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Respondent State of South Carolina opposes Appellant Greene’s petition for an appeal

bond and would show this Court:

L.

Following a four day trial, the jury convicted Stephanie Greene of homicide by child

abuse, involuntary manslaughter, and unlawful conduct towards a child. The Honorable J.

Derham Cole, Sr., sentenced Greene to concurrent sentences of twenty years’ imprisonment for

rd

homicide by child abuse and five years’ imprisonment for both unlawful conduct towards a child

and involuntary manslaughter.
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I1.

As this Court is aware, Greene hid her pregnancy and the fact she was breastfeeding the
victim from her doctors to obtain and consume dangerous opioids without the care or oversight
of a treating physician. Morphine and extreme indifference killed the weeks old infant, who
slowly died from respiratory failure. The infant lost considerable weight even as she vainly
attempted to nurse from her mother. Only when the end was near did Greene bother to use
formula, which 'could easily have prevented the death and Greene never bothered to seek
necessary medical attention.

Greene’s past conduct is a history filled with conniving means to obtain opioids, the
exhibition of extreme intoxication, and the indifference to the well-being of her children. It
culminated with her infant’s death on November 13, 2010, but the narcotics-motivated
subterfuge and child neglect spans a decade.

Greene pled guilty to unlawful conduct towards a child on October 7, 2003 (Her last
name was Neet at the time). Based on the incident report and warrant, Greene was grossly
intoxicated and wearing pajamas when wandering around a Bi-Lo parking lot in Landrum on
November 19, 2001 at around 6:40 p.m. She was unable to give officers any information. The
victims, her two children, were in the shopping cart wearing short sleeve shirts and the youngest
wearing no shoes. Notes from the preliminary hearing indicate it was a cold day. The vehicle
itself was parked in the exit lane and locked with the headlights left on. The incident report
indicates DSS already investigated Greene prior to the incident and the children were taken into
protective custody by the Landrum Police Department. When she was put in the patrol car,

Greene told officers she needed to pick up her children. [See Exhibit A].



A family court order entered June 20, 2002 found Greene stipulated without admission to
findings that two of her children were abused or neglected and the children were physically
neglected by Greene. Custody was given to the father. She was ordered to receive substance
abuse counseling. [See Exhibit F].

An investigative report prepared by Bruce E. Clary, an inspector with the South Carolina
Department of Health and Environmental Control, Bureau of Drug Control reported that on
August 1, 2002, a tubex of morphine was alleged to be broken at the Spartanburg Regional
Medical Center, but no liquid was present and no waste of medication was documented. Greene
was on duty at the time, she denied wrongdoing during questioning, but refused to provide a drug
screen and was terminated. [See Exhibit E].

On information and belief, Greene was convicted of driving under the influence on April
9, 2003. She also has a 2003 conviction for driving under suspension. R. p 595, tr. p. 609.

Greene pled guilty to obtaining a controlled substance by fraud on August 13, 2003. The
incident report from April 1, 2003, indicates that law enforcement was contacted by the Walmart
Pharmacy on Greenville Highway in Spartanburg after Greene called the pharmacy and posed as
staff from a hospital (“Cherie”) in order to obtain Darvocet. The supposed prescribing doctor
was in Australia at the time and no longer employed at the hospital. When Greene called the
pharmacy later to confirm the prescription, the pharmacy recognized her voice was the same as
the purported “Cherie” who called earlier. She was interviewed by law enforcement that day
when she attempteci to pick up her prescription and admitted attempting to call in a prescription

and admitted she did not have one from the doctor. [See Exhibit B].



Between the time she was apprehended and ultimately pled guilty to that charge, she
attempted to obtain another prescription drug by fraud, on June 2, 2003. The pharmacist at the
Landrum Drug pharmacy reported that Greene called in a refill prescription on a previously
forged prescription. The difficult to read statement indicates the prescription was for vicoprofen.
The pharmacist indicated the last time, she got away, but he remembered her this time. Greene
was apprehended and was grossly intoxicated. She was also charged with disorderly conduct.
She also was in possession of two Lortabs in an aspirin bottle. The doctor provided law
enforcement with a letter in which he advised law enforcement that he did not proscribe her any
medication and she was never a patient of his. A jury convicted Greene of attempt to obtain a
controlled substance by fraud on November 13, 2003. [See Exhibit C].

In November, 2004, Greene entered into a consent agreement with the State Board of
Nursing agreeing to suspension of her nursing license. In the Consent Agreement, Greene
admits: (1) she appeared disorganized and irrational while on duty at Magnolia Manor in Inman,
she failed to document administration of medication, and failed to administer medication to
several patients on March 11, 2003; (2) on March 28, 2003, she attempted to call in unauthorized
prescriptions for narcotics while employed at Med America Services of Spartanburg; and (3)
refused to submit to a drug screen on April 30, 2003, after exhibiting strange behavior while on
duty at Med America. [See Exhibit D].

According to a family court complaint for removal, on August 26, 2003, Greene’s six-
year-old child went to a neighbor’s house and told the neighbor he was locked out of his house.
He said he le.ft the house while his mother was asleep and locked himself out. Responding

officers knocked on the door for five minutes before Greene answered the door. Officers



conducted a protective sweep of the home, locating her four-year-old child, and found the home
was dangerous and unsafe for children. They noted spoiled food and knives left within
children’s reach. [See Exhibit F].

At trial on the instant charges, the trial court severed thirty-eight counts of obtaining a
prescription by fraud. On a later date, Greene entered an Alford plea to nineteen of the charges
pursuant to a plea agreement with the Solicitor’s Office. Although an Alford plea, Greene
agreed with the facts alleged by the State for those nineteen charges. Solicitor Barnette noted
that the State agreed to the plea bargain based on judicial economy, since Greene was serving the
twenty-year sentence for the convictions in the instant case. [See Exhibit G, transcript dated July
22,2014].

I1.

Unlike cases where a pretrial bond is sought, Greene does not come before this Court
with the cloak of innocence. She was convicted by a jury of homicide by child abuse. This
conviction demonstrates the jury’s belief that Greene’s ingestion of fraudulently obtained
morphine caused the infant’s death, and the jury believed the infant’s death was the result of
Greene’s extreme indifference.

Although this Court has found it holds the inherent power to grant bail, the legislature has
expressed its clear intent to limit granting bail for serious crimes such as this homicide. Pursuant
to S.C. Code § 18-1-90 (Supp. 2004), "bail is not allowed when the defendant has been

sentenced to . . . imprisonment for more than ten years." But see State v. Whitener, 225 S.C.

244, 81 S.E.2d 784 (1954) (finding statute prohibiting bail pending appeal for sentence of more

than ten years did not restrict the Court’s inherent power to grant bail).
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Greene’s actions through the years demonstrate she is erratic and dangerous to those
around her, especially to children in her care (she has a child who was seven at the time of
conviction (R. p. 592)), but also anyone travelling on the roads. She is manipulative and focused
on her quest for more opioids. Those around her seem prone to enabling her addiction. She is
also a flight risk since she faces approximately another fourteen years of incarceration where
access to opioids is extremely restricted.

WHEREFORE, Petitioner/Respondent requests that this Court deny the motion for bond.

Respectfully submitted,

ALAN WILSON
Attorney General

DAVID SPENCER
Senior Assistant Attorney General
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) INDICTMENT
)
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P A W 117
At a Court of General Sessions, convened on , the

Grand Jurors of Spartanburg County present upoi their oath:

CHILDREN/NEGLECT OF CHILD

The defendant, Stephanie Irene Neet, did in Spartanburg County on or about
November 19, 2001, willfully and unlawfully, being the legal custodian of and/or having
charge of, and/or being responsible for the care and support of the minor child/children,

Minor and MinorMinor g4 place the child/children at an unreasonable risk of harm

-

affecting the child/children’s life, physical or mental health or safety, in violation of

Section 20-7-50, Code of Laws of South Carolina, (1976), as amended.

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and cdntrary to the statute in such

case made and provided. 4&/\ o~
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) o S a wﬂ G \icTmes a %pm e ' v _—
i CR=vvivy c fanar O SPPENoERs 0 A22TVERED PROPERTY

|

sell

s o) @V

Lt oo &z/z‘ Lorit
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NARRATIVE

e eece mur—E1iQ i~ o PO GO 1835 © CORSICANA. TEXAS 78151-1835

(
=
S e P
BUBJECT DENTFIED SUBMECT LOGATED O AGTVE € ADM CLOSED O ARRESTED UNCER 10 O EX-CLEAR UNGER 18
E X ves NOQ x“’-ﬂ Lol G UNFOUNCED Fmam +8 AND OVER O EXCLEAR 18 AND OVEY
RN
'REASOM FOR EXCEPTIONAL CLEARANCE: 1. O OFFENGER OEATH 2. INO PROSECUTION 3. 0 EXTRADITION DENED 4.0 VICTIM DECUNES COOPERATICN 5. 0 JUVENLE - NO CUSTCOY
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AEPORTING CFFICER(S) BATE UNIT APPROVING OFFIGER: OATE
5 NUMBER NUMBER
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| : .. ARREST vgnngp,uter
7 H-095538 T

BCounty/ DMun!cipality of
SPARTANBURG COUNTY

THE STATE
egainst

NEET, STEPHANIE IRENC
Address: _ B NORTII TRADE STREET
_LANDRUM, SC_ 29356
Phone: SSN: = -

Sex: £ Race: W_ Height: _5_' @4 4_'Weighl: _1e2

DL State: L#:
DOB:__JI_SL Agency ORI#: _____

Prosecuting Agency:
Prosecuting Officer _ TURNER., K.M.
Offense: __Children/Negylect of child

Offense Codeg: 2481
Code/Ondinance Sec. .2 @-07-0050

This warrant is CERTIFIED FOR SERVICE In the
[—_—l Counly/D Municipality of

. The accused
is to be arrested and brought before me to be
dealt with according to law.

(Ls.)

Signature of Judge
Date:

RETURN

A copy of this arrest warrant was delivered to
NEET., STEPHANIE IREN

e L CA N

00 pl—

Signature of Conatable/Law Enforcement Officer

RETURN WARRANT TO:
JOHN POOLE

COUNLTY JaIllL
SPARTANBURG, S5C 29306

.

h "‘

STATE OF SOUTH CARGLINA ) v ?ﬁ“m%'?f"sz’w

(X county I municipaty of ) AFFIDAVIT CASE # HR95538 &% 1
SPARTANBURG COUNTY ) .

Personally appeared before me the aflant TURHER, K.M. who

being duly swom déposes and says that defendant NEET, STEPHANIE TRENE :

did within this county and state on LL/13/091 violate the criminal laws of the

State of South Carolina (or ordinance of | County/[ ] Municipality of SPARTANBURG )

in the following particulars:
DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Children/Negloect o f child
20~07-0050
g‘rlher state that there is probable cause to believe that the defendant named above did commit

crime set forth and that probable cause is based on the following facts: . ) .
gHE gr@qo NT, BEING THE LAWFUL GUARDIAN OF Minor aNp Minor Minor - p1p
£

LAY QEGLECT TO PROVIDE SAFETY FOR SAID MINOR CHILDREN BY PUSHING
N h ROCERY CART IN THC PARKING LOT OF BILO IN LANDRUM, SC WHILE
Y INFOXICATED.

