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DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. BOOZER - CAMERON LITTLEJOHN 57
Not with the language that was in there. I mean, I know
what the words say. But the -- what -- what's implied by
the language, given the circumstances of these guys all
getting arrested was really kind of damning.

Q Do you think that there was any way to -- to -- to
suggest that Mr. Wright was -- was just basically advising
everyone of they don't have to talk to anyone and he didn't
have anything to do with this? Do you think there was any
way to do that?
A Well, I tried to make that -- that -- that explanation -
to the jury inferentially. But, I mean, when you got a
piece of evidence like that that is -- is so hurtful,
sometimes the more you‘play around with it, the more you
get burned.

and unfortunately, because of Greg's record and his
decision not to take the stand, I didn't have aAreal good
way of explaining the content of the letter. So sometimes
when something hurts that bad, you kind of try and stay
away from it as much as you can.
o] And -- and did y'all discuss his testifying or his

right to testify or whether he should or should not testify

A Certainly.
Q -—- at trial?

What was sort of the nature of that discussion?
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DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. BOOZER - CAMERON LITTLEJOHN 58
A Well, I advised Mr. Wright it was -- it was totally

his right to testify and his decision; it was not my

. decision; wasn't[the Court's decision; wasn't anybody

else's. But he decided not to testify because of the fact
that he had all these prior drug convictions that would've
come into evidence as impeachment matters. And so the jury
would've been aware of them. And he -- he.made the |
decision not to testify.
0 Do you think the most harmful thing in this case was
the letter?
A I don't -- you'd have to ask the jury that. Certainly
didn't help.

MR. BOOZER: Court's indulgence, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Certainly.

(Whereupon, Mr. Boozer and the applicant conferred.)

Q Mr. Littlejohn ---

A Yes, sir.

Q ——- regarding the letter, did you -- did you review
with Mr. Wright sort of -- if —-- if it were to come in, a
defense to it or how you would-—— how you would confront

that letter?

A Mr. Boozer, I don't remember specifically. I'm sure
we talked about the content of the letFer. I'm sure I told
him how -- how bad it looked. From the standpoint of

explaining to him how I was going to deal with it, I -- 1
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CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. GOURLEY - CAMERON LITTLEJOHN 59
think I just -- you know, I —- I believe I told him that we
were going to try and stay away from it as much as we
could.

0 Did y'all have any discussion, I guess, other than
staying away from it, explaining it?
A Well, as -—- as I indicated earlier, there was no real
good way of doing that without Mr. Wright's testimony,
which was not available.

MR. BOOZER: Your Honor, I don't have any further'
questions at this time.
0 Thank you, Mr. Littlejohn.
A Yes, sir..

THE COURT: Thank you.. Cross-examination.

MR. GOURLEY: Thank you, Your Honor.

CROSS-EXAMINATION

BY MR. GOURLEY:

Q Good morning, Mr. Littlejohn.

A Good morning, Mr. Gourley.

Q Do you have a copy of the transcript up there?
A I do, sir. | |

0 Can you turn to page 164 for me.

MR. GOURLEY: And, Your Honor, this is going éo be the
cross—examination of Investigator Mays.
Q Let me know when you're there.

A All right.
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CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. GOURLEY - CAMERON LITTLEJOHN 60

Q I'm going to start on line 2.
A Okay.
Q And, Mr. Littlejohn, is this not the cross-examination

of Mr. Mays regarding the letter that Mr. Wright wrote?

A Yes, sir.

Q Okay. And -- and just to kind of briefly summarize
it, you basically read a portion of the letter that -- and
I'11l read it for the Court ~-- "Please, don't nobody talk to

these investigators because they will put stuff on paper
that people say -- people really don't say." And then, the
next, I quess, three pages, if you will, kind of deal with
the issue of Frank -- Frankie -- Frank Lee Wilson accepting
the responsibility of the drugs ---

A Right.

Q -—-- and -- and submitting and affidavit and then
subsequently pleading guilty, correct?

A Yes, sir.

Q ° Is that your way of kind of drawing an inference that
maybe Mr. Wright waé sending out this letter to Hammer to
say, "Hey, you know, somebody's going to accept
responsibility for these drugs," and then pointing out to
the jury that somebody already has and they've already
implicated him, but to maybe make sure Mr. Wilson doesn't
put it back on Mr. Wright? Is that what you were trying to-

do or -- or please explain your thought process on that, if
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CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. GOURLEY -~ CAMERON LITTLEJOHN 61
you can.
A Well, inferentially, I mean, it was —-- it was é little
maybe more straightforward than that, which was Mr. Wilson
had -- had signed the affidavit admitting possession. He
pled guilty.
Q Uh-huh.
A He was about to be sentenced. He did it with the
advise of counsel. And I tried to harp on that during his
cross—examination and closing argument.
Q Okay. And in doing so, that was trying to potentially
-- I guess what I'm trying to get at is: Why would you put
the letter out front and then do the -- the Wilson
examination, I guess? Was that trying to take away some of

maybe the prejudice of the letter?

A Well, I guess in =-- it -- in an indirect way, yes.
Q Okay.

A Yes.

Q Thank you, sir.

A | I mean, the whole -- the issue being Wilson saying

that Gregory didn't have anything to do with the drugs.

And then, if you look at the letter; you know, maybe the
jury would say, Well, maybe he's trying to do something

righteous here and just protect his -- protect himself
because he's innocent.

Q Yes, sir. Mr. Wright has alleged that you were
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CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. GOURLEY - CAMERON LITTLEJOHN 62
ineffective for failing to either appear at the preliminary
hearing or -- or -- or.request a preliminary hearing. I
guess my question to you is: Hypothetically speaking, if
you were successful at a preliminary hearing, can -- can
the state still indict the charges?

A Oh, definitely.
Q Okay.
A Assuming you're successful at prelim, which is about 1

percent of the .cases.

Q Yes, sir. In your practice why do you typically
request preliminary hearings and attend them, if -- if you
do?

A . Primarily, just to -- if -- to fill -- if you don't

have discovery, kind of ---

Q ~Yes, sir.

A —-- get an idea of the case. If you do ---

o) Yes, sir.

A —--- have discovery, kind of fill in some of the —-

some of the holés in the case. A lot of times, we use it
just to meet the officer and find out what his temperature
is and see where we're at in the case.

Q Okay.

A I mean, you get -- you glean much more information
from the discovery than vou do from the investigator

reading an incident report at a prelim.
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CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. GOURLEY -~ CAMERON LITTLEJOHN 63
Q Yes, sir. Mr. Wright also said you were ineffective
or has alleged that you were ineffective for failing to

present business documents ---

A Right.

Q --= stuff like that.

A Right.

0 I -- I think, if you may have heard his testimony on

direct, that he presented a briefcase full of various
documents. Do you have any recollection about that?

A Well, T do., I -- 1 --1 recéll asking them if they
had any current documents that would've shown cash payments
coming into them to show a legitimate source of funds that
would account for the -- I think it was $6100 that was
found in the house.

0] Yes, sir.

A And there were no concurrent —-- I -- I -- they didn't
produce anything that would show cash receipt that ---

Q Okay.

A --~ we could've put into evidence to justify that.
There were contracts that he had and some old records; but,
you know, nothing that I -- I could really tie in to -- to
the $6100 without lqoking like we were trying to blow a
bunch of smoke.

0 Yes, sir. And you actually called Mr. Wright's wife

to kind of get up on the stand and explain why they had
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CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. GOURLEY - CAMERON LITTLEJOHN 64
cash withoqt any kind of supporting documents, right?
A Exactly.
0 Okay. And, Mr. Littlejohn, regarding the letter, of

course, Mr. Wright indicated to you that that was his

" letter, correct?

A Yes, sir.
Q Regardless of that, can -- can the state just produce
anybody that's familiar with Mr. Wright's handwriting to

authenticate that letter?

A If they had somebody that was familiar with his
writing?
Q Yes, sir.

A Yes. They could've done that.

0] So regardless of whether or ﬁot the witness wanted to
come in and subpoena, of course the state has a right to
subpoena him. If he did not testify, they could've easily
found somebody else that was familiar with Mr. Wright's
handwriting, whether it be an expert or somebody ---—

A Yes. Well, T mean, Mr. -—- Mr. Scott said they were
going to make a motion for handwritihg exemplars ~~-

Q Yes, sir.

A --— which would've -- I mean, that would've done the
Job if the expert had come in and said that was his
handwriting.

Q Yes, sir. Mr. Wright was -- has also alleged that you
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CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. GOURLEY - CAMERON LITTLEJOHN 65
were ineffective for failing to object to the weight of the
drugs. Obviously, on -- on direct or cross-examination, we
pointed out that you made an appropriate directed-verdict
motion regarding the weight.

