I“.C\\RCK COCAINR
Offense Code; ——————

ode/Ordinance Sec. — 44-53-31%

‘his - warrant s CERTIFIED FOR SERVICE in the
j County/D AM_uniclpallty of .

The  accused
s to be arrested and prought before me o be
dealt with according to law.

(L.S.)

Signature of Judge

D¢

RETURN

- .personally appeared before me the affiant

0 .

defendant

A copy of this arrest warrant "was delivered to
Mx\ Z&f BJL‘-V‘
on l_%——,__,____——

) X

Slgnétura of Constable/Law Enforcement Officer

RETURN WARRANT TO: :
< CLIFFORD L. WELSH, HUNICIPAL JUDGE

1015 SECOND AVENUE SOUTH
NORTH WYRTLE BEACH, ¢ 29582
303-280-5520

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
D County/DMun!clpality of B AFFIDAVIT SCCA 518

JAMES BROWN gt/ who

pelng duly sworn deposes and says that defendant HICHAEL ANORE DUKES
did within this county and state on septenher 11, 2003

State of South Carolina  (or ordinance  of D County/ Municipality of
In the following particulars:
DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:

violate the crimingl laws of the

JO0 MYATLR BCH MUNICIPAL COURT )

TRAFFICKING IN CRACK COCATNE
{ further state that there Is probable cause to believe that the &fend%n@Bnamed abpve dld. commit

the crime set forth and that probable cause is based on the following facts: ¢ I
O OR ABOUT SEPTEMBER 11, 2003, THE DEFEMDANT KICHEL ANDRE DUKES, M

: st T (URING
\ LAYTOL SEARCH WASTFOUND 70 BE TN BOSSESSION OF 20.2 GRAKS OF CRACK COCAINE WHICH FEELD TRSHS OSERIVE.
s s PRt

=
: 5:3, - A C"J;-aq
\ T C2
= Pl
C":'. o— '.11:
Cory T —
e . il
‘l "’;n:.' ’ (J"\ ‘
. e

(D ERrmae

) 2
) Sigfiature of Afflant
) Affiant's Address
)

Sworn to and subscribed before me

on 09/12/2003

1015 SECOND AVE SOUTH '

] ] (Ls.) NORTH HYRTLE BEACH, SC 29582 ey
Signature of Issuing Judge Afflant's Telephone 843-280-5511 ] =

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

1 countys/_IMunicipaity of ) ARREST WARRAN

) / )
TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY:
it appearing from the above affidavit that there am® reasonable grounds to believe t‘.
Septemper 11, 2003 defendant — XICHARL ANDRE DUKES
did violate the criminal laws of the State of South Carolina (or ordinance of
] county/ L3 §0 NYRTLE BCH WUNICIPAL COURT

.Munlclpallty of
DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: TRAERICKING IN CRACK COCAINE

) as set forth below:

Now, therefore, you are empowered and directed to arrest the said detendant and bring him or her before
me forthwith to be dealt with according to law. A copy of this Arrest Warrant shall be delivered to the

dafendant at the time of lts execution, or as soon thereafter as s practicable.

|
) Judge's Address 1015 SECOND AVENUE SOUTH
(LS.)) YORTH KYRTLE BEACH, SC 29562

Signature of Issulng Judge )  Judge's Telephone §03-280-5520 .
Judge Codg! —— 1ssuing Court: D Magistrate DX Municipal D Circuit

“Yref #: 200328867

ORIGINAL A H-289368
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