AT
L

~

U

gATE SLIEF IS BASED UPON PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE.
-~

> E / -
brorn lﬁr@sﬁl&ajbed before me M . —

)

NOV 2001 ) Sijnature of Afflant
)
)

tele o
L
i

S )
Affiant's Address____ L@@ NORTH SHAMROCK AYE

Ls)) LANDRUMW. 5¢ 789356 =
Affiant's Telephone ©09-0000
SWTE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
e Counl / Municipality of ) ARREST WARRANT

SPARTANBURG )
TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY:

: It  appeari from the above affidavit that there are  reascnable a{?unds to belleve that
on 11/9197%1 defendant MEET, STEPHANIE IR E ‘

did violate the criminal laws of the State of South Carolina (or ordinance of
[]County/DMunicipalilyol SPARTANBURG ) as set forth below:

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Children/NengCt of child
20--®7~-®0!§
Now, therefcre, you are empowered and direcled to arrest the said defendant 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
andant faj-Theltime of its execution, or as soon thereafter as Is prai e,
Y Judge's Addrecs GO BT a0
SPARTANBURG, SC 293906
8364 596-3424

) Judge's Telephone
Issuing Court: B Magistrate I:] Munlclpa! D Circuit

. r,: da' - i
A om“. A 0






) ® 4
<
£ N THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

3 cs. INDICT EN'I;:/ASE# /qé 7

E OF SOUTH CAROLINA

/w SPHTANBuUME

ate of Offense: +/1/2003
Race S.C. Code §: ud -1y -7
DOB: CDR Code #: 0o !/ S5 I I g
Address: [J CASE RESTORED )
City, State, Zip NTENCE

).
9
2
0

DL# PLEA [JTRIAL

In disposmop of the sid mt(}men cc{:fs now the Defendant who was [ ] CONVICTED OF ODZ{EADS

TO: food (v-5))

in violation of §_11-S3-IQ ofthe S.C. CédeE%sLaws. bearing CDR Code # Q | S5 1 G [

&ON-VIOLENT [J VIOLENT ERIOUS (J MOST SERIOUS [ 17-2545
. [J Lesser Included Offense, [] Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury.

edotiations or Recommendation, [] Negotiated Sentence, [l Recommendatign by the State. auva-lsj' ~%

!

Defendant Attomey for Defendant

{State Department of Corrections, [ JCounty Detention Center,
fora determlnate termof _3 d o7 L] under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years

and/or to pay a fine of $ ; provned that upon the service of days/months/years and/or payment

of : plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with probation for Z 2

Wa subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of probation,
are incorporated by reference.

] CONCURRENT or [J CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:
[J The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code §24-13-40 to be caiculated and applied by the State

Department of Corrections.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
[J RESTITUTION: [ Heard, (] Waived, [] Ordered PTUP
Total: $ plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED
[ set by SCOPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Cormp.
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling
*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohal Testing
g;:—:-g??(%?s:?émenlg 107h.5%)) $100 __5» Fin:a mafys be pd. in equal, oongecptlvp weekly/monthly
-1- onv. Surcharge % pmts. 0 eginning
§14-1-211(A)(2) (DUI Surcharge) $100 _§ paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUl Assessment) $12 % Other:
§ 35.13 (Public Def/Prob) $500 %
§73.3, 1B TP (Law Enforce. Funding) $25
§33.7, 1B TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $100 §
§50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 §
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea _$ [ Appointed PD or appointed other counsel, §35.13 TP
3% to Coynty (if paid in instaliments) _$ Regquires $500 be paid to Clerk during probation.
TOTAL _$
' D. N PRESIDING JUDGE

V570
Td T Clg Cougt/ Deputy Clerk Judge Caode:
Court Reporter: Z Sentence Date:

White — Clerk  Green - Corrections Canary - Probation Pink - Defendant SCCA/217 (7/2003)



|

WITNESSES

:GS-42. ¢

The State of South Carolina

County of Spartanburg
RMCSWAIN

SPTG CO SHERIFF'S OFFICE Trey Gowdy, Solicitor

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

JUN 09 2003
TERM
H3886201:0 WARRANTS — —
6. CHP "EXD SIGNATURE '
7. ASSESSMENT AND THE STATE
FINE CARD MADE r@uﬁr VS.
Y TRAFP ‘“WWG%N@IRY ~

Ao Bl >

?@ /JWM STEPHANIE IRENE NEET
' rep of Gra
Date: /G

VERDICT
Indictment for
OBTAINING CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCE BY FRAUD
Foreperson of Petit Jury

Date: SC Code: 44-53-390




7/ STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INDICTMENT

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG )
s )N 05 2003

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on ,  the

Grand Jurors of Spartanburg County present upon their oath:

OBTAINING CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE BY FRAUD

That Stephanie Irene Neet did in Spartanburg County on or about April 1, 2003,
knowingly, or intentionally acquire or obtain possession of Darvocet, a schedule IV
controlled substance, by misrepresentation, fraud, forgery, deception, or subterfuge, at
Wal-Mart, 7600 Greenville Highway, Spartanburg, South Carolina, in violation of §§44-
53-390, THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, (1976), as amended.

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

R

ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 'k, Kacac

made and provided.
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H

CASE NUMBER

) a7 . NCiC
acefcy 10, INCIDENT REPORT ; T
5C0 420000 " 030400029 | |, ...

: : g UNITS | TYPE VICTI |
INCIOENT TYPE COMPLETED | FORCED ENTRY PRENISE TYPE ENTERED "S""’f‘“-“’"
|1 OBTAINING CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE BY FRAUD SCHIV |RYFs onoloves yono|STORE Qfinanciai inur,
- ” #efig. Ongn.
2. WARFANT H-398620 SYES TNO|CYES TNO 63&3@33
T -
3, oves onoliaYES N . =hemiond
E INGIDENT COCATION (SUBLIYVIRION, AKARTMENT ARD NUMBER. STREEY NAME AND NUWDE ) WCODE WEAPON TYPE
| 7600 GREENVILEE HIGHWAY  SPARTANBIRG WALMART _ 29301 _
W INCIOENT DATE 24 M4, CLOGK i) DATE . 26 MR, CLOCK CISPATCH DATE/TIME 24 WA, CLOCK - LOCATION NO.
ISP, DATE ORP, TINE Vo4 ARRIVED . | DEPART. TOME
04-01-03 | 124C ; ‘4
040103. 1 1240 1240 1305 2
COMPLAINANT'S NARE (LAST, XIRSY, M:HOLLE) HELATIORSHIP TO SUBILCTY ACSIORNT [RALG] BEX | AGE ETH. | OAYTIME PHON EVENING PHONE
» X #2 23 . " )
SPARTANBURG COUNTY NARCOTICS STR l “Nsou 596-2619, 596-2619,
AJORESS CITY 3TAYE 21 CODE LOCATION NO,
366 NORTH CHURCH STREET SPARTANBURG SC 29301 . 300
VICUIM'Y NAME (LAST, FIARY, DL S} KELATIONSRIP YO SUBJIECT ACSIBENT [RACET GEX 1 AGE ETH, | OAYTIOE PHOM EVENING PHONHE
XN ) &3 : 1] "
S0C. /PUBLIC Ti3ov R 8
REIGHT WEIGHT A eves FACIAL HAIR SCARS, TAINUS, fLABSES. CLOTMING, FRYSICAL PECULIARIT RS, BYC.
ADGAESS [15K3 REATE i COOK : LOCATION NG,

VICTIM NO.

VIEBLE UKy Y. 1) Qves §0n0 ExPlanv -

COM?‘LAIMT OF ANY NON VISI6LE SN RIAR i1 YES dco

VICTIM ING, 1) UBING: ALCOKOL Oives $no Ouwk.

oAuas: Zves o Lunx.

rYPE:

X susert

T musanay

-
NAME (LAST, FIRRT, MSOD&)

NEET, STEPHANIE IRENE

RACK

W

X

W‘

P 28N

TWOMAK vEN. Lf  ONEMAN VEX. {3 OFTECTIVAZSPLASMY. I1 OTwes G Alone O AssisYED Tf *J - ThisJurisdiction §-State O - Outof Sswn - U— Uninown:
=
"DAT¢ CX BIRTR

.-

REOGHRT [WeBHYT

504 1100

VAR ] EVE

BRN

2 wanrteo

FACIAL HAIR, 3CARE, TATOOR, QLASSEY. CLOTKING, WHYSINAL PECULIARITIES, STC.

GRN

x
% Avwsr
G e

T summons

SUBJECT NO._ 1

AQDRESS

Il N. TRADE STREET

ciry

LANDRUM

SYATE

s¢

Zi# CoOne

29356

LACATION NO.

17

=
SUBECT NG &) UBING: ALEDNOL B YEs Owo .';enu

oryos: Bvea Oeo idmx tyoe:

TOT4L S ABARSTRD

ARAESTED NEAR (F FYNSE SOENE XY!:S Owna,

1

DATR/T:AE OF QFFRN3E

1-03/1240

DATHE/TIME OF ARRSESY

_04-01-03/1.240

ON THE ABOVE DATE AND TIME I WAS DISPATCHED 10 THE ABOVE LOCATION "IN Rss‘" TO A FRAUDUALANT|

PRESCRIPTICN, THE PHARMACIST STATED THAT THE PHARMACY HAD CONTACTED ST LUKES BOSPITA_L;._IN__

AN ATTEMPT TO SPERK WITH DR. GEORGE E. HARTMEN BUT WAS TOLD THAT HE NO LONGER PRACTICED |

MEDICINE AT THE HOSPITAL AND THAT HE HAD BEEN IN AUSTRALIA OR NEW ZEALAND. THE PHARMACIST|

STATED THAT THEY RECEIVED A PHONE CALL FROM A SUBTECT NAMED “CHERIE" FROM DR. HARTMEN'S |

KARRAYIVE

OFFICE IN REF TO THE PRESCRIPTION FOR PROPO-N/APAP 100-650TAB.

WHEN "“CHERIE"WAS ASKED

THE DOCTOR'S TELEPHONE NUMBER AND DEA NUMBER "CHERIE" COULD NOT GIVE IT. LATER THE ABOVE |

SURJEQT, STEPHANIE NEET, CALLED TO CONFIRM THE PRESCRIPTION. THE PHARMACY RE&GNIZED HER

| VOTCE TO BE THE _SAME AS "CHERIE". THE PRESCRIPTION IS AGENERIC FOR DARVOCET AND WAS CALLEj

IN IN THE AMOUNT OF 120 TABLETS.

WHEN THE SUBJECT PAID THE WALMART PHARMACY THIS INV THEN

APPROACHED THE SURJECT AND IDENTIFIED

JUBISRICATION

QF THRFTY

LAW ENFQRCEMENT AGTENCY

JURISDICATION OF RECOVERY
LAW ENPORCEMENT AGENCY

INVESTIGATION Oves Owno

, {TYPE sy INARVOCET " TOTAL VALUE
5 SToLEN
P
i TAMAGED
g RaANED
£ | reoven

seze0 120 R

o HUBIRCT IDENTIFIFD JuesecT LocaTED 3 activi 23 apm.gLOsED 3 ANABITED UNDER 18 O ex.ciean uwoke W - |
> X ves D no ves 3 NO £ UNFOUNDED K ARRESTEL 10 ARD DVER 1 EX-CLEAR 1§ AND OVER
- -
é REASUN KOS SXTEPTIONAL CLRARANCE: 1. (JOPFENDRA DBATH 2. Dr0 PROGECUT:ON 3. QEXTRADMON DTVEC 4. DVICTIM DECLINTS LOMERATION B 13 AVENT S - NOCLITODY
& [ ARPOHTING OFFICRATS) TDATE ONIY TAMPROVING GFFICER BATE Y
- ' F W . L. rSMBER . PUMBKR |
Z 'R.MCSWALIN Useo—uo N-35
=
3 : FOLLOW-UP DEFICER

Lal ol Te Xal s P13



) . CASE NUMBER' NCiC
AGENCY, 1.D. SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT "
$C0 420000 , Q030400029
- - 1 L L 3 t } } 3 [ 1
tRGNal, ~ SUPSLEMENT AL - N '
‘& ATPORT *~ agronT Q 3&?,33"“‘ " Qfé’izi??é‘é.-am
™ MODIFIES v CABE 4TATUS race 2 - 2 e
b} o¢ : 4, ATOITIONAL ADDITIONAL
ORIGINAL = CMANGE Q QFFENDERS RECOVERED PROPEATY

NARRATIVE

HIMSELF AS AN INVESTIGATOR AND ASKED MRS. NEET TO WALK TO THE WALMART SECURITY ROOM. THIS
INV WAS ASSISTED BY WALMART SECURITY, SHELLY JENNINGS. THIS INV READ MRS NEET HER MIRANDA
WARNINGS FROM A CARD THAT IS WORN AROUND THIS INV NECK ALONG WITH A BADGE. MRS NEBT STATED

THAT SHE UNDERSTOOD HER RIGHTS. SHE THEN GAVE A WRITTED STATEMENT THAT SHE CALLED IN THE
PRESCRIPTION AND DID NOT HAVE ONEFROM DR. HARTMEN. SHE STATED THAT SHE WAS IN.A LOT OF PAT)
| AND NEEDED THE MEDICATION. SHE WAS PLACED UNDER ARREST AND WAS TRANSPORTED TO THE QOUNTY
| _JATL BY [INTFCRM PATROL. THIS INV GOT A WRITTEN STATEMENT FROM THE PHARMACIST AND ALSO

| RECOVERED THE MEDICATTON AND PLACED IT INTO EVIDENCE A THE SCSO IN BEST BAG S004642.