A Right.

Q Did you see any basis to then further object to the
judge charging the lesser-included offense?

A Well, I couldn't object to the weight of the drugs
because the weight of the drugs was the weight of the

drugs. But I —---

0 Yes, sir.

A ~-- did get the -- the chemist to -- to, you know,
total it out to -- she was reluctant. But ---

Q Yes, sir.

A --- she finally said it was 13 grams. We made a

motion for directed verdict on that —---

Q And -- I apologize for cutting you off.

A -—- other count and -- and the judge granted it. So

Q Yes, sir.

A ——= I don't know what else I could've done with that.
Q Yes, sir. And regarding the motion for severance and

-- and I know you noted it on direct examination, but the
judge did charge the jury to consider each charge

separately, correct?
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REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. BOOZER - CAMERON LITTLEJOHN 66
1 A Correct.

2 Q Okay.

3 MR. GOURLEY: Your Honor, I don't have any other

4 questions.

5 Q Thank you, Mr. Littlejohn.

6 A Yes, sir.

7 MR. BOOZER: Redirect, Your Honor?
8 THE COURT: Certainly.

9 : REDIRECT EXAMINATION

10 BY MR. BOOZER:

11 Q Going back to the preliminary hearing, do you recall
12 codefendants with Mr. Wright -- do you recall any

13 codefendants other than Mr. Wilson?

14 A There were other codefendants. Yes.

15 0 Who were -- do you know who the others were?

16 A I think they're named in the -- in the transcript. I
17 think there's a -- a Mr. Hammer, Mr. -- I -~ I can't

18 remember their names.

19 Q Do -- do you recall the names of Larry Rose and Ervin

20 Bracey?

21 A Seems like those were the names. T ---
22). © Do you —---

23 A I could look it up and teli you. But ---
24 Q And -- and --—-

25 A . -—— it -- it's --~
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REDIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. BOOZER - CAMERON LITTLEJOHN 67

Q -—-- certainly ---
A --- right there.
Q ~—— if -- if you want to do that, that's fine. What I

was going to ask you is: Do you know if they were charged

with the same crimes that Mr. Wright was charged with?

A  Mr. Boozer, I better say I'm not sure. I don't know.
Q Okay.
A I mean, I was concerned with Mr. Wright. I wasn't

really that concerned with them. And this is the first

issue I've heard about the prelim. I -- I mean, I -- I
just heard that this morning. And -- and you may be very
well right. I -- I don't have any -- I don't have my file

where I could tell you what happened.
Q And to be fair, you wouldn't know whether those
charges were dismissed or not at the preliminary hearing
with regard to Larry Rose or Ervin Bracey?
A I'm not sure. There's some discussion in the
transcript about it, but ---
o] Ahd, I guess, is that something that's possible at a
preliminary hearing is that the -- the charges can be
dismissed at -- at a preliminary hearihg?
A Sure.
Q Okay.

MR. BOOZER: Court's indulgence?

THE COURT: Yes, sir.
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RECROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. GOURLEY - CAMERON LITTLEJOHN 68
1 (Whereupon, Mr. Boozer and the applicant conferred.)

2 Q Thank you, Mr. Littlejohn. I have =---

3 A Yes, sir.

4 0 -—- no further questions.

5[ MR. GOURLEY: Very briefly, Your Honor.
6 RECROSS-EXAMINATION

7 BY MR. GOURLEY:

8 Q Mr. Littlejohn, I know you may not be familiar with
9 Mr. Bracey or Mr. Rose's case. But did either one of them
10 own the property that the drugs were found on?

14 - A No.

12 Q It was Mr. Wright's property, correct?

13 A That's my understanding. Yes, sir.

14 0 And to the best of your recollecfion, did you recall
15 if any drugs were found on Mr. Bracey or Mr. Rhodes'

16 persons? And if you.do not recall, that's perfectly fine.

17 The record will speak for itself.

18 A I -- after reading the transcript, I don't think they
19 were. But, I mean, the transcript -- the officers
20 testified as to where they found the various quantities of

21 drugs. So I don't think so.

22 Q Yes, sir.
23 MR. GOURLEY: Thank you, Judge.
24 0 Thank you, Mr. Littlejohn. That's -- no further

25 questions.
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RECROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR. GOURLEY - CAMERON LITTLEJOHN = 69

THE COURT: All right. Thank you, sir. You may step
down.

THE WITNESS: Thank you, sir.

MR. GOURLEY: And we'd be -- we'd ask for him to be
relieved, Your Honor.

MR. BOOZER: Certainly.

THE COURT: Yes, sir. You're relieved from your
subpoena.

THE WITNESS: Thank you, sir.

THE COURT: Yeah.

THE WITNESS: Nice to see you.

(Whereupon, the witness exited the witness stand.)

MR. BOOZER: And, Your Honor; may I take one moment?
I may or may not call one other witness.

THE COURT: Certainly.

MR. BOOZER: Thank you.

(Off the record briefly.)

MR. BOOZER: Thank you, Your Honor. There are no
further witnesses on behalf of the applicant.

MR. GOURLEY: No witnesses from the state, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Brief argument.

MR. BOOZER: Yes, Your Honor. BAnd -- and before -- if
it pleases the Court, before I do that, the issue of
whether or not Mr. Littlejohn appeared at the preliminary

hearing, that was something that was testified to today.
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70
And it -- it was new testimony to me. I have not -- had
not discussed that with my client. That being said, Judge,
I would at this time, I guess, make a motion for the
pleadings to conform with the.evidence that was presented
today ---

MR. GOURLEY: Your Honor ---

MR. BOOZER: --- to add that as an allegation.

THE COURT: All right.

MR. GOURLEY: Your Honor, the state doesn't have any
objection to that.

THE COURT: Motion's granted.

MR. BOOZER: Thank you, Your Honor. Judge, I guess
with regard to some of the failures to object, I'll let the
testimony and evidence stand on its own with regard to --
to some of those individual claims that Mr. Wright has.

However, with regard to the preliminary hearing, his
testimony is that I guess he appeared a preliminary hearing
and Mr. Littlejohn was not present. I would submit on the
applicant's behaif, that that's -- could be a critical
juncture at this -- at tﬁat stage in a -- in a case. There
could be a possibility that charges could be dismissed. I
know that's something that we certainly don't know. But I
do think that -- that that's a ~- somewhere his lawyer
should've appear if he didn't appear on his behalf.

.

Your Honor, furthermore, with regard to severing the




514

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

25

71
charges, I -- I guess at this time, as the testimony has
indicated, this is a time when the Michael Vick issue was
going on, which I know we're all certainly.familiar with
regarding Mr. Vick's involvement in dogfighting. And that
was kind of a hot-button issue all over the news at that
time.

I would submit on the applicant's behalf that at least
they should've entertained a motion to sever the charges
when you've got sort of -- considering the evidence or lack
of evidence, coupled with the drugs, and then you've got
possession of a weapon, and then you've got the dogs. I
think that that certainly could've prejudiced his -- his
trial, having all that coupled together. It may have been
jard for the jury to get past -- get past that.

With regard to the letter, I think that that was
really the biggest issue in this case for Mr. Wright. It
-- you know, it -- it was interesting how, when the letter
comes up, the letter is objected to. But the letter has
already been stipulated to, so the letter ends up coming
in.

And this really is the only supporting evidence in the
trial transcript upon my review that supported the state's
theory of the case, which it was presenting to the jury
that Mr. Wright was sort of the -- the ringleader of this

crowd and could get them to do whatever they wanted to do.
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And the only thing that thaf jury heard was from the state,
is that this -- this letter confirmed that, that he was
telling folks, even after he was arrested, what to do.

Even if they couldn't keep the lettef out, there was
really no way to put Mr. Wright's spin or his position on
the letter, that that's not what he was trying to do. So I
== I think the letter is really -- is -- is really what -
what hurt his case. |

Judge, for all these reasons, especially with regard
to the failing to sever the charges, as well as -- as well
as the admissioq of the letter, I would submit that
applicant is entitled to a new trial and he's shown that
counsel was ineffective and that he was prejudiced by the
ineffectiveness. Thank ?ou, Youf Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you, sir. Mr. Gourley?

MR. GOURLEY: Yes, Your Honor. I would ask that you
deny this application. Regarding the failure-to-object
allegation, obviously, it's been testified to by Mr.
Liftlejohn that he made the appropriate directed-verdict
motion regarding the weight of the drugs. He was ’
successful on that motion and got the judge to charge the
lesser-included at weight.

In regard to the preliminary-hearing allegation, as

Your Honor knows, there's no constitutional right to a

preliminary hearing in the first instance. Second, Your
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Honor, don't know if Mr. Littlejohn was present or not.
But regérdless, as Mr. Wright alleges, 1f he were somehow
to be successful in a preliminary hearing, the state can
always come back and indict them. Your Honor, I would
submit there's no prejudice on that.