JUDGE OVERCASH ISSUED WARRANT H-398620 POR OBTAINING DRUGS BY FRAUD.

ADMINISTRATIVE]

SUBJECT (DENTIFIED SUBJECT LOLATED ) ACTIVE I} a0, CLOSED {} ARRESTED UNOER 18 [ EX-CLEAN UNDER 18
Xives 1juo HKves ano O UNFOUNDED ARMESTED 18 AND OVER | (S.EX-SLEAR 16 AND OVER]
REASCN FOR EXCEPTIONAL GLEARANCE: 1 (1l GPFENDER OBATH. 2. !J NDPACSICUTION. 3. T EXTRADITION OENIED. 3. I VICTIM DECLINES COOPERATION. S 5 SUVENILE.NO GRETOSY
REPORTING OFFICERIS) DATR UNIY APEROVING OFH#ITER DBATE UNIT .
HUMBER . NUMBRES
R.MCSWAIN G40l -C N-2E
FOLLOW-y¥ OFRICEH
INVESTICGATION Tves Ono

Srioe RECORDS



SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT
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ARREST WARRANT

H=398620
STKTE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Dcounty/ DMu

nicipafity of
SPARTANBURG COUNTY

THE STATE
against

NEET, STEPHANIE IRENE
. NORTH TRADE STREET

I LANORUM, SC 29356
“. Phone: SSN: S
- sax: _F: Race: W Heightt 5 ' 24 Wneight 190
+ DL Stat OL#: :
' DOB: 1978  AgencyORM:
Pmsecuﬂmkgemsc

Qﬂm Drugs/Obtuiﬂing by Traud-1ist

4a~53~eo4®(e)

warranl i3 CERTIFIED FOR SERVICE In the

DCwnty/E] Municipality of ~

. The accused
:i"ls t0 be arested and brought before me o be
dealt with according o law.

. BESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:

(Ls)
Slgﬁa!ureofdudge
Dale:
- RETURN'
:Aeopyofth{ grrest werrant was_d
- detondart. NEET. STEPHANTE eIR{EBﬁE
o .

-' S!gnamm of Constable/Law Eﬁfoicemenl Officer

. RETURN WARRANT TO:
S E.H. OVERCASH
77180 MAGNOLIA ST
" SPARTANBURG, St 29306

A 4 Fom Avoroved b

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA } SE Wiforoy Goroee
County/ Municipality of } : AFFIDAVIT CASE # H39RG620 ég“z‘a&"" :

SPARTANBURG COUNTY ,

Personally apposred befors me the affiant MCSMAIN.'_ R;~.- . _ N T who
being duly sworn deposes and says Ihat defendant . NEEV. STEPHANIE I1RENE i

did within this county and state on 24/01 /03 o late  the crimingl laws of the
State of South Camlina (or ordinance of D(Counly/EjMun!cipamy of p ARTANBURG )
in the fdllowing particulars:

Drugs/Obtaining by fraud-lst off
44~-53-0040(8)
I furlher stale that there is probable cahsa fo believe that the defendant named abovs did commit

the crime set forth and that probable cause is based on the lollowl
. THE DEFENDANT DID INTENTIONALLY OBTAIN DARV&CT ' SCHEDULE IV CONTROLLED

SUBSTANCE BY -MEANS OF FRAUD BY CALLING IN & FORGE(G PRESCRIPTION AND
PICKING THE PRESCRIPTION UP.

-

AFFIANTS BELIEF 15 BASED UPON POLICE INVESTIGATION.

Stgnature of Amant
-Afliant's Address

SHERIFF'S DEPARTHMENT

s YR
Atfiant's Telephone QVD-DOBO
sms OF soum CAROLINA )
Municipality of ) " ARREST WARRANT
SPA%ANBU RS )

TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY:
uppeasing - from  the . étbove alfidavit
_@s ai’ﬂhs : . dsfendant

did m!ate the criminal faws of the Stale of South Carolina (or ordinance of

,Dcwmy/DMunsdnamyorU "i\ﬂgfgnu??r b waud
DESCRIPTION OF O EISSE rugs JOBTaInIng by

46-53-0340
Now,’ therefom. you are. empowered» and _directed to arest the said dofendant and bring him or her. before
38 to law. A copy of this Arrest Warant shall be delivered to the

8 soon theresfter as i gractighle, o 1 s
(Ls); J"dmam’ess““"’vwmdunu, ST~ 29306
) 5T 5952569

) Judge's Telephone — '
[ssuing Court: D(Mngislrale D Municipal l:]'cuum

{3 o pne

0 naiure o! lssulna Judge

J
”?BH. OVERCH .
" ORIGINAL , A

‘h“hseti"'"’ o?r? P‘{Aaﬂon‘gbi Rgmuru}s to be!iev? that

e s et o, s e e 8 g e 34 eseen e

T e ——— —— o srvs o -




VOLUNTARY STATEMENT _ pace__|

STATEMENT OF: JMQMW ............. _act 9% pate aﬁ‘;j/

ADDRESS: - A TRADE.  STREET.  LANISR LM

L Saphome Noet  have loten W Lrom
..\.M....."\.[%Q__B‘Amm\ooﬂs and Cellulipys  of Bo**"\ MXS

Ao _Simple Yhinas ke Nishes o MM T caded o
Treser ipHon e Dev-vecet  ous oc desmmﬂon

&+ My Leq Daio.. ws.t._teday M4 {amily
doctor Dr C’Qb&l wanikd ‘o o O W:nou UC‘OPW
S%«Lb\ o oy kas and qut me in the  hesoim fr
m«-mq,m- :‘:- Qs  haye Sewine &Cdlu,l;-)-ls o‘F'
hoth l&qs. J...did not have Cur

//-m/c’/\l CORM OF. . STrrEmeng. O 04-01.03 )(,(QJ’,Q/?/}HLM L/Vﬂnr*

{ have vead this statement consisting of..... .1 ....... vage(s), ond ¥ cartify that the facts contrined thermin are \m and ecorrect. 1 (unher cortity thxe {
mods no reguast T advice or prasance of & iRwyer belety ar during any Part of this statement, now at any time’ beloru it wiss fmhhod did I request
that thia six ped. 1 slso declare that I was not told or prompted what to 23y )i this statemen ,

Thic atotetfont was nlated L P M. on the . day of. ... - - ‘m.ob

vl et

Stgmmm:: giving voluntary statement

y ?j - SH104
“.. .




VOLUNTARY STATEMENT

C go2--~ . TME Y 7w puace Ferriaen //
A %/ M , am ‘/ & years old and 1 live at
(///r//nr/?)//i/ //,(4_/ L 2533 ¢

1 am giving this statement to (/ et A’ O e imiatihomttt 1.D. ... Who has identified

77
himsetf as a //’/ <t ﬂ%«/&
and he has duly warned me that } have the following rights: that } have the right to remain salem and not make any statement at all;
that any statement | make may be used against me al my 1rial; that any statoment | make may be used as svidence against me in court;
that | have the right 10 have a lawyer present to advise me priot to and during any questioning; that if | sm unable to employ a law-
yer, | have the right to have o lawyer appointed to advise me prior to and duting any questioning and that | have the rzght to terminate
the interview at any time,

Prior to and during the making of the statement, | have and do hereby knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily waive the above ex- .
plained rights and | do make the following valuntary statement to the aforementioned person of my own free will and without any
promises or offers of leniency of favars, and without compu\sion or persuasion by any person or persons whomsoever:

27 4/(‘/4/,{, ﬂf”é/é(’? Gr? o2 ///cf/'-{ e

P

///,u m/éx/m J i ihs . K omnit v o 2:4/
/z’/ A /J/ ﬁ;z//ﬁ:’/ 7 /fé/}i e )épzj?" e /%(4’/"/// rd
//, ﬂm’«/*" - A’f" &r--//,am , / c%//érv/ e / // R,
/,&;/%// ;,@' (/ Lot / /@{/ /7/ < %/ L2 /&'ﬁr— M//Zé’/ﬂ7 >
//72— G2 oz ol el o P Z’// | gr.pil
(' Zou::.//"v / &//4’/ ﬁ"%’/’/évw / /’d’(/( 7' j/;// L co éfé«w
Lame 7 /,M//;/" / /é/z / LRE LA ol ppvioe c%(«é?
//z;/f /.(‘/"’ W’%ﬁ//ﬂb VR /’/ /24@'// éo?‘ -Z(ﬁ' ’-"“‘('
o —( ,,,(/?m// /M/Mﬂ/{//&_ /& /M//
/)7@//((%7-: & é( /W%m/yf e /,z?z':a/

L have read this statement consisting of / pagels), each page of which bears my signature, and | do affirm that all
L Aaﬁs Daad {mem[e)mRs J tained herein are trus and cor
4,,«,,((/\? %/(/( M

104 W. RUTHERFORD RD.
LANDRUM, SC 29356

Signature of person making voluntary staterment

The above warnings were given by snd

xh%my statement was taken by
fc,m—/”’ s

. Witness {This must be one and the same person as named abovs)
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' Trionas W, Wesnoriap, M.D,
12, Magr Hickun, M.D,
Scorr A Gutie. MLD.

July 21, 2003

Re: Stephanic Neet
To Whom It May Concern:

Due to the information provided by Bruce Clary from DHEC and local phannacists, it
has come to my attention that several medications have been written for or called in
under my name without my authorization. These medications include Soma 350 and

, Vicoprofin for Stephanie Neet. This individual is not a patient of inine and hos not been a
i patient of niine in the past. I did not write, issue or authorize anyone to call in either of

. these madications at any point and time for this individual. In looking at a photocopy of
the above prescriptions, I believe they are forged, indeed that is not my signature on the
prescription. If you need any more assistance concerning this matver, please let me know,

Siocerely,

A Gl m.o

Seott Coley, M. D.

391 EASt HENEY SRt o SPARTANBUAC, SOUN CaROUNA 29302 ¢ §64-573-3585 « Fax £64-88%.378)
In affittacion wiid G Sparianburg Regional Healdware Sysism

12-28-2CHE 0BT
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IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS.

AMWE:
; Date of Offensé
Race: S.C.Code §: .
DOB: CDR Coded:’
Address:
City, State, Zip SENTENCE
Di# PLEA DTR!AL
in digf he Refe as ﬁ??NV!CTED OF Jracit
T0:° K y <At 14
g/qf Laws, bearing RCode#‘\g Y [
& SERIOUS IMOSTSERIOUS =~

The plee is: ut Negotiations or Recommendation, [ Negotlatod Sentence, [] Racommiendation by the State.

N, - xMtoh e ot e, I F<O
'
Defendant

. Attorney fcr Defendant -

v
?\ONN(OL NT
The charge%%ndlclec {0 Lesser included Offense, ] Defendant Waives Preseniment to Grand Jury.

-—

mmilted to the [}State Department of Corrections, @County Detention Center,

for a determinate te bimonthsiyears or (] under the Y uthful Offender Act.not o exceed . years,
andlorlopayafineol$___ fﬁi
ofS _____ .. . plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is s.zspended with probatmn for :
momhslyears and subject ta Sauth Carolina Depariment of Probation, Parols and Pardon Serwces standard conditions of probahon
.which are incorporated by refarence.

CONCURRENT or [[] CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant o S.C. Code §24- !3-40 to be calculated and applied by the Stale
Depariment of Comections. W

TyTfovided that upon the service o dayslmonthslyears andlor payment

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
(I RESTITUTION: [J Heard, [J Waived, {[] Ordered pPTUP L A .
Totah _§ plus 20% fee: _$ daysfhours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED -
[} set by SCDPPPS Allend Voc. Rehab, or Job Corp, B
May serve W/E beginning -
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counssling
“Fine: S Random DrugfAicohol Testing
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) S com.. Finemay be pd. in equal, consecutive weeklylmonthfy
§14-1-211{A){1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 “$T00CT"  pmis.of $ beginning -
§14-1-211{A)(2) (DU! Surchargs) $100 S $ paid lo Public Detendor Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUl Assessment) $12 & . . _ Other:
§ 35.13 (Public DeliProb) $500 _3
§73.3, 18 TP {Law Enforce. Funding) $25 § o/0QU
§33.7, 18 TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $100 3 1 00-00
§50-21-114(8U! Breath Test Fee) $s0 § : -
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea S_ ... {J Appointed PD or appointed other gpunsel, §35.13 TP
3% to County (if paid in instaliments) 3 et Requires $500 be paid to Clerk gdring proifation.
TOTAL XS W
M sasts PRESIDING JUDGE (A
‘&irk of Courl! Deputy Clerk Judge Code: I 10N [
Count Reportet 3 QAN Sentence Date: o
White - Cletk  Grewn - Corraviions Canury - Probution Pink - Defeu
' B
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STATE OF SQUT! CARCLINA ) NG TIAENT

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG )

At 2 Court of General Sessions, convened on _ ' - h3 , the

Grand Jurors of Spartanburg Caunty present upon their oath:

ATTEMPT TO OBTAIN CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE BY FRAUD

That Stephanie Irene Neel did in Spartanburg County on or about June 2, 2003,
knowingly or inientionally éttempt or conspire 10 acquire or obtain possession of
Hydrocodons, a schedule I controlled substance, by misrepresentaiibn, fraud, forgery,
deceplion, or subterfuge, at Landrum Drug Company,. 104 W. Rutherford Road,
Landrum, South Carolina, in violation of §44-53-420 and § 44-53-390, THE CODE OF
LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, (1976), as lamended.

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

made and provided.

Y NI AY

ASSISTANT SOLICITOR

\//



D v VPR

B CLARY ' The State of 'uth_ Carolina

"DHEC » County of Spartanbur.
3. gpTpNEMADE | FHEET ) tyerse d
o v 5 Trey Gowdy, Solicitor
RS S /f-'zg/ Lﬂ | | : |
: '” ~ Q  COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
. ) v .
: " MB 2 80¥ 1 20m
A REST WARRANT NU ER \ _
W vo TERM
H514327 - \J . _—
S
51 THE STATE
- vs.
& ACTION OF GRAND JURY
oS
S el 77 ’ WA '
g ’ ’v\—'\: __Lw Q/ 03
/ | STEPHANIE IRENE NEET
Foreg n ol )d Jury, 3‘
Dale’ // /5 25
VEROICT %
Indictment for
ATTEMPT TO OBTAIN CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCE BY FRAUD
Foreperson of Pelit Jury
Date: . SC Code: 44-53-390; 44-53-420

Peegied
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LANDRUM POLICE DREPARTNENT

(AGENCY I.D. <238, g W
8C0421000 INCIDENT REPORT IOL*I'W!G!'J(’!Z!‘!OH‘

V§HITE TYPE VICTIN
MTTIORNT TYPZ CUMPLETED FORCBD SMTIRY EHINLEE TYVE ENTERES B 1ndsvidval
2. PDC 25707CH Bves Owo [Oves o [PHARMACY ggﬁiﬁﬁf& .
2. POSS OF SCHED., IV {LORTAB) R ves (Jso | O ®wo |PHARMACY g“s‘;;#%..;f?‘
Arhar
3. WARRANT G709660 Oves One [Dves o _gun\‘mm’
| INCITENT LOCATION (BUBRIVIRIOB ANS NUMBZR, SINEET NAME AND WUMDER) ZIP cobE WRRPOX 1HR
é HWY 14 AND N. RANDOLPH AVENUE LANDRUM, SC 29356
INCTZENT QNS W4 HR. CLOUK | 70 2ATR 34 MR, OCK - - '“‘I“I' ?"zwl’z WTTAYTIIR TEEE]  WSCATION nnesss
06-02-03. 1600 06-02-03 | 1600 1604 1638 | §20
CORFLAINT & HAME (LALT, FIRAT. T 220 SURIECT .:zgzcgm‘q RACE | aEX g v DAYTINE PHONE SVRHING SHistn
TURNER, KEVEN M SIR A W iM al N lserssnnn s »
ABIRESS . o1y SIRTE 1P 028 T LOCATION NUMEEY
100 N. SHAMROCK AVENUE LANDRUM SC 29356 520
VICTIN'S MARE (LAST, PIRST. MIDDLE: SLATICYS o f REEIOENT | waop 32 A *TH DAYTIRE PHCKE [ EVERING PECHR
¥t #1 %3 | 4 8 9 13 »
CITY OF LANDRUM B 3
" HBTGET | WRTCHT RRTT 4 ¢33 FACIRL RAIR, SCARE, TATOCS, QLASSES, FMYSICAL PRCULYARITIRS, £1T
E RUDREES oree STATE 1R oomR : CATICN IHOSR
E 100 N, &H.AMROC’K AVENUE : LANDRUM SC 29356 $20
; V!ﬁ?ﬂ..B .‘mﬂﬂY DYQS D"J‘ gXPle"h Oﬁm G2 ANY ECH-VISTRLS DYZS Dm .
‘ "'a,“';'my“‘f, (RC.17 CUING: [Jves Line Clum.  omms. | Jwes Ow uer. e, - B ] }
oo ven, { ) oweowaw van [T OBTRETIVESRIANTTY onpq [T acows [0 aseisron[) e ’.-?“i:l:] bt 0 IR
m HAMB {(LRGT, PIRAY, MISOLES KACE |tk AGE, BYH. | DATR OF BUKTH  { BEVOWY HRIGHT | BRIR &YEg
SURFRCT | NEET, STEPHANIE IRENE wlE 2!l N | EER74 ] 505 | 104 | BRO| BLU
Clinomsy | PACTAL RATS, SCARS. TATU0S. GLASEES. LLOTHING
E D\mr:'m
g Xasnmur | pomaess
MERALD DRIVE CAMPOBELLQ, SC 29322
B Krssest =
Mow SYBIRCT 1N0.13 VRIS Dves [Jwo [Juax. | ARRESTR0 8RAX CP7aNsE Nfyps [T)xc | oave/Tais oF crewwse | oate/vins 07 ARREST
B smaons owvass ves o o, zvee, TUTAL § ARRRSTRD T

On above date and time, Sgt. Tumner responded to 104 Rutherford Roud at Landnum Drug, gt, Tumer spoke with the phammcnst, Mr
Dennis Burdct(e Mr, Burdcue stated that above sub'ec . Ms. Neet had called ina e ina refill rescnv uon ona revxous for ed ‘

RISTICTIOR OF THEPT JURTSSICTION OF RECOVERY
. E;-_. SNPURCIIINT ASENCY TA DIPORCERKEY AGENCY
L1y ceaoues
B Pmouay
DMAGES
o
E kICOVEY.RD
31280 )
SUBIRCT TOENTIRTRD T SRONCT MKATED [Jactrve [ JAow. cuesed ARRESTIC UNDBR. 12 [ J5X-CLEAR IINDRE, 47
ol Xlves  uo £ Rves o Cluwoutses - (J ARRESTED 16 AND CVER [ dm%-comaz s amn ovek
£ [RRASGH FOm WorHATIONAL A N i 3.1 JVICTIK DECLINEE 5] JIUUEEILE RO
g KEPORTING OPPICBR (8} DATR oI APPRCVING OPPICEZR Yy T were
§ MIMRER . WOBER
] T g
g K. TURNER 06-02-03 i02 CIHRIS VERNON - 06-04-03 103
roLzeu-up orvicen
mvestarios leas  wo O




Anmanae s

. VOLUNTARY STATEMENT 7
A %/’M ., am ‘/( years old and { liva at
.(////m/?z//:/ //&/ . I(;z : 33 6

s

I am giving this statement to (%ﬁ""’ A A imcicatiiomenst 1.D. ... who has identified

himself as a // ’/ <€ ,Z/%o(ﬂ—-

and he has duty warned me that | ha¥e the foliowmg rights: that | have the right to remain s:lent and not make any statement at alf;
that any statement | make may be used against me at my trial; that any statoment | make may.be used as evidence against me in coun;
that | have the right 1o have a lawyer present to advise me pncr 10 and during any questioning; that if { am unable to employ 3 law-
yer, | have the right to have a lawyer appointed to advise me prior to and during any questioning and that | have the nght 10 terminate
the interview at sny time,

Prior to and during the making of the statement, | have and do hereby knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarity waive the above ex- .
plained rights and | do make the following valuntary statement to-the aforementioned person of my own free will and without any
promises or offers of leniency of favars, and without compulsion or persuasion by any person or persons whomsoever

n FmR2F poef. F TE/COT Ly oo P 2o
//% c’//d%/f’z ////xoé—///«./é . //é)z/ /xz«/?',/(g ALz Z«Z//
/Z’//f/%, AP 2t e T At el 7/«7:/{/‘/—«//
/K/ /7«#7"/’('* /1@ &f«//,om _ ,/4»43/4/ 1// //fm‘pﬂ%

//‘;’}f/?@' ﬁ,{ﬁ, /4/ xézéf/,?'/ ﬂ//f«z,o ,@W,,?yf

/ﬂ G2 ccrm ol /M/m 4
(/'me_’.//"t/ /&f// A”'%’/’Zde //’é’(/" 7" J/)///C&/’ éfém
fans P //M//;/ - ,é/z, ” / LERE LA / ol C,A’z/zéj)
2 VL %/zxf’ b LA e J T A i L
2l L i // /M/M/’///Zp ,Aé A I L
/)7@/(/.{?_: e ér /M&/m/&f P /Wﬂ

_ thave read this statemeni consisting of / pagels), gach page of which bears my signature, and { do affirm that all

facts and statements ¢ U) 1 ned herein are trus and cor,
/;’4/‘,((/1 %/{/( M—

LANDRUM DR
Signature of person making voluntary staternent

104 W. RUTHERFORD RD.
LANDRUM, SC 29356

The above warnings were given by and

th!%wy statement was taken by
,,//( z’:/ Ll

Witness {This must be one and the same person as named aboves)
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_,Q" Trionas W, WESTMOREARD, M.D.,
. 1. Magk Hioaam, MDD,
’ Seorr AL Gtk MO,

July 21, 2003

Re: Stepbanic Neet
To Whora It May Concern:

Due to the information provided by Bruce Clary from DHEC and local phannacists, it
has come to my attention that several madications have been written for or called in
under my name without my authorization. These medications include Soma 350 and
- Vicoprofin for Stephanie Neet. This individual is not a patient of inine and has not been a
patient of niine in the past. I did uot write, issue or authorize anyone to call in either of
these medications at any point and time for this individusl. In looking at a phiotocopy of
the above prescriptions, I believe they are forged, indeed that is not my signature on the
prescription. If yout need any more assistance concerning this matrer, please et me know,

Sincere}y,

A Lofen .o

Scett Coley, M. D.

91 EAST HENEY SIREET o SPARTANBURL, SOUN CaAROW:SA- 29302 v §64-575-9595 « Fax £64-565-3752
In affittacion iy e Sparianhurg Regional Healdwars Systemn

12-26-2C0% 5007






BEFORE THE STATE BOARD OF NURSING FOR SOUTH CAROLINA

In the Matter of

Stephanie L Neet,
RN, 67076 CONSENT AGREEMENT

. Respondent.