ARegarding the sever of charges, Your Honor, as Mr.
Littlejohn testified, the judge, during his jury charge,
charged the jury that they should find Mr. Wright beyond a
reasonable doubt on each individual charge.

Regarding the letter, Your Honor, as you heard today,
Mr. Wright has no argument that that was not his letter. I
think counsel certainly, within the reasonable,
professional norms, is stipulating to the letter. Even if
he had objected to the létﬁer and not stipulated it, I'm --
you know, it's -- they can bring in an expert or somebody
like that to -- to provide evidence that that was Mr.
Wright's letter.

Your Honor, as we've been here this week, it's kind of
been discussed, the overwhelming-evidence-analysis argument
being made. I would just like to put on the record that
the state does believe that there was overwhelming evidence
that Mr. Wright did constructively'posseés these drugs. I
would cite to the ;ecord for that, Your Honor.

But just very briefly, Investigator Mays testified on

page 102 that powder cocaine, crack cocaine, marijuana, and
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scalés weré found in the shed on Mr. Wright's property.
That was again elicited on cross-examination that Mr.
Wilson was living in that shed but the drugs were found in
the shed, on Mr. Wilson's person, and around Mr. Wilson.
That was, again, on page 143, Your Honor.

Investigator Tarbell testified that she located a bag
of crack cocaine in the shed found on Mr. Wright's
property. She also found police scanners in Mr. Wright --
on Mr. Wright's property and they also found black digital
scales in the shed located on Mr. Wright's property.

So for those reasons, Your Honor, I would certainly
submit that there was ampie evidence for this jury to find
that Mr. Wright constructively possessed the drugs found on
his property. Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you, sir. Mr. Boozer, I'm -- I am
compelled to deny applicant's motion. I agree>with the
position of the state on each of the issues raised by the
applicant, with -- with the exception of the last statement
made by the attorney general concerning overwhelming
evidence. I'm -- I'm going to yield to the trial judge,
who said that there -- in his opinion, there was not
overwhelming evidence. But he nonetheless thought it was
sufficient évidence for the matters to go to the jury.

And I believe that's on page 390.

Mr. Gourley, would you please prepare an order?
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MR. GOURLEY: Yes, Your Honor. I'll be happy to.
Thank you, Judge.
(Whereupon, Mr. Boozer and the applicant conferred.)
(Whereupon, the proceeding was concluded at 11:51 a.m.)

--- END OF TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD ---
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINAE CORDED Iy THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF CLARENDOM,¢ 1or, _¢ Pﬁg 3: g7 FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Respondent.

Gregory Wright, #166553, JAMES €. CAMPRELL Case No. 2015-CP-14-275
N Cd i
Appﬁoan§, REGOUNTY, S.C.
)
V. ) :

) ORDER OF DISMISSAL
: )
State of South Carolina, )
: )
)
)

This matter comes before the Court by way of a post-conviction relief (PCR) application
filed on June 8, 2015. Respondent made its return on July 9,2015. An evidentiary hearing in to
the matter was convgned on March 17, 2016, at the Sumter County Courthouse. Applicaﬁt was
present at the hearing and was represented by Lance Boozer, Esquite. Respondent was
represented by Assistant Attorney General Daniel Gourley of the South Carolina Attomey
General's Office.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The records before this Court indicate that Applicant is presently confined in the South
Catolina‘ Department of Corrections pursuant to orders of commitment of the Sumter County
Clerk of Court. In July 2008, the Sumter County Grand Jury indicted Applicant for Possession
of Firearm During Commission of a Violent Crime (2008-GS-43-927), Applicant for Owning
Animals for the 'Purpose of Fighting (2008-G8-43-929), Animal Fighting (2008-GS-43-930), Il
treatment of Animals (2008-GS-43-931), Trafficking in Cocaine (2008-GS-43-932), Poss'&_ssion
with Intent to Distribute Marijuana (2608—(38-43—933), Trafficking in Crack Cocaine (2008-GS-
43-934). Cameron B. Littlejohn, Jr., Esquire, represented Applicant. On Janhuary 12-14, 2009,
Applicant proceeded to a jury trial before the Honorable Michael G. Nettles and. The jury found

Page 1-0f 12
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Applicant guilty as indicted for Possession of Firearm during Commission of a Violent Crime

(2008-GS-43-927), Applicant for Owning Animals for the Purpose of Fighting (2008-GS-43-

929), Animal Fighting (2008-GS-43-930), 1l treatment of Animals (2008-GS-43-931) and
Trafficking in Crack Cocaine (2008-GS-43-934). The jury found Applicant guilty of the lesser
included offenses of Trafficking in Cocaine (2008-GS-43-932), Possession with Intent to

Distribute Marijuana (2008-GS-43.933), Judgé Neitles sentenced Applicant for each charge as

follows:

. Possession of Firearm During Commission of a Violent Crime - 5 year term of
mprisonment ‘

. Applicant for Owning Animals for the Purpose of Fighting — 5 year term of

imprisonment

Animal Fighting ~ 5 year term of imprisonment

Il treatment of Animals — 5 year tetm of imprisonment

Trafficking in Cocaine — 25 year term of imprisonment

Possession of Marijuana — 30 day imprisonment

Trafficking in Crack Cocaine — 25 year term of imprisonment -

All sentences were to run concurrently.

¢ & & o

Applicant filed a timely notice of appeal. Robert M. Pachak, Esquire, of the Office of
Appellate Defense. The South Cgrolina Court of Appeals affirmed all convictions in an
unpublished opinion filed July 17, 2013. State.v, Wright, Op. No. 2013-UP-326. In an Order
dated August 22, 2013, tﬁe South Carolina Court of Appeals denied the Peﬁti;)n for Rehearing,

- Appellate Counsel then submitted a Petition for Writ of Certiorari to the South Carolina Supreme
Court, The South.CaroIina Supreme Court dismissed the appeal as improvidently granted in a

memorandum opinion filed March 18, 2015. State v. Wright, Op. No. 2015-M0-011 (S.C. Ct.

App. filed March 18, 2015). The remittitur was returned to the circuit court on March 19, 2015,

Page 2 of 12




ALLEGATIONS

In his current Application, Applicant alleges that he is being held in custody unlawfully
for the following reasons:

1. Ineffective assistance of counsel.
' a. “Counsel Failed To Make Timely
Objections...Counsel did not make objections to the
evidence at trial”

b. “Counsel Failed to Sever Charges...Counsel failed
to abject to the charges being tried together”

¢. “Conviction Obtained in Violation of Constitutional
Rights”

Applicant filed an amended application on January 28, 2016, alleging ineffective assistance of
counse] for sfipulating to the letter introduced at trial. During the evidentiary hearing, Applicant
requested to amend his application to include an allegation of ineffective assistance of counsel for failing
to move to -dismiss his charges during the preliminary hearing. The State had no objection to the
amendiment,
SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY PRESENTED

At the evidentiary hearing, Applicant testified on his own behalf. The State prescnted.
testimony from Cameron Littlejohn, Esquire, (hereinafter “Trial Counsel”). This Court also had
before it a copy of the trial transeript, the Sumter County Clerk of Court records, Applicant’s
South Carolina Department of Correction records, appellate records, the PCR apj:licaﬁon, and
return,

During the evidentiary hearing, Applicant testified that he understood that he is seeking a

" new trial on aﬂ charges. Applicant stated that he was convicted of various drug charges and dog

fighting. Applicant stated Trial Counsel was retained. Applicant stated that he met with Trial
Counsel seven or eight times prior to trial. Applicant stated that they reviewed the evidence

against him.
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Applicant claimed the drug charges should have been dismissed because his tenant, Frank
Lee Wilson, pled guilty to possessing all the drugs. Applicant stated Mr. Wilson signed an
affidavit taking tesponsibility for all the drugs. Applicant explained that Mr. Wilson livedin a
shed on his property. Applicant claimed that the drugs were either found on Mr. Wilson’ S person
or in hxs shed. Applicant recalled that Mr. Wilson. testified during Applicant’s trial and claimed

responsibility for all the drugs. Applicant stated that he discussed this information with Trial

Counsel prior to trial. Applicant stated that it was his understanding the he wouid not have to
proceed to trial on the drug charges due to Mr. Wilson’s guilty plea,

i Applicant claimed Trial Counsel was ineffective for failing to move to sever the charges.

Applicant claimed the dog fighting charges were prejudicial because he was proceeding to trial
around the same time Michael Vick was being charged with dog fighting, Applicant stated that
dog fighting was a hot button societal issue at the time of his trial. Applicant claimed Trial
Counsel should have filed a motion to sever the charges as a result of the dog fighting charges.
Applicant stated that they did not have any discussion about 2 motion to sever the charges,
Applicant claimed that Trial Counsel should have objected to the introduction of the
various pictures of the drugs. Applicant claimed that the police took pictures of the drugs inside
of Applicant’s trailer. Applicant stated that Trial Counsel should have objected because there
were never any drugs found inside his trailer. However, Applicant acknowledged that Trial
Counsel cross-examined the investigating officers and was able to elicit téstimony that no drugs
were found inside the trailer. Applicant further stated that Trial Counsel should have objected to
the chemical analysis of the drugs becanse the weight did not meet the threshold weight for

which he was originally indicted. However, Applicant acknowledged that Trial Counsel was
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successful in his direct verdict motion and the judge charged the lesser included offense due to
the weight of the drugs.

Applicant claimed Trial Counsel should have objected fo the introduction of a letter
written by him to various co-defendants. Applicant stated that the State used to letter to bolster
their argument that Applicant was the ring leader of the group. Applicant claimed Trial Counsel
was ineffective for stipulating to the authenticity of the letter, Applicant noted that the trial court
allowed the contenis of the letter into evidence due to Trial Counsel’s stipulation. Applicant
stated that he did write the letter and was not disputing whether it was hisvhandwriting.
Applicant further stated that he told Trial Counsei that he wrote the letter.

Applicant stated Trial Counsel was ineffective for failing to use various documents and
busineéss records provided to Trial Counsel the day of the trial. Applicant explained that he
, owned a demolition and construction business and hired day workers. Applicant stated that he
dealt with cash and paid his employees in cash. Applicant further explained that he and his
family was getting ready to go on vacation and they had an excess amount of cash inside the
‘house. Applicant stated Trial Counsel should have used the various documents and business
documents to corroborate his wife’s testimony about their business. However, Applicant
acknowledged that his wife testified to their business operations and as to why they had an

excessive amount of cash inside their home. »

Applicant stated Trial Counsel was ineffective for failing to be present during his
preliminaty hearing., Applicant stated Trial Counsel could have made a motion to dismiss the
charges due to the lack of evidence that Applicant ever possessed any of the drugs. Applicant
reiterated that Mr. Wilson pled guilty and claimed ownership of all the drugs. Applicant stat-ed

that he did not testify at trial because of his prior record.
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Following Applicant’s testimony, Trial Counsel was called to testify. Trial Counsel
testified that he was retained and met with Applicant at least seven or eight times. Trial Counsel

stated that he met with Applicant and his wife at their residence. Trial Counsel stated that he

took photographs of the Applicant’s residence. Trial Counsel could not specifically recall
whether Applicant had a preliminary hearing. Trial Counsel stated that he typically uses
preliminary hearing as a tool to retrieve ‘discovery. Trial Counsel stated that he had received all
discovery early on in the case, Trial Cbunsel stated that even if he had attended the preliminary
hearing, the State could simply indict the Applicant.

Trial Counsel stated that there was a lot of evidence not in Applicant’s favor. Tral

Counsel stated there was no overwhelming evidence; however it was going to be up to the jury to
decide if Applicant constructively possessed the drugs found on his proi:erty. Trial Counsel
stated that he did not see a reason to sever the charges. The Trial judge charged the jury that
they were to find the Applicant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt for each individual charge.
Trial Counsel further stated that Aall the charges stemmed from one search warrant.

--Trial Counsel stated that he did not recall any plea offers. Trial Counsel noted that
Applicant consistently maintained his innocence of the charges. Trial Counsel stated it was their
trial strategy to argue that Mr, Wilson one the guilty party. Trial Counsel noted that Mr, Wilson
pled guilty, admitted to possessing the drugs, and claimed ownership over the drugs. Trial
Counsel further stated that he attempted to argue to the jury that the dogs found on Applicant’s
property were pets.

Trial Counsel stated that he stipulated to the authenticity of the letter because Applicant
told him it was his letter. Trial Counsel stated that he saw no reason to require the State to bring

in a hand writing expert to anthenticate the letter. Trial Counsel noted that the State was
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prepared to authenticate the letter had he not stipulated to it. Trial Counsel stated that he
attempted to argue to the jury that the letter merely advised his co-defendants that the State was
trying to pin the drags on him. Trial Counsel stated that the letter fell in line with their strategy
of placing the guilty on Mr. Wilson. Trial Counsel stated there was no real way to defe.nd the
letter.

Trial Counsel stated that he moved for a directed verdict motion at the close of the State’s

case on all the charges. Trial Counsel stated he was successful on some of his directed verdict

motions and the trial judge dismissed the drug charges. However, Trial Counsel stated the trial

. Jjudge charged the lesser included offense. Trial Counsel stated he had no basis to object to the
lesser includcd offense being charged. Trial Counsel further testified that the business records
provided by Applicant did not match up with the amount of cash that he had at his house. Triat
Counsel stated it would have appeared to the jury that they were attempting to hide something,

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
This Court has had the opportunity to review the record in its entirety and has heard the
testimony at the post-conviction relief hearing, This Court has further had the opportunity to
observe the witnesses presented at the hearing, closely pass upon their credibility, and weigh
their testimony accordingly. Specifically, this Court finds Trial Counsel’s testimony credible
and Applicant’s testimony not credible. Set forth below are the relevant findings of facts and
conclusions of law as required prt to S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-80 (1985).
]NEFFEC’I‘IVE'ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL
In a post-conviction relief action, the applicant has the burden of proving the allegations
in the application. Rule 71.1{e), SCRCP; Butler v. Staté, 286 S.C. 441, 334 S.E.2d 813 (1985).

Where ineffective assistance of counsel is alleged as a ground for relief, the Applicant must
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prove that "counsel's conduct so undermined the proper functioning of the adversarial process
that the trial cannot be relied upon as having produced a just result." Strickland V. Washington,
466 U.S. 668, (1984); Butler, 286 S.C. 441,334 S.E.2d 813 (1985).

The proper measure of performance is whether the attorney provided representation

within the range of competence required in criminal cases. Courts presume that counsel
rendered adequate assistance and made all significant decisions in the exercise of reasonable

| professional judgment. Butler, 286 S.C. 441, 334 SE2d 813 (1985). The applicant must .

overcome this presumption to receive relief, Cherry v. State, 300 8.C. 115, 386 S.E2d 624

(1989).

Courts use a ‘two-pronged test in evaluating allegations of ineffective assistance of
counsel. First, the Applicant must prove that counsel's performance was deficient. Under this
prong, attorey performance is measured by its "reasonableness under brofessionali norms,"
Cherry, 300 S.C. at 117, 385 S.E2d at 625 (citing Strickland), Second, counsel's deficient
pérformanée must have prejudiced the applicant such that “there is a reasonable probability that,
but for counsel's unprofessional errors, the result of the proceeding would have been different.”
Cherry, 300 8.C. at 117-18, 386 S.E.2d at 625.

1. Ineffective assistance of counsel for failing to move for dismissal of
charges during Applicant’s preliminary hearing.

This Court finds Applicant’s allegation that Trial Counsel was "ineﬁ‘gctive for failing to move
for dismissal of his charges during the preliminary hearing is meritless. Every criminal defendant
is entitled to notice of his right to a preliﬁﬁnary hearing “to determine whether sufficient
evidence exists to warrant [his] detention and trial” Rule 2(a), SCRCrimP. If a defendant
makes a timely request for a hearing, one should be held within ten days. Rule 2(a)-(b),

SCRCrimP. However, the hearing “shall not be held. . . if the defendant is indicted by a grand
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jury . . . before the preliminary hearing is held." Rule 2(b), SCRCrimP; see also State v

Hawkins, 310 8.C. 50, 54-55, 425 S.E.2d 50, 53 (Ct. App. 1992) (holding trial court did not err
in refusing to quash defendant's indictments becéusc he did not receive a requested preliminary
hearing because he was indicted before a preliminary hearing was held). Furthermore, a

-defendant has no constitutional right fo a preliminary hearing. State v. Keenan, 278 S.C. 361,

363, 296 S.E.2d 676, 678 (1982). Thus, although Applicant could have timely requested a
preliminarj hearing, his right to have the hearing ended with the grand jury's indictment.

This Court finds that Counsel’s performance was reasonable according to professional
standards. It is clear there was ﬁmbable cause to support the charges. Furthermore, this Court
finds that Applicant cannot establish any resulting prejudice, as a preliminary hearing would not
have resulted in dismissal of the charges, and therefore, there is no likelihood that the result of
the proceeding would have been different. This Court finds that this aliegation must be denied
and dismissed with prejudice.