By agreement of the State Board of Nursing for South Carolina (the Board) and the above-
named Respondent, the following disposition of this matter is entered pursuant to the provisions of
Section 1-3-320(f) of the 1976 Code of Laws of South Carolina, as amended (Administrative
Procedures Act).

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Rapondan‘ndmimthstsheisﬁcensedwpncﬁcemnsiﬁgasamgimredmein
South Carolina and was so licensed at all times relevant to the matters asserted in this case. Said
license is current.

2. Respondent admits that on or about March 11, 2003, while employed at Magnolia
Mmmmmsmmmnmmmwwmmmmmwedw
doumaﬂadministaﬁonofmymedicsﬁonmdfaﬂedwadmhs!amedimﬁmwm”ﬁm.

3. Respondentadn:itsthatonorabomMnrchzs,ZOOB,whﬂemployedbyMed America
Services ofSpmanhng,Respmdemmemptedmcanhmmmthoﬁmdpmuipﬁonfwnmﬁcs.

4. RespondaﬁadnﬁtsthatonmabmﬁAprﬂSO,ZO%,whﬂeemployedbyMedAmgieg
Services of Spartanburg, Respondent exhibited strangebehaviorstworkmdwas_ukedtosubtmt
madfugmbmkacpondanleﬁﬂxehﬁldingbeforeasamplemnkm '

5. WMW@«MWZ%M&W&WWW
the Department of Health and Environmental Control for Knowingly, Willingly, and Unlawfully
AnanpﬁnnghtahaConnbﬂedSubmbyFmd - _

6. stpondunwaivesmyﬁmhm'ﬁndhgsofﬁctwhhmspeatodﬁsmaﬂa.

" CONCLUSION OF LAW

7. Wmmmmmmmeaﬁdmmﬁr

disdpﬁnmyorconecﬁveacﬁonmd« Section 40-33-935 (b), (¢) and (g) of the 1976 Code of Laws

of South Carolina, as amended, and Regulation 91-19(cX2) and (c)3)Xf), (g) and () ofﬁnammded
Code. Respondunhaebywaivesmyﬁnthermdusionsofhwwithmpectwthsmstter. |
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8. Respondent has full knowledge that she has the right to a hearing and to be
represented by counsel in this matter, and freely, knowingly, and voluntarily waives such rights by
entering into this Consent Agreement. She voluntarily relinquishes any right to judicial review of
Board action(s) which may be taken concerning any related matters. Respondent understands and
agrees that this Consent Agreement will not become effective unless and until approved by the Board.
Respondent understands and agrees that a representative of the General Counsel's Office may be
present during presentation of this Consent Agreement to the Board and that the Board shall have
the authority to review portions of the investigative file and all relevant evidence in considering
this Consent Agreement. Respondent understands and agrees that this Consent Agreement, if
approved, will be disseminated as a public action of the Board. Respondent understands and agrees
that if this Consent Agreement is not approved, it shall not constitute an admission against interest
in this proceeding or prejudice the right of the Board to adjudicate this matter.

THEREFORE, IT IS AGREED WITH RESPONDENT’S CONSENT THAT:

1. prondenfsﬁeensewpmcdeemmingasaregistaedmnseinthissmeishueby
suspended. Said suspension may be immediately stayed and the license reinstated in a probationary
status for a period of not less than two (2) years upon written recommendation of the Recovering
Professional Program that Respondent is safe to practice nursing and further Order of the Board,
upon the following terms and conditions:

a. Respondent must attend a Board-approved Legal Aspects Workshop and provide
written documentation of completion to the Board or its designee within six (6)
months from the date of the Board’s action on this petition. Failure to comply with
this requirement within the prescribed time shall automatically result in the immediate
temporary suspension of Respondent’s license to practice nursing until such time as
full compliance has been made by Respondent.

b. Respondent shall completely abstain from the consumption of mood altering
substances, including alcohol, except as prescribed by a duly licensed practitioner for
a documented legitimate medical purpose. All use of such substances is to be
l'eponedbyRespondexntotheBoardoritsdesigneewithin“hmofhdﬁaﬁon All
mchmedicaltmﬁnMandpmscﬁningshaﬂbempoﬂeddirwﬂytotheBoardin
wﬁﬁngbytheteaﬁngpmc&ﬁonerwithh_ten(lO)daysaﬁuthedateofumtmem,
Respondeﬁtmsthfomtbeteaﬁngpracﬁﬁonaofﬁﬂsmonsibﬂhy,pmﬁdeawpy
of the Agreement with attachments to the treating practitioner, and ensure timely
compliance. Failure to comply with any of the requirements of this paragraph shall
be considered a violation of the Agreement. :

C. Respondent shall be subject to periodic, unannounced blood and urine alcohol and/or
drug analysis as desired by the Board, the purpose being to ensure that Respondent
remains drug and/or alcohol-free. The cost of such blood and urine alcohol and/or
drug analyses and reports will be borne by Respondent, which costs shall be paid
within thirty (30) days after the date of the receipt of the invoice. Failure to make
timely payment of such costs, to provide a specimen upon request, or to remain
alcohol and/or drug-free shall be considered a violation of this Agreement.

Pageioflt



Respondemnmsthaveawrittenconmctwhhandbeanwﬁveparﬁdpminthe
acﬁviﬁesofksoovetingProfessionalProgmm(therm), as approved in advance
inWEiﬁngbythqum'd,un!ilap_eriod of not less than five (5) years of documented

wmashaﬂspeeﬂ'yﬂnrequhedﬁequencyofmmdmcemmppongxwps,mother

: mchacﬁviﬁmuthekogramshaﬂdmappropﬁmhdnding,hnnmﬁmitedw:

(¢)) Assessment and treatment requirements of the Program;

2 Moniﬁming(mding)andaﬁerwnaﬁviﬁesofﬁn?mgm

A3) Alooholics Anonymous (AA) and/or Narcotics Anonymous (NA):

C)] s.c.nmmmmmmwwwmm
5) Suchnddiﬁmalthmpeuﬁcwﬁviﬁeaasdeamdappmpﬁm-andmwybyﬁn

The Program shall submit reguler written reports documenting Respondent’s full
compliance with the terms of the contract with the Program and the Agreement.

RespondemmaneomplywiththetmoftheAgreunemﬂdanSmandFedeml
stannesmdmgulnﬁonswncuxﬂngthepmﬁeeofmnm

Rapondm’spmcﬁoeshanbestricﬂyﬁmitedwaspedﬁcsetﬁngmdlocsﬁon
appmvedinwﬁﬁnginadmoebytheBoard Respondent must be supervised by a
registemdmm(RN)whomstraminonsitemdonahiﬁatallﬁmes. Respondent
shaﬂnotbésppmvedtowotkinahomhealthenvhomnmtordmushanagmcy
&nhgthe&sdpﬁmpaiod.kapondemmﬂmﬁdeamyofthemm
mchmmt&md&sdpﬁnedﬁwmew‘mempbymmdedumﬂonalhsﬁmﬁmif
pnsingsddiﬁomlmningeducation. ' ~

Board oritsdesigmeforatleastone(l)wammthedatcofemploymmnortlﬂs
Agreement, if currently employed. During the period of discipline, said reports shall
bewbnﬁuedonorbefomthstendidayaﬁa'theemomhsofpmcﬁcehthatmﬁng

- gnd every third month thereafter. Saidreportsahallimh:deanasmmtof

Respoﬁmt’sprofessionalcompetmmdintagity, commitment to professionalism
and applicable standards of practice, and adherence to the terms of the Agreement,
mﬁlatleastone(l)yearofsaﬁsﬁctmyoompﬁmehasbemdommmd.

Respondent shall appear and report to the Board as requested by the Board.
Respondeat shall promptly advise this Board in writing of any changes in address,

LLR-Board of Nursing
Post Office Box 12367
Columbia SC 29211 2367
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2. Pursuant to the South Carolina Freedom of Information Act, this Consent Agreement
is 8 public document.

3. It is further understood and agreed that this Consent Agreement does not satisfy,

prejudice, or stay any disciplinary action currently pending before the Board or which may be filed
in the future.

4 Respondent shall cooperate with the Board, its attorneys, investigators, and other
representatives in the investigation of Respondent's practice and compliance with the provisions of
the Consent Agreement. Respondent may be required to furnish the Board with additional
information as may be deemed necessary by the Board or its representatives. In addition to such
mum&eBomdmmMmmymumWwammﬁmhadem
regarding Respondent's practice, and it is Respondent's responsibility to fully comply with all
reasonable request in a timely fashion. Faihmtomsonablyoomplywuhwchrequestswﬂlbe
deemed a violation of the Agreement.

AND IT IS SO AGREED.
| STATE BOARD OF NURSING
Drnealnd s, 0 By: L Wby fUD L0, 5
VIA A, , PAD, RN,
President of the Board
I AGREE: |
hohane UMt I 104
Stephanie L Neet Date
RESPONDENT
sr-16-04
wmmss ORA'ITORNEY : Date
a1/ Ib/ oY
: " Date
Anm'neyfortheBoard
LLR - Office of General Counsel
Post Office Box 11329

Columbia SC 29221 1329
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SUBJECT: Stephanie irene Neet
* ADDRESS: [l North Trade Street, Landrum, South Carolina 29356
COUNTY: Sparfanburg

D.O.B: -74

RACE: White

SEX: fFemale

oL#: I (South Carolina)

BDC CASE: 230275

COMPLAINANT: Kaushik Kotecha, Piedmont District Director

SSN:

CHARGE (S): Attempt and Conspiracy 44-53-420

D.0.A: 08-27-03

PROFESSIONAL LICENSE NUMBER AND STATE: 67076 [Registered Nurse)
WARRANT (§): H-514327

MAGISTRATE: E. H. Overcash

SID: SCO1471346

FBl: 494402AC9

August 1, 2002: Clary was contacted by Kaushik Kotecha, Piedmont
District Director, and asked to contact Kathy Pearson at -
Spartanburg Regional Medical Center, Hospital Pharmacy regarding
a situation he was Informed of,

Clary contacted Pearson and learned that she was informed
by the charge nurse, Susan Duggar, of an incident in which a tubex-
of morphine was broken on the floor; however, there was no liquid
~ present and no waste of the medication was documenied.

Stephanie Neet was one of the nurses working and, upon being
questioned-about the Incident, denied any wrongdoing, stated she
did not know anything about the situation and provided no
explanation for what occurred. Duggar stated.that Neet refused to
provide a drug screen and was subsequently terminated.

Clary asked Pearson to contact Duggar and request AcuDose
dispending records in order that they may be revnewed and to
contact him when they were available.

August 13, 2002: Clary tried contacting Duggar but was unable to
reach her. Clary checked with Pearson for the status of the records

but they were not yet available.
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October 25, 2002: Ciary contacted Pearson to check on the stotus
« of the requested information. Pearson stated she was unsure of the .
status, and Clary asked her to please check on them and to
contact him as soon as they were available.

March 28, 2003: Clary received a call from June Childers at Wal-Mart
Pharmacy (Westgate} who asked fo be contacted regarding o
situation. ,

Clary received a call from Dennis Burdette, pharmacist at
Landrum Drug Company, regarding a situation in which Neet
attempted fo obtain a fraudulent prescription.

Aprll 3, 2003: Clary contacted Bob Wyatt, pharmacist at Wal-Mart
Phamrmacy (Westgate) and leamed that on April 1, 2003 they had a
situation of a fraudulent call in prescription for Stephanie Neet, and,
upon contacting the alleged practitioner's office, confimed it was
not issued or authorized and was therefore fraudulent. Wyatt stated
that when Neet attempted to obtain the above presciiption, the
local authorities were notified and were able to respond o the
scene. Neet was subsequently arrested by the jocal authorities and
Wyatt believed Neet even admitted to officers that not only had she
called in this fraudulent prescription, but that she had done this
before at Landrum Drug Company as well.

Clary obiained additional information from Wyatt and osked
Wyatt to check for any previous prescriptions that Neet obtained
and veiify if there were fraudulent as well dnd fhot he would: come
by and investigate.

April 14, 2003: Clcuy went by the Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office
and requested a police photo fine up on Neet,

April 23, 2003: Clary went to the Spartanburg County Sheiff’ s Office
and obtained the police photo line up on Neet.

May 14, 2003: Clary obtained a NCIC on Neet.

. June 2, 2003: Kotecha was paged by Landrum Police Department,
and Clary retumed the call and spoke with Landrum Police Officer

Kevin Tumer regarding a situation.
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Officer Tumer stated that he was contacted by Landrum Drug
+ Company phamacist Dennis Burdette regarding a patient that was
at the pharmacy attempting to obtain a fraudulent callin’
prescription. Officer Turner stated he was informed by Burdette that
the prescription was for hydrocodone for Stephanie Neet, and that
the alleged practitioner had been contacted and confirmed that
the prescription was not authorized and was fraudulent. Officer
Tumer stated that he was en-route to the pharmacy.

Officer Tumer stated that upon entering the pharmacy and
being spotted, Neet immediately fled the pharmacy to the parking
lot where she was pursued and detained. Officer Tumer stated that
Neet was iImpdired and was subsequently arrested for public
disorderly conduct. Officer Tumer stated that he.obtained a
statement from Burdette and wanted to notify us for charging Neet
with attempting to obtain the fraudulent prescription. |

Clary stated he would come by and obtain.the information he
had as well as Burdette's statement and the police incident report.

June 4, 2003: Clary went to the Landrum Police Department and
obtained the police incident report by Officer Turner {See Police
Incident Report) as well as the statement by the pharmacist (See
Burdette's Voluntary Written Statement). o

Clary went to Landrum Drug Company and took the
fraudulent call in prescription into evidence (See Fraudulent
Prescription).

Clary spoke with pharmacy technician Hailey Mullinax
regarding the situation. Mullinax stated she was working the evening
Neet was arrested and remembered the person that attempted to
obtain the fraudulent prescription, as she was the same person that
was detained and amested by the Landrum Police Department.
Upon viewing a police photo line up {See Police Photo Line Up),
Mullinax identified Neet as the person that attempted to obtain the
above forgery on June 2, 2003 {See Photo Identification}.

July 21, 2003: Clary contacted Cheryl at Dr. Scott A, Coley's office
and informed her of the fraudulent prescription that was called in for
Stephanie Neet allegedly by Dr. Coley. Cheryl stated that she was
aware of the situation and confirmed that the prescription was not
issued or authorized and was therefore a forgery. Clary stated he
would provide Cheryl with a copy of the fraudulent prescription and
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asked if Dr. Coley could view it and dictate a statement verifying
* that it was not issued or authorized and was a forgery. Ciary
provided Cheryl a faxed copy of the frcudulenf_ pres,cnptn_on

July 22, 2003: Clary received the statement from Dr. Coley verifying
that he did not wiite Issue or in any other way authorize Stephanie
Neet a presciiption for hydrocodone on March 28, 2003 {See
Stofemem from Practitioner).

| July 29, 2003: Clary obtained one (1} wamrant charging Neet with
attempt to obtain a controlled substance by fraud (See Arrest
Warrant),

August 18, 2003: Kotecha attempted to contact Neet, but was
unsuccessful in reaching her.

August 19, 2003: Kotecha tried again to contact Neet, but was
unsuccessful in reaching her. Kotecha instructed Clary fo go ahead
and tum the warrant in at the Spartanburg County Wamrant’s Division
for service.

August 27, 2003: Clary went to the Spartanburg County Warrant’s
Division and., upon learning that Neet was currently incarcerated,
dropped off the warrant for service, Clary subsequently obtained @
copy of the served warrant and booking card {See Booking Cardj.

che E Clary
Inspector, Pledmont Dtsmcf

South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control |
Bureau of Drug Control

2600 Bull Street

Columbla, South Carolina 29201-1708

(803) 894-0634

(803) 896-0438 (tax)

12-28-2005 apos @






) IN THE FAMILY COURT
)
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG ) SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Department of Social Services, ) CASE NUMBER:
) 2001-DR-42-3847
Plaintiff, )
) ORDER FOR REMOVAL
Vs. ) [Agreement on the Merits - § 20-7-736)
)
Stephanie [JJj and Kenneth [}, ) - i
) =N
Defendants. ) = : 7;
) & {x
In the Interests of; ) T o~ BB
Minor Victim 1 (Born 08.27.1999) ) EE O 2
Minor Victim 2 (Bom 05_07'0997) ) tf'z ; g 8
.Mmor children under the age of eighteen. ) §_—:3 © : <.
DATE OF HEARING: MONDAY, JUNE 10,2002 © & [ ™=
PRESIDING JUDGE: JAMES F. FRALEY, JR.
COURT REPORTER: EDITH KIMBRELL
PLAINTIFF’S ATTORNEY: KENNETH P, SHABEL
DEFENDANT S. SATTORNEY: WILLIAM MAYER
DEFENDANT K. S ATTORNEY: J. BENJAMIN STEVENS
GUARDIAN AD LITEM: PEGGY GILLILAND
ATTORNEY FOR G.A.L. SCOTT KATROSCH

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

This matter comes before me as a Merits Hearing pursuant to a Complaint for Removal filed byj]

the Plaintiff on November 20, 2001. Including the appearances listed above, Barbara Moore and Kim

Suber were also present representing the Department of Social Services. All Defendants have been|
previously served with the Summons, Complaint, Notice of Right to Counsel, and Notice of today's|

hearing.
At the call of the case, the attomey for the Plaintiff announced that the parties had reached an|

agreement in this case. After hearing the agreement, the Court questioned the parties and the Guardian ad|
Litem regarding the agreement.

g iens

Based upon an examination of the file and the pleadings, and upon a review of the evidence
presented at the hearing, I hereby make the following:

FINDINGS OF FACT
I find that this Court has jurisdiction over the parties and the subject matter of this action
I find that the minor children entered into the Plaintiff’s custody on November 19, 2001.

1.
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3, I find that the Defendant Stephanie - stipulates, without admission, to findings by aj
preponderance of the evidence that the minor children are abused or negleéwd children as defined by law,
and that the minor children were physically neglected by the Defendant Stephanie [JJJj.

4. I find that returning the minor children to the home of the Defendant Stephanic i}
would be contrary to the welfare and best interests of the minor children. 1 find that doing so would place
the minor children at an unreasonable risk of harm affecting the life, health, safety, and mental well-being
of the minor children. I further find that the minor‘ children cannot be reasonably protected from this

unreasonable risk of harm without being removed from the home.

5. Based upon the Plaintiff’s Court Information Sheet, which is filed with the Court and is
incorporated into this Order by this Paragraph, 1 find that the Plaintiff has made reasonable ¢ﬁorts to]
prevent separation and removal in this action. ~ 3 % *_-_\

6. I find that the Defendant Kenneth [JJJJj shall be granted legal and physical c@ody’of tlie
minor children. = = '—’1

7. I find that the Defendants Stephanie ] and Kenneth - have agreed to suhmlt':& thQ
following treatment plan: i @ -

a) The Defendant Stephanie Il shall be allowed supervised visits withc?he I‘FF[-E'IOI'
children Minor Victim 2 gpq MinorVieim 1 yiigits shall be held every other weeckend
starting on Friday, Saturday, and Sunday momings at 8:00 a.m. and ending at
8:00 p.m. and will be supervised by the matemal grandparents, Mr. and Ms.
Havko. Kenneth ] shall not be allowed to supervise any visitation between
Ms. [l and the minor children. Kenneth [JJJ] will transport the minor children
to the home of Maternal grandparents and not get out of the car.

b) The Defendant Stcphanie ] shall obtain an assessment at the Spartanburg
Alcohol and Drug Abuse Counsel and complete any and all recommended
treatment resulting from that assessment.

c) The Defendant Stephanié [l shall refrain from using illegal drugs or abusing
legal drugs and alcohol. /

d) The Defendant Stephanie [JJJ] shall submit to random drug and alcohol screens
at the request of the Department of Social Services, and a failure to do so shall
constitute a positive test and may subject the Defendant Stephanie [ to being
held in contempt of court.

c) The Defendant Stephanie - shall participate in counseling to address

Domestic Violence Issues and shall continue until released by her therapist.
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h)

)

k)

n)

0)

P)

The Defendants Stephanie ] and Kenneth [ shall secure and maintain
appropriate housing to include running water, heat, stove, refrigerator,
operational plumbing and secure doors.
The Defendants Stephanie [ and Kenneth | shall enroll in, attend
participate in and successfully complete parenting classes and be able to
demonstrate a minimum level of understanding of the material and be able o
apply it in the care of the minor children ** " *and Mner Victm 1 "é) .(\
Should his parenting class instructor recommend so, the Defendant %m

shall attend and successfully complete additional Anger M’ghagegent.f

Counseling. Y, =
The Defendants Stephanie ] and Kenneth ] shall obtain and dem&istrats
skills necessary for budgeting and handling their financial affairs, incl%ing
keeping all rent and bills current.
The Defendants Stephanie ] and Kenneth [} shall make suitablﬁ
arrangements for child care for the minor child with the advice and consent of the
Department of Social Services.
The Defendants Stephanie [l and Kénneth Bl shall obtain and maintain
gainful employment of at least twenty (20) hours per week within thirty (30)
days.
The Defendant Stephanie - shall remain in therapy with Kathy Murphy until
released by Ms. Murphy.
The Defendant Stephanie [ shall be required to comply with any and alj
recommendations of her treating physicians, therapists, and counselors.
The Defendant Kenneth [JJJj shall refrain from the use of corporal punishment
on the minor children. )
The Defendant Stephanic [JJJJ shall provide support for the minor child by
paying child support in the amount of Fifty Dollars ($50.00) per week plus thg
3% administrative fee for a total payment of Fifty-One Dollars and Fifty Centq
($51.50) beginning the first Friday after the order is signed, payable through the
Spartanburg County Clerk of Court and to be mailed directly to Kenneth [JJJj 2
- N. Trade Avenue, Landrum, South Carolina 29356. This amount is without
prejudice to either Defendant in any private action for custody and child support.
This agreement shall supercede all prior orders of this Court.
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Q) The Defendants Stephanie ] and Kenneth ] shall cooperate with the
Plaintiff in its administration of treatment and services, including but not limited
to attending conferences; responding to agency correspondence; updating
changes in address, telephone number and place of employment at all times; and
keeping agency personnel abreast of the current status of household composition.

r) The Defendants shall sign all necessary releases to grant the Plaintiff access to all
information contained in any criminal, medical, educational, social security,
mental health, alcohol and drug or any other public or private treatment providers
of both parents, perpetrators and the minor children.

s) Failure by any Defendant to provide such ongoing information and noﬁ%&io‘ﬁ.
may result in default judgment rendered against the Defendant where’éeiﬂggn-‘,'

appearance is the result of their failure to comply with this m?gﬁcaégn
requirement, ”-‘,.—-

t)  Finally, this case shall be reviewed within three (3) months from the date o)iéhis:
Order, and a failure on the part of the Defendants to complete their twau@\t
plan may result in an Order terminating their parental rights.

8. I find that the agreed-upon treatment plan is compliant with Section 20-7-764(B) of the
Code of Laws of South Carolina Annotated. 1 find it to be fair, cquitable, reasonable, and in the best
interests of the minor children. 1 find that all parties understand the agreement and the treatment plan, and
the consequences if any party fails to comply with the agreement and treatment plan.

9. 1 find that the Plaintiff has waived its right to collect the one hundred dollar ($100.00) fee
to which it is otherwise entitled pursuant to Section 20-7-1440 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina
Annotated. '

10. 1 find that the recommendations of the Guardian ad Litem are consistent with the ﬁndings\
of this Court. I find that the attomey for the Guardian ad Litem is entitied to a reasonable fee.

11 I find that the attorney for the Guardian ad Litem and the appointed attomeys for the
Defendants shall be relieved of any further obligations in this case.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Based upon these findings of fact, IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND
DECREED:

(a) That the Defendant Kenneth [JJJj is awarded legal and physical custody of the

minor children.

77

- 7/')‘-.