2. Imeffective a.ssista_nce of counsel for failing to object to the

indictment because the weight of drugs did not mateh the
indictment. _

This Court finds Applicant’s-allegation that Trial Counsel was ineffective for failing to
object to the indictment because the State did not prove that he possessed twenty-eight to one-
hundred grams of cocaine is without merit. This Court finds that Counsel’s performance was
reasonable according to professional standards, Notably, Trial Counsel moved for a directed
verdict as to the indictment and was successful, (Tr. p. 288-289). The Trial Court dismissed the
charge and charged the jury on the lesser included offense. This Court finds that this allegation

must be denied and dismissed with prejudice.
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3. Ineffective assistance of counsel for failing to move to sever the
charges.

This Court finds Applicant’s allegation that Trial Counse] was ineffective for failing to
move to sever the charges is meritless. This Court finds Trial Counsel’s performance was well
within reasonable professional norms, Trial Counsel noted that al} charges stemmed from one
event and one search warrant. This Court agrees with Trial Counsel’s assertion and: finds that
there was 1o reasonable bas1s to make a motion to sever the charges.

Additionally, this Court finds Applicant can show no prejudxce as a result of Trial
Counsel’s alleged deficiency for falhng to file a motion to sever the charges. Notably, the Trial
Judge charged the jury that “each indictment charges a separate and distinct offense, and you
must decide each indictment separately on the evidence and the law applicable to, uninfluenced
by your decision to any other indictment.” (Tr. p. 352 lines 12-18). It is clear that the trial judge
mstructed the jury to decide the Applicant’s guilt beyond a reasonable doubt as to each
individual charge, This Court finds that Counsel’s performance was reasonable accordmg to
professional standards As a result, Applicant can show no prejudice. Therefore, this Court
finds that this allegation must be denied and dxsxmssed with prejudice.

4. Ineffective assistance of counsel for stipulating to the authenticity
of the letter. :

This Court finds Applicant’s allegation that Trial Counsel was ineffective for stipulating
to the authenticity of his letter is meritless. This Court finds Trial Counsel acted well withip
reasonable professional norms when stipulating to the letter. Notably, both Trial Counsel and
Applicant stated that the letter was written by Applicant. Trial Counsel stated that there was no
point in challenging the authenticity of the letter due to Applicant’s admission that he wrote the

letter. Furthcrmdre, Trial Counsel stated that they attempted to mitigate the letter’s content by
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arguing to the jury that the letter was tmplying that the State was attempting to push the drugs on
him when he they were not his drugs. This Court finds Trial Counsel’s actions wete not
deficient when he stipulated to the drugs, Furthermore, Applicant can show no prejudice due to
Trial Counsel’s stipulation because Applicam‘ freely admitted that he wrote the letter. As a
result, this Court finds that this allegation should be denied and dismissed with prejudice,
ALL OTHER ALLEGATIONS
As to any and all allegations that were raised in the application or at the hearing in this

matter and not specifically addressed in this Order, this Court finds the Applicant failed to

present any testimony, argument, or evidence at the hearing regarding such allegations.

Accordingly, this Court finds the Applicant has abandoned any such allegations.

[Signature to follow]

Page 11 of 12




031 e | S o

CONCLUSION
Based on all the foregoing, this Court finds and concludes that the Applicant has not
established any constitutional violations or deprivations that would require this court to grant his
application. Therefore, this application for post-conviction relief must be denied and dismissed
with prejudice.
This Court notes that that Applicant must file and serve a notice of appeal within thirty
days from the receipt by counsel of written notice of entry of judgment to secure the appropriate

appellate review. See Rule 203, SCACR. Pursuant to Austin v, State, 305 S.C. 453 (1991), an

Applicant has a right to an appellate counéel’s assistance in seeking review of the denial of post-

conviction relief. Rule 71.1(g), SCRCP, provides that if the applicant wishes to seek appellate
review, post-conviction relief counsel must serve and file a Notice of Appeal on the Applicant’s
behalf.  Applicant is directed to South Carolina Appellate Court Rule 243 for appropriate
procedures for appeal.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the Application for Post-Conviction Relief must be denied and -
dismissed with prejudice; and

AND IT IS SO ORDERED M%L day of

» South Carolina
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TOT L. @ )

Court ‘Reperter: m SLLI ( b Vaf) N SéntenceDate: J

SeeARI7 (07200
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STATEOFISOUTHGAROLINA ) = sy
L }  INSTHE:COURT OF GENEI
' COUNTY QF SUMTER... ) -

INDIGTVMENT

ihaS‘umtej‘g*Cdun'ty,_on;;at,least;one:occas;on, wgsrpar.ty;to :-andloncaused’fthe*ﬁg})ﬁns}i‘r
or. b’aitirff’g- ofwaﬁimal's*i- ‘to wit: Gregory W"m‘ghf was party to. and/or caused -if‘gﬁts
i behxveen plt bul! dogs againstone: another. T hxs it vuolatnon of §,>1 6-27-30(b).of the

s, c Code of Laws, 1976‘ as amended.

AgamstthepeaceanddzgmtyoftheState and contrary to'the statutein'such

case made and provided.

HENRYMCM = TER (cn‘ “

PR




'~-' WIT. ESSES

Inv. Tripp Mays

i
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER

Direct Presentmentf

o
o
k)
4

. ’ j

ACTION OE GRAND JURY
T Bl

 illitn Sl o

Foreperson of Petitiury
Date: . ]

Docket Number 2008-GS-43-930

The State of South Carolina
County of Sumter

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

_July 2008 Term

w
THE STATE
VS.

GREGORY WRIGHT
DEFENDANT

—

INDICTMENT FOR
ANIMAL FIGHTING

S.C. CODE §16-27-30(b)
CDR Code: 540

After being fully advised as to my legal
rights, | hereby waive presentment to the
Grand Jury.

0)2°

Defendant

ot e——
e S —

I, .

hereby appear in my own proper person
and plead guilty to the within indictment ]
orto )

Defendant

Witness:

. C.C.C. Pls. And G.S.

)
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STATE GF SOUTH CAROLINA. IN'THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

e —
COUNTY-OF __ -Si:mf-&f
sTATE# '

INDICTMENT/CASEH#: zaag 68 43 - 23 /

indictment comes now the Dafandant who wds. EED_NVICTED OF&!‘EE '
TraA.+M mF Am eao b3 .

. A :-'of"the Gi.Cade of Laws beanng CDR Coded#

. NQN-ViOLENT D VI@LENT D SERIQUS. D MOST-SERIQUS [ Mandatory GPS .
{CSC wikninor 1% orLewd Ach

The chargeis: Eg Indicted, [] LesserIncluded Offense; D Defandant Waives Présentrient to-Grand Jury: (defendant initial)

The piea st BT Wthout Neg vtiatxons or-Recomr 2ndation; E] Negotlated Sentem:e, ) Recommendation by the State

T _ ' ttomee
tate Deparﬁn‘antrof Corractions; [ JCounty Detentioh Cente '

. daysimonthelyeatd or [] under the Youthful Offender Actnotto.exceed __years
and/orto payafineofy ... ;providedthat updn the.servica.of . . dayslmcnthslyears and/ér: payment
of & 5 plus Costs.andassessmentsas applicable*; the balance'is-suspended with probation for..

monthslyears and subject {o-Souih Carolina.Department: of ‘Probation; Parole and Pardon Services standard condltions of probatlon»
‘whic vare: mcorparated by reference, )

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is cammxtted tothe
for a-determiinate term of

E] The De idantis tu be: given credxt-for time: served pursuant 1018 _iode §24—1 340 fo. be calculated and applied by-the. State

Departmentof Coiredtions.
T listorbe-placed on Central Registry of Child Abuse-and Naglect: pursudnt10:8.¢C. Code §17:25-135,

SPECIAL CONDITIONSS
L_;l RESTITUTION: [ Deferved [ Def. Waives Hearing [ J.Ordered PTUP:

Total: & . plusdObkteer_ . 0§ __- daysihoirs Public Seivice:Employment
Payment Témis: . . ObtainGED . [

May-serve WE beglnnmg
Substance Abuse: Counselmg l:l

Random Brifg/Alcoh) Té
Firie.may be pd;in equal; eongecutive weekly/rionthly
phits..of $ i ‘Beginning:
:3 - ‘paidito PUBIIG Dalender Fund
Other:
\ hicle Assessment). $oea § T Appointed PDor appmnted other counsel; §351E TR
v pait:in'ihstaliments). . 2aM ¥ Reguires. $500 be:paid to-Clerk during probatxo
89 1‘1_TP (SGCJA Surcharge) [ SN
PRESIDING JUDGE:
Jiidge Codes

_ e A
SentericeDate: 5 UL HET




STATE OF SOUTH.CAROLINA )
T o ¥ N THE COUR
' COUNTY OF SUNTER y o

O

B "’%ﬁ-“???um;say .
Rl gﬁ%ﬁ@

INDICTMENT = #=d3

At »az',(}d.gﬁ-.gfﬁéh.«e’frali4s?es5idns;ﬁ;.coiii§i;en;ed on: July: 17, 2008he Grand Jurars

of Sumiter County present upan. their oath:

That on:or about:the period béginning November 26 2007 until May 252007,
‘Gfegoryanig-ht» did, in Sumiter Cotirity; torture, torment, needlessly mutilate, cruelly

ki" -,%or mﬂxct excessweor repeated: unnecessary painor suffermg'upon an. ammal

to wnt' he d own a-number of pit bulldogs which he: faught af_‘ inst: other ammals,

.....