\-

R(ﬁ
L2
Lo .
f~r o -
Lo
N L
A L
tel <.
< A
N
LRSI
= -
vo3 RS
(5 L. /
&
3]




(b)

That the treatment plan in this case, as outlined by Paragraph Seven (7) of thd
findings of fact, become the enforceable order of this Court, with all parties bein
bound to its terms;

(c) That the Plaintiff is barred from claiming the ($100.00) fee to which it i
otherwise entitled in this case;
d That the attorney for the Guardian ad Litem be paid a fee of $50.00 by the Soutk
Carolina Guardian Ad Litem Program, subject to availability of funds; and
(e) That the attomey for the Guardian ad Litem and the appointed attomeys for thﬁ
Defendants shall be relieved of any further obligations in this case.
AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

i (T

JAMES/F. FRALEY, JR.
ING JUDGE - FAMILY COUR
SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

, 2002

g’;{nanburg, South Carolina

ATTENTION: This Court has now Ordered a Treatment/Placement Plan. If
you fail to comply with the plan, you could lose your rights as a parent.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE FAMILY COURT
)
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG ) SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Department of Social Services, )
)
Plaintiff, )
' )
) COMPLAINT FOR REMOVAL
) [§ 20-7-736]
Kenneth ] and Stephanie i, )
x )
’ Defendants. ) 2003-DR-42-
)
In the interests of: )
)
Minor Victim 3;’ born 05.01.91 )
Minor Victim 2, bormn 05.07.97 )
Minor Victim 1:, born 08.27.99 )
Minor children under the age of eighteen )
(18) years. )
)

Plaintiff, South Carolina Department of Social Services (SCDSS), alleges as follows:
1. The minor children are less than eighteen (18) years of age and reside in

Spartanburg County at the following address: [JJN. Trade St., Landrum, South Carolina 29356.

2. The name, address, and relationship of the Defendants to the minor children is as
follows:
Name Address Relationship
Kenneth [l Bl N. Trade St. Father of """’
Landrum, South Carolina 29356 and """
Stephanic [l Bl N. Trade St. Mother

Landrum, South Carolina 29356
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3. The minor children were abused and/or neglected as defined by S.C. Code Ann.
§20-7-490 in that the minor children were harmed or threatened with harm when the Defendants,
Kenneth [Jjjj and Stephanie . vhile responsible for the minor children's welfare, did or
allowed the following;

On August 26, 2003, six (6) year old Minor Vicim 2 yent to a neighbor’s home and told the
neighbor that he was locked out of his house across the street. The child said he had left the
house while his mother was asleep in an upstairs bedroom and the door had locked behind him.
The neighbor did not know the child and took him to another neighbor, who also did not know
the child. The second neighbor contacted Landrum police.

Police went the child’s residence and knocked on the door for aPproximatelé ﬁve minutes.
Stephanie - came to the front door and was advised to go to the rear door of the residence to
speak with the Police Chief. When asked if she knew where her children were, Ms. - stated
that they were both supposed to be upstairs taking a nap with her. Ms. [JJJj was then advised
that “"""" was across the street at a neighbor’s house. Police conducted a protective sweep of
the home to locate the other children, MinorVicim 1 age four (4) years, was found upstairs in her
bedroom. Ms. ] advised police that her oldest child “™"“"*, age twelve (12) years, was
staying with her parents, maternal grandparents ., in Campobello.

Police noted that the condition of the home was dangerous and unsafe for children. There

was spoiled food and knives within the children’s reach.

Mngivieim2 and “ - were placed into emergency protective custody. """ *was located at
Mabry Junior High School and also placed into emergency protective custody.

Kenneth and Stephanie [Jfwere arrested and charged with child neglect.
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4 The minor children were taken into emergency protective custody ﬁursuant to S.C.
Code Ann. §20-7-610 on August 26, 2003.

5. On information and belief, the harm stated above and other factors alleged below
indicate that the minor children are at an unreasonable risk of harm. It would be contrary to the
welfare of the minor children to remain in or be returned to the custody of Defendants, Kenneth
I 2nd Stephanic ] The minor children cannot be protected adequately at this time from
further harm in the custody of the Defendants.

6. The minor children's physical and/or mental condition was and/or is as follows:

The minor children, Minor Victim 3 Minor Victim 2 gpq Minor Victim 1 " annear 10 have no physical
or mental problems.

7. The harm the minor children are likely to suffer as a result of removal from
custody of the Defendants, Kenneth ] and Stephanie i is as follows: .

The minor children may suffer from separation anxiety.

8. The following steps will be taken to minimize any harm that may reéult ﬁ't;m the
removal of the minor children: | |

The minor children, Minor Victim 3 Minor Victim 2 apd Minor Victim 1 'will be placed in a licensed
facility where their physical, emotional, medical and educational needs will be met. The minor
children will be allowed to have supervised visitation with appropriate family members.

9. The Plaintiff has made reasonable efforts to prevent or eliminate the need for the

removal of the minor children from the custody of the Defendants or has been unable to offer suck
services.

10.  The Defendants are not in agreement with the placement of the minor children in




as being in the best interests of the minor children and that DSS be designated as the children's
personal representative as set out in the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act
(HIPAA) regulations;

(B) The Court approve the Plaintiff's Treatment/Placement Plan;

(C)  The Defendants, Kenneth i and Stephanie ], be required to pay the
Court-ordered amount of child support through the Clerk of Court to SCDSS;

(D) The Defendants cooperate with Plaintiff to make appropriate plans for the minor
children and to notify Plaintiff promptly of any change of condition and/or address;

(E)  Plaintiff be granted full and complete access to all criminal, profess_ignal, school,
medical, and other records of the minor children and of the Defendants as may be necessary,
including an Order that the Defendants execute necessary releases for such recordsi when. required
by providers; | _

(F)  The Defendants, Kenneth ] and Stephanie [}, pay the $100.00 fee required
by S.C. Code Ann. §20-7-1440;

(G)  The Court order that the names of the Defendants, Kenneth JJjjj and Stephanie

. be placed in Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect; and




(H)  For any and all further relief that the Court deems necessary and proper.

&, '/mL/L7}/(7 4

Kenneth P, Shabel®”
Jennifer L. Dobson
Attorneys for Plaintiff
P.O. Box 3548
Spartanburg, SC 29304
Telephone: (864) 596-3001, ext. 3086
Fax: (864) 596-2337

August 27, 2003
Spartanburg, South Carolina.

AT THE MERITS HEARING, THE COURT MAY ORDER A
TREATMENT/PLACEMENT PLAN. IF YOU FAIL TO COMPLY

WITH THE PLAN, YOU COULD LOSE YOUR RIGHTS AS A
PARENT.

ALL INTERESTED PARTIES ARE ADVISED THAT AT THE MERITS HEARING, |
THE COURT MAY ORDER A TREATMENT/PLACEMENT PLAN. IF YOU OBJECT TO THE
PLAN OR TO ANY RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING THE PLAN OR

THE COURT'S ORDER, YOU MUST STATE YOUR OBJECTION AT THE HEARING
TO THE JUDGE.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG

The State,
Stephanie Irene Greene,

Defendant.

BEFORE:

— S e S e s

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD
2013-GS-42-5124 thru -5139,
-5145,-5146,-5147

July 22, 2014
Spartanburg, South Carolina

HONORABLE R. KEITH KELLY, JUDGE

APPEARANCES:

BARRY JOE BARNETTE, ESQUIRE
Attorney for the State

C. RAUCH WISE, ESQUIRE
Attorney for the Defendant

ORIGINAL

Margaret A. Woods
Circuit Court Reporter
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Guilty plea
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EXHIBITS
NO. DESCRIPTION
S-1 Packet
S-2 Copy of Indictment Number 2011-42-5758
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(Packet marked State's Exhibit No. 1 for identification
and copy of Indictment Number 2011-GS-42-5758 marked State's
Exhibit No. 2 for identification.)

MR.lBARNETTE: May it please the Court, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. BARNETTE: The ca -- this the case of State vs.
Stephanie Irene Greene, Your Honor, she's pleading under
Alford to the following indictment, Your Honor, I believe
there's 19 of 'em but, uh, well it's 19, she's pleading to
Count Two on each one.

THE COURT: Count Two.

MR. BARNETTE: Count One will be dismissed after the
plea, Your Honor. There is 19 other indictments with two
counts on 'em, Your Honor, that we'll be dismissing and it's
not because of, uh, the State thinks there's no validity to
any'a these charges, whatever, she is presently serving a
20-year sentence on a indictment, it's Indictment Number
11-GS-42~5758, Your Honor, and we decided, I télked to
Mr. Wise here, this is a compromise, he had an issue of one of
the doctors, both of 'em testified at the trial, we feel like
that we could prove it but to move these cases and move for
judica -- judic, uh, for the economy of it, Your Honor,
judicial economy in this case. The indictment, Your Honor, 1is
13-GS-42-5127, 13-GS-42-5128, 13—GS—42—5129, 13-GS-42-5130,
13-GS-42-5131, 13-GS-42-5132, 13-GS-42-5133, 13-GS-42-5134,
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13-GS-42-5135, 13-GS-42-5136, 13—GS—42—5137,‘13-GS-42-5138,
13-GS-42-1539 [sic}, 13-GS-42-5145, 13-GS-42-5146,
13-GS-42-5147, 13-GS-42-5126, 13-GS-42-5125, 13-GS-42-5124,
Your Honor, and she is pleadin' under Alford to Count Two of
these indictments, Your Honor, and those are the obtaining
prescription by withholding material information, Your Honor,
basically what we call the "doctor shopping statute" ---

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. BARNETTE: --- in this case, Your Honor, they carry
from 0 to 2 years. The recommendation, Your Honor, is a
2-year sentence on all the charges to run concurrent with her
present sentence that she is serving on, I do have a copy of
the indictment if you need to see it, Your Honor,. I may make
this just a exhibit, Your Honor, 11-GS-42-5758, Your Honor,
which she received a 20-year sentence on Count One which is
homicide by child abuse, Count Two she received a 5-year
sentence on the involuntary manslaughter and Count Three
unlawful conduct towards a child she received a 10-year
sentence all run current [sic), Your Honor, she was found
guilty by a jury at that time fronta Judge Cole, -she was
sentenced on April 4th of this year 2014, Your Honor. And,
Your Honor, what I've done, and I've showed this to Mr. Wise
in discovery, Count O -- I mean, uh, I'll be making this part
a the facts case State Exhibit 1 is actually the agent, DHEC
agent in this case, Agent Kotecha was, uh, it's his report

5
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make that part a the evidence in this case and just for State
Exhibit 2 I'll just make copy of the indictment ---

THE COURT: Alright.

MR. BARNETTE: --- for the counts there. May I approach
bench, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Certainly.

(Whereupon, counsel handed the documents to the Court.)

THE COURT: Will you swear her, please.

THE CLERK: Ma'am, please raise your right hand.

STEPHANIE IRENE GREENE,

having been first duly sworn, testified as follows:

EXAMINATION BY THE COURT:

Q. Ma'am, you are Stephanie Greene?

A, Yes, Your Honor.

Q. Ms. Greene, you're represented by Mr. Wise in these
matters?

A. Yes, Your Honor.

Q. You're in custody, have you taken any prescription

medication, drugs or alcohol, any substance that affects your
reasoning and thinking ability?

A. No, Your Honor.

Q. Alright. On Indictment 2013-5147 the State alleges in
Count Two that you did in County of Spartanburg, State of
South Carolina on or about December 29, 2010 knowingly or
intentionally acquire or obtain possession of a prescription

6




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

of Hydrocodone, a Schedule III controlled substance and m --
uh, from a medical doctor licensed in South Carolina by
withholding information from the doctor and that you were
obtaining a controlled substance of like therapeutic use in a
concurrent time period from another practitioner all in
violation of state law, that matter has been true billed by
the grand jury, uh, it's my understanding it's non-violent by
definition and carries with it up to 2 years, there is a
recommendation from the State of a 2-year sentence to run
concurrent with all other indictments as and well as your
current SCDOC sentence, do you understand that?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Okay. On Indictment 2013-5146, State alleges in Count
Two that you did in the County of Spartanburg, State of South
Carolina on or about December 1 of 2010 knowingly or
intentionally acquire or obtain possession of a prescription
for Hydrocodone from a medical doctor licensed in South
Carolina by withholding information from that physician and
that you were obtaining a controlled substance of like
therapeutic use in a concurrent time period from another
physician all in violation of state law, that matter has been
true billed by the grand jury, it's non-violent by definition,
it carries the same possible sentence and there's the same
recommendation, did you understand that?