~-'é,~';!~97?§:,= as :ap'ae.r_;.yed.»

Agamsf the peace and dxgmty of the State, and contrary to: the statute:in:

stich-¢ase’ made and provnded.

HENRY MCMASTER (CIS )
SOUTH CAROLINAATTORNEY GENERAL
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. Inv. Tripp Mays

WITNESSES

-

ARREST W. BRANT NUMBER

DIRECT PRESENTMENT

i :
_—

ACTION OF

GRAND JURY

nd Jury

RDICT

Foreperson of PetitlJury

Date:

Docket Number 2008-GS-43- 2 3[

The State of South Carolina
County of Sumter

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

July 2008 Term

THE STATE
VS.
GREGORY WRIGHT
DEFENDANT

INDICTMENT FOR
ILL TREATMENT OF ANIMALS

S.C. CODE § 47-1-40 (B)
CDR Code: 2804 -

After being fully advised as to my legal
rights, | hereby waive presentment to the
Grand Jury.

Defendant

t;ereby appear in my own proper person
and plead guilty to the within indictment
orto .

Defendant

Witness:

C.C.C. Pls. And G.S.

19474

()
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" STATE OF SOUTH.CAROLINA. g
COUNTY OF Jinon ter )
STATE j
B érf.q \A/rzcﬁ\'?" )
AKAY . I Daterof Offense:__ 2:;
Rac&__.[_.' Sexr_M... Age. 39 ) S.6.Codes 44-33- 304
DOB: ) CORCoded#: 1Y 7w
Address: 9 )
cuy State, Zipt: jum+er 3 é )
: )

_»SID# _‘

The charge is:JAs Indieted; [Z/Lesser included Offense; [] Defendant
D \l_\ﬁthout-.Nago ations or. Recammendauon, EI Negotnate g

for a determmate term of : _ tio: ___years
andfortopayafineof$ - .. . > dayslmonthslyears and/crpayment
of $ . Plus-costs: and assessments«as apphcable" the: balance is: suspended with probation for,
monthslyears and subject fo-South: Camlina Departmenf of Probatlﬁn. Parcle and Pardan:Servicesstaridard conditions: of pmbatlun
-which: “'ncorporated by.reforence;

Deparimentof Coirectio
1 The Befendantis: tobe placed .on Central Registry ef Child Abuse and’ Neglect pursuantts ;6. Code §17:25-135.

PECIAL CONDITIONS:
(1. RESTITUTION: [ Deferred [1Def: Waives H;éénng [ ordered PTUP" — — :
Total, 3. : ‘_ plusi20% fee: ,5:-- _ _ _ ) ' days/hours PﬂinGSSﬁerﬂiceffEfiiployment *
Payment Temst- ObEINGED! [
[]setby SCOPRPS - _ Atterith Vo. Refiah. or-Job Sorp.

May serve WIE beginning:______
:SbbStance=-AbuseCuuns\elfing.-[j
Random Drug/Aleafiol Festir
Fine:may bepd. in equal, consecutive weekiyfinonithly:

$160 : pmis, ot Beginning:
$100 & _ & o ‘ paid to Public Dafénder Fund
K Other:

_ 4(BUI Brea(h Test Fee)
’ (v ehlcle Assessment)

Y

/217 (07/2008)




STATE OF SOUTH GAROLINA
@' Countyl’

Sumter

- ARREST WARRANT _

_Sumftef

i the' follmmg paruculars

-there”.

;i’hﬁne N

DLSiEE

{ess than 100° 0~ 3rd ot sub. Olfense
Ofiense Codez: 0148 _
='(':oci‘elii.)rc.ﬁfﬂ\an_caS'is'_t::

44-53+ 0970(8)(2)

[T Musicipaiity of

' . Personallg_ peared. ‘before me- the afﬂant
. : Eﬁl worn deposes and -says Ihat defendarit:
S county. and: -state -on.pratiout: 05/23/2007

1 &'M@t Qﬂhh :(or ordinance of m

) N ORIGINAL. By,
Y AFFIDAVIT hom e,
)

T'rcvoi' BmW‘u who

i probable cause; g believe that .

“Gregory Wiig

]]_:My‘n_‘;gfpzew;éff ‘;sixmtgr ' )

the defendant 'namied above .did commit

K¢ :_;based an: the follovnng facis:

Dunng an execution of a search warmm a arge quanmy of

the shed i thc backya:d of;thc saxd loc on.. The.defendant has; prxor convictians: for drugs. The

D Mumqpa!iiy Qf

. ‘The accused

D .Mumc!p.ahty of

5 1 be @nesied: @nd  brought before  me; o bar
dealt With actording fo. the faws
f-3]
e T ‘
Datst
It appearing. .

an: of about 5[25/2007 o

did vmolate mé ctiminal' !

on

RETURN-WARRANT TO:

AmantsAiress. 107 Eaist Hampton Street
Suiﬁt"éi', SC 29 150'-

ARREST WARRANT

TOANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY'CONSTABLE OF THIS GOUNTY:
from .the: 3

'ahove: gffidavit that thers  arg  redsonabls  §

fo  beleve: that

Gregory erght _
brdinancs -of

] as set forth below:

* Sumter County Genéral Sessions
* J4U'N.Main St, Rm 308
Sumter; SC'29150

ORIGINAL.

" ORIGINAL:

orf.:, but Icssthan 100 &+ 3rd or5ub. offense.

] ana empowered and du‘ectgd to amest the'said defendant and bring him:or

_ber bemre '-“fnnhwnlh tn be deatthlh acaordmg to.faw. A copy-of tis: Aues 'Wastant:shall be delivered m the deferigant at the ime of ils execution. or as:
an :

)
! Judge's Addrass.  J15N. HarviniSt.
©s) ). Sumter,SCP015T,1428 _
3 dudge’s Felephori g_,__)4 «_...2283 _ o
) ‘ . x| Magistrate [:] Minicipal 7] mircui

ORIGINAL ORIGINAL.

“ViolIe ThE GRama) 1AWS of The-

GG

(_J




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

) - INTHE COURT OF GENER! L SESSIONS

- COUNTY OF SUMTER: )

INDICTMENT

 General Sessions;converied on.July 175.2008 ___,the Grand
sunty present upon theiroath: '

AtaCourt
Jurors of Sumt

TRAEFICKING [N COGAINE

R Co I

That Gregory Wright didi in. Suimter Gounty-on' or about May 25, 2007,
.knowingﬂly.{sﬁ'gll'!,v;’mahuf:a*ctute»,bult'iVafé;,_ .deliver; purchase orbriiid.into this State;.or
did provide financial assistance or did otherwise-aid, abet, attempt; or conspire:to
sell;. manufacture, cultivate; deliver; purchase or bring into this State,. or did

“knowingly actually-or constructively possess: ordid knowingly attemptto become
‘in agtual or constructive possess: more tharn (28) twenty-eight g '
than(100) one hundred grams. of Cocaing, a schedule: ll-co itrolled substance, in

‘yiolation: of §44-53-370'(e)(2)(b)3, THE CODE OF LAWS:OF SO
(1976);as:amended. SR

3 Agai;qstgfhe-:peacg:.«at{& dignity of the State, a.izd?'cqﬁt{fam-f_m:.thé%s't‘atuteéi"n-.s.-ufi:;ﬁh
;cases made-and provided: ' ' o

HENRY MCMASTER (CDS)
SOUTH GAROLINA ATTORNEY
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- Inv. L.C. Mays, lil

WITNESSES

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER

J-289915

ACTION OF

’_)/m_z IJB.,'(/

GRAND JURY

Foreperson of Gyar]
Date: 7 08 i

Jury

VERDICT

q -

Foreperson of Petit
Date:

Jury

Docket Number 2008-GS-43- 93 2.

The State of South Carolina
County of Sumter

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

July 2008 Term
—
THE STATE

VS..
GREGORY WRIGHT
DEFENDANT

INDICTMENT FOR
TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE

§.C. CODE §44-53-370 (e)(2)(b)3
CDR Code: 148

ﬂ

After being fully advised as to my legal
rights, | hereby waive presentment to the
Grand Jury.

Defendant

I;ereby appear in my own proper person
and plead guilty to the within indictment
orto ‘

Defendant

Witness;

C.C.C. Pis. And G.S.

VS

@
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! ‘ \

_!N'TH’Ef-QQUR”T%GF‘GENERALSE&SlﬁNé;

STATE OF SOUTH.CAROLINA g

COUNTY OF ._514./’\ /‘ s )

STATE ) INDICTVMENTICASES: Ze0f s 43 - 933
AKA: ) DateiofOffénse;, 5/ 7

Race: ) Seccode§r A4

DoB: ) CDRCoded#:

Address:... #9185 S P rem— ¥

City, State; Zip: _ Snonfed S& 0

DL | _ SID# ¥ S

ln dusposmon of the'said. mdictmentoa s:now-the-Defendant who.was "GON

TO" J’psscssmm a-ﬁ‘ /‘l‘ &

E] NDN-\I!OLENT DV!OLENT DSERIOUS DMOST SERlOUS D andaiu GPS D§17—25—45

(CSC winitio £ Lewd Act)

The.ehergeis: [1as: Indicted, lZT.esser included:Offense;; [] Defendant Waives: Praséftmeiit e Grand Jary. {defendant initial).
Jotigtio corn ndation, E] Negotiated Bentence; [] Recommgndation. by the' State.

WHEREFORE; the: Defendant is: oommxtted 1o ’tha []Sf.ate Department of-Corrections; IBﬁ::unw Datention:C

fair-adeterminate-term of__27) _(@aydimonittisiyears of [] under the/Youthful Offénder Act nottorexceed .. years:
and/or to-pay:a fine of §____ s : provided:that upon the sefvica:of. ‘daysimonthelyears and/crpaynient

of & ; plus-costs and assessments:as applicable®; the-balanceis: suspended with; prohation for_ .
monthslyears and subject-to South:Carolina Department-of. Probation, Parola:and Pardon Servicas. standard conditions.of prabanon.
'WhIC ‘areincorporated:by referencs,

ONCURR:.NT or- Yl:l ‘CONSECUTIVE o sentenceon: / =/ ‘74 — £ 7

l The Defendant is to:be: given.credit-for time sérved: pursuant 0 5.C. Cad&§24-13-40 to be caleillated-and: applied; by tha State
Department.of: Corrections..
,l The:Defendant i xs te:ba placed on:Central. Registry:of Child Abuse and Negleet pursuanfto 5:6.Code’ §17 -25-135..
SPECIAL:CONDITIONS?
'I:l RESTITUTION: [] Deferred [ Def. Walves: Hearlng BT Qrdered PTUP: _ _
Totak g _ plus 20%teer___ $  days/hours'Public Service Employment
Payment Ferms: , » _ Obtain GED. 3
]j set by SCDPPPS: ' ' Attend Voc: Rehab: on.;}_bbséqrp;,.
_: May-serve WIE beginning;..
_ R;ecip_ient:a A . N — ‘Substance:Abuse:Counseling, E]

‘ 5-2995 (DU! Assessment)
3. (Public:DeifPréb);
§73 3, 18° TP (Law Enforce Funding)

‘ D Appomled PD orappointedother counsel; §3
- [ 7 Reguirés-3500 be:paid-to. Clerk: durmg ot

‘ehtcte Assessment)
Tmstallmenis)

vCourt Reporter:

SCCA/217 (67/2008)
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_ARREST WARRANT

Phone:
Sek M Reem B

DL Stale: 1 DL
if“f

1 Sch. LICIT

; ofﬂumtraze pati, W,
OffenseiCos: 0188 o
Code/Ordinarice Secs 44-53-0370(b)(2)

Foin{ Appeaved by
$.C Attomby Genaral.
Ap!

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
K] Goimntyl Munigipality of: )
Sumter - "
Personally appeared: before me the: affiant

being: duly swom -defivses: and: Says: “that d'
did wlthin ‘this. counly angd. smxe ori ‘or-abgut’

ORIGINAL.

AFFIDAVIT sc’g}‘sg,‘m

Trevor Brwai

‘further state ‘that ‘theté {5 probable cause. ‘o believe mat the- .defendant ‘pameéd above did. commit
iha crlma set foﬂb and that pmbabls causa: js* based on the, fn!!mwng facts::

S;gnalure of- Aff jant

" Wkttt

. ‘e accused
to be:

5 o be -amested and: .Drought. hefore e
dealt’ with acéording 16 Ihel lavi:

(Ls)

Signafurg of Judge:
Date:

A copy of this: arrst - warraﬁi Was :daliversd: 10,
datendait; - @(rwwl-"]'
on o _ ):"_2:)-0‘:7

RETURN.WARRANT T0:
Sumter County General Sessxons

ORIGINAL.

ORIGINAL.

.STATE OF SOUTH CAROUNA

107 East Hainpton Street
) Sumter, SC 20150-
*| ‘affiants Telgphone (803)436-2790

3 Affari& Address-

K] Gauntyl

Sumter

Ij Munfcipaiity-of

ARREST WARRANT

TO.ANY LAV ENFORCEMENT QFFICER QF THIS STATE-OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY-CONSTABLE OF THIS GOUNTY;
I appeating from  the' ‘gbove  affidavit that theis e reasonable mrounds 40 believe  that

defenidani Grogory Wright - L

Sumter

Having found probable cause and ihe above affiant bavlng swam before ine; you are empoweréd.and dirgcletito amest ihe-said deferidant dnd brirg hini or
herbafare me forthwilf ta he :ealt with:according to law, A Lopyaf this Arrest ant shall be delivered'to the defendant at the time of its:éxscuticn, O as:
soon: fé clica e

e 15N, Haryin 8.
51 ) Suinter:SC’ 29151~ 1428
) Jugge's:Telophons -(803)436-2: 8
). issuing Cousti E Magistrate: D WMubicipat
~ORIGING ORIGINAE ™=~

? Judge's Adress-

Cireut

ORIGINAL

-~ ORIGINAL




bod

STATE OF SOUTH.CAROLINA )
- GOUNTY OF SUMTER

f‘contmlledgsubstance, to wité

) IN*THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSI@NS
) _,

INDICTMENT

senéral Session conVened on_July 17; 2008,  the:Grand

‘That Gregory Wright did in Sumter County on -of abolit May 25, 2007,
knowingly sell, manufacture; distribute, dlspense, «deliver, purchase or atd abet,
attempt, or:iconspire to manufacture, dlstnbute, dlspense, deliver,. or, purchase, or
possess: with: intent:to: manufacture, distribute; dispense, deliver; o urchase a:
A guantity of Marijuana, a schedu cqntroueq
)_substanc under-provisions of §44-53-370 (b)(2), THE €OBl S.OF SOUTH:

\ 2 (1S 76), ‘as amended, such possessmn not havmg_.,}\_h_,. n-authorize

ﬁENRY MCMASTER (CDS)
SOUTH CAROLINA-ATTORNEY




: Wlf NESSES
- Inv. L.C. Mays, lll :

|

il
B
q

3
A

'.:H .
ARREST WAlRRANT NUMBER

J-289916

ACTION OF GRAND JURY

Foreperson of Graild Jury
Date: 7/12

VERDICT

Foreperson of Petit‘WJury
Date: ‘

Docket Number 2008-GS-43- 993

The State of South Carolina
County of Sumter

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

July 2008 Term

THE STATE
vs.
GREGORY WRIGHT
DEFENDANT

INDICTMENT FOR

POSSESSION WITH INTENT TO
DISTRIBUTE MARIJUANA

S.C. CODE §44-53-370 (b)(2)
CDR Code: 188

After being fully advised as to my legal
rights, | hereby waive presentment to the
Grand Jury.

Defendant

hereby appear in my own proper person
and plead guilty to the within indictment
orto

Defendant

Witness:

C.C.C. Pls. And G.S.

N4

1GG
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_STATE OFS'OUTH CAROLINA ; IN-THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY.OF ___Skmter )
STATE. | i ) INDICTMENTICASE®: Zo@f. . -0 43 . 234
¢ U )
Race: B Sex M A 34 )
‘DOB: /7/ LSS )
:Address. 6’5!5 St R4 ¥
Snnjd—:f g’ c__ %

SID#

a=Defendant who Was

LI

[ §17:25:45.

The:chargesis}: [ﬂ/s Indicted; [ Lesser Included Offense;: [] Befendant Waives Presentment 16 Grand Jury: (deferidant initialy
1 Without Negotiations oF Recomm, ptiation; E] Negotiatecf_Sentence D Recmmmendatm /.the Stats, .