A. Yes, Your Honor.
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MR. WISE: Your Honor, all the indictments are the exact
same except for the date.

THE COURT: Except for the date.

MR. WISE: Except for the date and we've gone over those,
uh, not only prior to today but months ago in preparation for
the prior trial, ---

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. WISE: --- so we can put on the record that she's
very familiar with the allegation of all the indictments and
re -- understands that they're all identically the same except
for the the date over a period of about, what, 6 months, 4
months, somethin' like that.

THE COURT: Okay. Do you waive reading of the each
indictment?

MR. WISE: We would waive reading of each of 'em, ---

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. WISE: --- we would -- we have read them more than
once.

THE COURT: I'm sure you have, Mr. Wise.

EXAMINATION BY THE COURT:

Q. Ma'am, having waived reading of each indictment this
morning, there's some rights you have to waive and give up to
plead guilty to each indictment: you have a right to a trial
by jury on each of these offenses, do you waive and give up
your right as to each and every indictment?

8
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A. Yes, Your Honor.

Q. You also have a right to remain silent as to each and

every indictment, do you waive and give up that right as

well?
A. Yes, Your Honor.
Q. Ma'am, you have a right to call any witness you choose

that could testify for you and confront any witness through
your' lawyer by cross-examination who would testify against you
on each of these charge, do you waive and give up that right?
A. Yes, Your Honor.

Q. Understanding what I have told you about each of these
indictments and the possible penalty you having waived the
reading of each one of these, do you in fact offer up the plea
under the Alford case?

A. Yes, Your Honor.

Q. Do you believe that in the event that the solicitor went
forward with these cases that he would be able to cénvict you
on these offenses?

A. Yes, Your Honor.

Q. Isn't it true that you are receiving a beneficial result
by being allowed to plead under the Alford case?

A. Yes, Your Honor.

Q. Do you understand that the Court is gonna treat your plea
under the Alford case the same as if you raised your hand and

said I did it?
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A. Yes, Your Honor.
Q. Okay, gonna treat it as a quilty plea.
A. Okay.

Q. Okay. Ma'am, Mr. Wise been representing you for some
period of time here, sounds like a long period of time as a
matter of fact, have you, have you spoken with him as much as
you need to?

A. Yes, Your Honor.

Q. Do you need me to give ya any time whatsoever to ask him

another question?

A. No, sir.

Q. Do you need to look at your file any further?

A. No, no, sir.

Q. Are you completely satisfied with your, with your
lawyer?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Has he answered everything, every question you need
answered?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Okay. Is it your decision to enter an Alford plea and
not your lawyer's decision? _ J
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now he can give ya legal advice but the decision has to
be yours, ---

A, ‘Yes.

10
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Q. --- you understand that?

A. Yes, Your Honor.

Q. Okay. Ma'am, you have ten days from today's date to file
an appeal of the -- of your pleas or the sentences of the

Court but you have to file it in writing with the clerk of
court here in Spartanburg, you understand that?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Alright, please listen to the solicitor.

MR. BARNETTE: Okay, thank Your Honor. And the State
before State Exhibit 1 consists of 210 pages, Your Honor, uh,
it contains all the facts in the case. These all occurred in
Spartanburg County, Your Honor, just give you a brief synopsis
a what happened, Your Honor. Basically February 2011
Investigator Kotecha with the, uh, DHEC was contacted by our
office, Your Honor, 'bout an infant death involving the death
of the baby of the defendant in this case, Your Honor, Alexis
Greene. Uh, basic through investigation they found that that
she'd been seein' two doctors: Dr. Kovacs and
Dr. Kooistra, Your Honor, uh, she had seen 'em the same time.
He went and talked to both doctors, Your Honor, thgy both said
that they did not know the other one was giving the other one
drugs, uh, both all controlled substances, Your Honor, they
didn't have knowledge of that, Your Honor. Basically at that
time he charged her with obtaining drugs by fraud. In looking
at the case indictment we add a count which is the doctor

11
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shopping 'cause obviously the material information needs to be
given to both in this case, Your Honor. Dr. Kooistra which
the contracts contain this information State Exhibit 1, Your
Honor, actually had her sign a contract sayin' that if, uh,
basically if she had seen another doctor she would notify that
doctor and let her know they're same controlled substances.
There's no question Dr. Kooistra did not know in this
situation. We went through the trial, at the trial, Your
Honor, we tried to iﬁtroduce these cases along with the cases,
went to trial, uh, Mr. Wise made a motion to sever, Judge Cole
severed these charges from there, he just afraid for the
prejudicial effect was more prejudicial and probative of that
case, Your Honor, that's the reason why these charges 1éft
open in this case. Basically in lookin' at it, Your Honor,
they have a problem with Dr. Kovacs, they brought it up at
trial that supposedly she may a had knowledge from some
paperwork that she'd done, uh, we would allege that that she
did -- that she did not tell Dr. Kovacs, course they will tell
ya a different position with that so that's the reason why we
agreed to the Alford plea. 1In cases -- this case.is on
appeal, Your Honor, involvin' the homicidal child abuse, the
involuntary manslaughter, unlawful neglect and obviously if we
had a trial we would bring this evidence back forward at that
time 'cause we think like the evidence would be there but to
me just for judicial economy we've agreed to this plea in this

12
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situation but the dates are on the indictment, Your Honor.
The dates was the dates that she got the drugs from

Dr. Kooistra in this case and obviously and one thing to let
you know Dr. Kooistra she was pregnant with her another child
before this, had actually taken the medica -- would not give
her narcotic drugs such as these so if she woulda known she
would not gave her the drugs and I won't go in the details of
the whole case and everything, it was provided at trial and
1'd also add the trial, uh, anything that was presented in
evidence a that as part a the facts a this case too because
obviously we tried this case, spent four days tryin' it.from
that standpoint.

THE COURT: Alright. Ma'am, did you hear what the
solicitor told me?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Alright, is that true?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay, Court accepts all pleas on each
indictment as being freely, intelligently, voluntarily given,
sound advice of an excellent lawyer with whom this court knows
well. Mr. Wise.

MR. WISE: Your Honor, the other -- I'll I'll make first
mention the other thing they're gonna dismiss a CDV which is
down in the lower court and we probly gonna have Randy Greene
who is her husband who's still with her through all this he
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has never pushed this CDV so he would acquiesce in havin' that
dismissed in the lower court too.

MR. BARNETTE: And, Your Honor, if I can just have him
put on the record Mr. Greene that he wants the CDV dismi
[sic], that's my understanding 'cause we actually had a bond
revocation motion ---

MR. WISE: Right.

MR. BARNETTE: --- is what I told Judge Cole about it,
just for the record if he can just stand up and say ---

THE COURT: Mr. Greene. y

MR. GREENE: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Uh, uh, tell us about that, you are agreeing
to dismiss the CDV? )

MR. GREENE: I I would like the CDV dismissed, Your
Honor.

THE COURT: Okay, that's your decision to do that?

MR. GREENE: 1It's my decision absolutely.

THE COURT: Nobody talked you into that or forced you or
threatened.

MR. GREENE: None, whatsoever.

THE COURT: Okay. Anything, Solicitor?

MR. BARNETTE: No, sir, and we'll dismiss it once that,
once these ---

MR. WISE: Right, ---

MR. BARNETTE: --- charges ---

14
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MR. WISE: --- he did not push it originally but it be
better for for them to. . .Your Honor, it's a reasonable
disposition, as I mentioned to you earlier the credibility of
these doctors was one of the issues involving previous trial,
the jury convicted her, I think based upon that there is a
reasonable probability that, uh, were they to go forward
particularly the one with Kooistra but that would be a
reasonable chance of being convicted, I probly disagree with
Mr. Barnette a little bit on the other doctor, I think we had
some pretty good proof that that she knew but, uh, those are
gone anyway so the ones with Dr. Kooistra there is a
reasonable probability the jury would, uh, believe her
testimony and it's based upon oﬁr prior experience and I think
this is a proper disposition of, uh, these charges.

THE COURT: Alright, very good.

MR. WISE: Thank you.

THE COURT: Ma'am, anything you'd like to say?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay, well certainly the Court's gonna go
along with the, with the, uh, deal that you got there, okay.
It will take a few ---

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: --- minutes fill out the paperwork and you
don't have to be here for that, uh, yeah, you do. 2013-5147
you're confined to the State Department. of Correction for a
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period of 2 years, that is concurrent with your current SCDOC
sentence and all other.indictﬁents; 2013-5146 you are confined
to the State Department of Correction for a period of 2 years,
that is concurrent with your SCDOC sentence and all other
indictments; 2013-5145 you're confined to State Department of
Correction for a period of 2 years, that's concurrent with
your currenﬁ SCDOC sentence and all other indictments;
2013-5139 you're confined to State Department of Correction
for a period of 2 years, that's concurrent with your current
sentence and all other indictments; 2013-5138 you're éonfined
to State Department of Correction for a period of 2 years ,
concurrent sentence and‘all other indictments; 2013-5137
confined to State Department of Correction for a pericd of 2
years, that's concurrent with your current sentence and all
other indictments; 2013-5136 confined to the State Department
a Correction period of 2 years, it's concurrent with your
current sentence and all other indictments; 2013-5135 confined
to State Department a Correction for alperiod of 2 years, it's
concurrent with your current sentence and all other
indictments; 2013-5134 confined to State Department a
Correction period of 2 years, it's concurrent with your
current sentence and all other indictments; 2013-5133 confined
to State Department of Correction for a period of 2 years,
it's concurrent with you current sentence and all other
indictments, 2013-5132 confined to State Department a
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Correction for a period of 2 years, it's concurrent with your
current sentence and all other indictments; 2013-5131 confined
to State Department a Correction for a period of 2 years, it's
concurrent with your current sentence and all other
indictments; 2013-5130 confined to State Department a
Correction for a period a 2 years, it's concurrent with your
current sentence and all other indictments; 2013-5129 confined
to State Department a Correction period of 2 years, it's
concurrent with your current sentence and all other
indictments; 2013-5128 confined to State Department a
Correction period a 2 years, it's concurrent with your current
sentence and all other indictments; 2013-5127 confined to
State Department a Correction a period of 2 years, it's
concurrent with your current sentence and all other
indictments; 2013-5126 confined to State Department a
Correction period of 2 years, it's concurrent with your
current sentence and all other indictments; 2013-5125
sentenced to the Department a Correction period of 2 years,
it's concurrent with your current sentence and all other
indictments and lastly; 2013-5124 committed to the State
Department a Correction period of 2 years, concurrent with
your current sentence and all other indictments. Good luck,
ma'am.

MR. WISE: Your Honor, just one thing to tack on the
record. She has some pretty substantial jail time in this
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case also, how long were you in jail before you got released
on bond?
THE DEFENDANT: Twenty-five days.

MR. WISE: Twenty-five days of jail time on on original

~arrest on these charges.

THE COURT: 1I'll check the box, give you credit for time
served on this, uh, 25 days?

MR. WISE: Yes, sir.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

)

THE COURT: I'll put that on the sentencing sheet, that's
on each and every indictment.

MR. WISE: Right, and then they start concurrent with
time back in March, it should.

THE COURT: Do I need to write that on ---

MR. WISE: I don't think so.

MR. BARNETTE: I think thé DOC should cal -- should ---

MR. WISE: Right.

MR. BARNETTE: --- calculate that.

MR. WISE: If they don't we'll let you know.

THE COURT: Alright.

MR. WISE: Thank you.

MR. BARNETTE: Thank Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Wise.

MR. WISE: Thank you, thank you very much.

THE COURT: Yes, sir.
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