"Solicitor ' - ' # Uefendant ‘ : i
WHEREFORE, the Defendantis.c iitedito-the. [AState:Department of Corrections;, [(€ounty. Detenﬁon Center.
for a.determinate term:of ¥, daysfmonther] dnder the' Youthfil: Offander-Acinot 16. exceed S, - - ;-
andforto pay afingof §: . 3 » provided that upon the service of i days/monthslyears anc.!or payment
of.§: 2 plug costs and assessments as:dpplicabler;.the balense is: suspended WIth probatlon for.
momhslyears and’ subject to South.Caralina: Elepanment “af Probiation; Parole:angd: Pardon Setvices:standard: condmons ofprobahon;
"gvt.; areincorporatéd by reference:;

/CONGURRENT or [ CONSECUTIVE f¢'sentence onr,_. . J=7 4/ = 99 .
] The Defendantisto begivén.creditfor time: served pursuant to S. C Ccde §24-13:40t0 be wlculated and applied hy t"ne State
Departrment of Comections;
1 The Defendant is-ta be:placed:on: Ceritral: Reglstry of Child: -Abuse and Neglectpurstiant o §€. Code §1 #25-138,
. SPECIAL CONDITIONS?:
[T RESTITUTION: [] Deférred [[1.Def: Wdlves Hearing. [J Ordeved PTUP! e _ .
Totali § | plus20%feer. S . '  daysfhiours Public Sarvice Employment.
Payment Terms: . ObtainGER: [
[ set by SGOPPPS __ v . Altenid Voe, Rehab,.orJob:Corp. e
. Méy serve W/E beglnmng

ﬁRaqdom'-:DruglA!t;ohql Test gi‘l:l _ o
Fine:may be:pd. fn-equal, consecutive weekly/me
rots. of§.__ . Beginniaig;
K - _paid to Pyl lic Detender rund’

$100  SEAN-OL
§100 3

R r2995 o Assessment)- $12 §

§35 3(Pu_bl(c DeflPrab) $500 §
$25  §.252.05¢
$100 $fO0:
$50 §

$40/ea S

other

PRESIDING JUDGE

mClerkofC‘ou;:Deputy,hﬂ_;__,- i
YR & ‘Judge Cade:
coiteporer: (1, SLL livBes: . SetenceDate:

SCCALTT(07/2008).



ARREST WARRANT STATE QF SOUTH CAROLINA ) - ’ ORIGINAL ~ Eripersssr 1 - |
. e e e - @ County/ D Munpicipality of “) A’FFID AVIT ggé:g@m ‘- i
J-289914 Saer ) |
STATE OF SOUTH CARQI_‘INA‘ Personally appsared befora me the afiant  Irevor Brown £ B who U'l
County/ E] Municipality of " beng duly swom deposes and says that defendant Gregory=Wright JASESE A ¥ - N
Sumter did within this county and state on orabout (05/25/2007 Viclsls the caminal ews o7 the ()

State of South Carolina {or ordinance of County/ [] Mun 19 )
THE STATE- 07087108 in the following particulars, A |
against B J AMES oy 3;3
Gresory Wright Sgainst DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE Do f Traffickug in ice, crank or urack 28 ‘5&1[&1;1 76 byt d}éﬂ!‘ibO £~ 3rd or sub. (Fel,, 25Y to
e = dnk - 30Y)
Address: . SILORD «3 ﬁ
Sumter, SC 29150- B [ | further stats that there is probable cause to beheve hat the defendant named above did commit
Phone. SSA | the crime set foth and that probable cause is based on the follcwmg facts:
Sex M Reco _1.3___._ Heignt _ Welgnt That on May 2§, 2007 in the county of Sumter the defendant did have in his possession a quantity of crack cocaine, more than 28
DOLSte. _gC PL # [ grams but less than 100 grams. Sad offense having occurred at 4915 Silo Rd. During an execution of a search warrant a large N
DoB: oY Agency ORE¥: SC0430000 quantity of suspeet crack cocaine was found in the shed in the backyard of the said location. The defendant resides at the residence. __/
Prosecutng Agency:  Sumiter County Sheriff The defendant has prior.convictions for drugs. Law enforcement will attest to same.

Prosecuting Officer’.  ‘Trévor 'Brown - 0457
Offense. Drugs / Trafficking in ice, crank or crack - 28 g or

more, but less than 100 g-- 3rd or sub. (Fel., 25Y to ’
Qffense Code, 0349 e ST TRUB oopy
CodelOndinance Sec-  44-53-0375(C)(2) Signature of Affiant ,f IR ORIGINALTILE

This warant 1S CERTIFIED — POR. SERVRE n the ”“‘?ﬁ!{m@&
’ STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) ,é@; ﬁ, ~ﬂz-
D County! D Mumeipality of K] Couny D Municipaliy of ) AmamsAddress . 107 East HamptonSirgeg s ezt BT
The accused * ) Sumter, SC 20150- °= &1 ;,:% ey T
s fo be anested and broughl before me to be Sumter Affiant’s Tetephone  (803)436-2790 ey CAROLINA
dealt with aceording to the law. ’
S ARREST WARRANT
Bignatare of Judgy -
Date. TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFIGER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY:
I appeanng from the above affidavii Ihat there ae reasonable grounds to  baleve that -
RETURN . . o
A copy of this amest wamant was delivered to on orabour 5/25/2007 defendant  Gregory Wright -
; T / did violale the criminal faws of the Slate of South Carolina (or ordmance of
defendant &L f wiih E County/ D Municipality of Sumter ) as set forth below:

o0 =-207

CRIPTION®QF OFFENSE: Drugs / Trafficking in ice, crank or o ack 28 g or more, but less than 100 g ~ 3rd or sub. (Fel,, 25Y
10 301

Having found probable cause and the above affiant having swom before me, you are empawered and directed fo arrest the sald defendant and bring him or

her before me forthwith to be dealt with according to law. A copy of this Asrest Warrant shall be delivered o the defendant at ihe time of its execulion, or as

Signatum of C:

sse}o; mereafseras is practicable
ubscnbad befo
RETURN WARRANT TO; on " g;'; sz 007 }e
Sumter Couiity General Sessions — Judge's Address 115 N. Harvin St.

141 N. Main St.,, Rm 308
Sumter, SC 29150

Judge's Telephone -(803)436-2283
issuing Court: ’ ~ Magistrale D Municipat D Cirouit
QORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL .

)
)
3 ) ___Sumter, SC 29151-1428
)
)




3.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
| ) INTHE GOURT OF GEN
OF SUMTER ) | o

INDICTMENT

ta Court ofiG eral Sessions;convened.on _July 17 2008, the Grand
Jurors of Sumter County:present upon their oatht. " S

Ata Court of

That Gregory Wright did il Sumter Gounty ‘on: or about May 25, 2007

knowingly sell, manufacture;, deliver; purchaseorbringinto this'State;ordid provide

financial -assigtance: oF did. otherwise: aid, abet, -atteipt, or:conspire to. sell,.

'm’an'ufac:tu"l?e;;ﬂ_éliver;;pg_rchase;.grszing into this State, .or=didzknowing’ly:iacfually'f:.or

constructiﬁielyposs%s},;mdi:d_i‘jcnqw_ing'if(:-éttjeﬁmptftd'actualvaar*?épnstguc.tiverposs

.more_;;:t!ja.nr'-;l}zs)z;ﬁmentyeeight gramis, but fess than(100) one:hundred grams-of Crack
I

controlled substance, in violatien of§44-53_37 5(3)(2)(0),THE

-Cocaing; a schedulel controlled substance,
CODEOF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA; (1976); as'amended.

Ag;aiinsfg}the;pgragg.;;an;is;digni_t‘_y:Qf;;thq State; éhdicohfr‘aryggqth& statutein such
cases made andprovided, . - : ‘

TENRY MCMASTER (CDS)
SOUTH CAROLINA ATTORNEY
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WITNESSES

J-289914 |

T
m

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER

|

i
e ——
ACTION OF GRAND JURY

Foreperson of PetiﬁJury
Date: ' ;

Docket Number 26G08-GS-43- 3 3 ‘/

The State of South Carolina
County of Sumter

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
July 2008 Term
m
THE STATE '

VS.
GREGORY WRIGHT
DEFENDANT

INDICTMENT FOR
TRAFFICKING IN CRACK COCAINE

S.C. CODE §44-53-375(C)(2)(c)
' CDR Code: 349

!?

After being fully advised as to my legal
rights, | hereby waive presentment to the
Grand Jury.

Defendant

e e ————————re—
e
I,

hereby appear in my own proper person -

and plead guilty to the within indictment
orto

Defendant

Witness:

C.C.C. PIs. And G.S.

GGG

&/’

(0




