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;6 Report Number: 18008061-001

ise Report

For Exceptional Clearances

Clearance Basis
Exceptional Clearance Date

Narrative

On 6/20/2018 Cpl. Smith responded with patrot un
arrival Officer's observed Catlos Dennison in the area and confirmed

GEQORGETOWN CITY POLICE

[ministrative

ase Report Number 18008061-001 ‘¢Sz GEORGETOWN, SC

Jbject \lolation Drug 20440

L aws/N.Smith Location Name

CIC inquiry

ICIC Entered Verification Verified
ubject |dentified Yes Verification Level

subject Located Yes Jurisdiction - 76
dispasifion Arrest . Grid 76
Zntered On 6/21/2018 1:03:06 P Seclor 03
Entered By Smith, Noel Map
Reported On 6/20/2018 Census/Geo Code
Reporting Officer Smilth, Noel Tract/Geo Indicator
Reporling Agency GEORGETOWN CITY Call Source

POLICE Rejated Cases
Report Type Meatis
" Assisted By Other Means
Oceurred On (Date and Wednesday 6/20/2018 Motives
Time) 8:30:00 PM
Other Motives

Or Between (Date and .
Time) Vehicle Activity

Dispatéhed Date/Time Direction Vehicle Traveling
Arrived Date/Time Cross Stree!

Departed Date/Time 2018-06-20T20:21:06.727 Notified

{acation 243 N CONGDON §T

its at 215 N. Congdon St. located in the City of Georgetown. Upon

through Central Dispatch, Dennison had active

Deannisor was placed under arrest for narcotics violations, Dennison was made

sacure and searched at that time far.weapons. During the search, 2 white in color small jar with red lettering affixed to it,

was located in the right front pants pocket of Dennison. Inside the sald item was 4 plastic baggles contalning an off white

substance belleved to pe Heroin and also another plastic baggle believed to be cocaine. Dennison was also carrying @
Dennison has been Known to place heroln inside the tickels and wrap them

blus tote bag that had lottery tickets inside.
as bindles, fo be sold. Subject was transported to the Georgetown County Detention Center where he was charged with

Violation Drug Laws. The items seized wereé placed In B.E.S.T.Bag $293803 and placed in avidence.

R i

warrants for his arrest, It was at that time

. Printed 6/21/2018 7:45 PM page 1 0f 7




ARREST- WARRANT

201 3A222020034!

STATE OF sod’ '
D CountYﬁEQ{{GE Mﬁy of 5.0

Georgetown 2818 mM 28 @ﬁl@ﬂ“é@-

}\EST 'rfg( WH TE monaom
Carlos Anthony- Dcmnsqd OF COURT s
Address,. .
.}"""nrje:_' . N = . SSN: 1_ B ‘,(_——_,_,_
M Race: B Height 6_ 1 Weight 170
DL Stater g .. DL# S )
DOB:. Agency ORI#  3C0220200

Pmsecuung Agency:  Georgetown Police ‘Departmexit’
Prosecifina Officer.  Noel W Smith - 0165
Offenses: Drugs: 7 Possessmn of cocame st offense

3011
H4-5303T00)_

*Offense Codex
Code/Ordinance Sec:

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ')

‘Fanm Approved by

: ORI GINAL 8., Altemey. General”
[, Ceurt! Monicipaliyof ).’ AFETDAVIT S
Ged‘rgétﬁwn ) . : .
Personally’ appeared béfors me tte afiant NoeIWSImth / «.)()L\y\ G‘V‘@(ov‘kﬂ _ - who
being dily: ‘sworn. -deposes and: .says {hat ‘defefdant Caﬂos Anthony Denmgon ‘
did. within this county" and sfate .on ordbotit 6/20/2018 violate {he; crimingl laws ofthe

Stofe of-Soulli Cidlina (or ordinance of D Countyl. Municipaj_i;y:p_f: Georgetown. )
in the following' particulars:: : s

DBESCRIPTION:OF OFFENSE:. Dyps /Pogsession of cocaine, Ist offense:

v

B furlher slate, lhat there is pmbable causg: to belneve that, the défendanf
the crime -sel forth and that probable” calse I8 based “6h” the following -facts:

“That on Yune 20,2018, Officers’ with'the: Cxty of Geargetown Police. Dept. responded 4o the area of2
-of Georgetowd: Subject Carlos Dennison-was, 4t this Tocgtion, and had active-warrants afid Was-plack

tlamed: réﬁ,@ke did -eémimit:

gdon St. it the Clty
ést. Dennison was

séarchied and i his: front right pocket a siall whxtc : jar with red: lettermg affixed 1o it. The jar “contairied.a plastw baggxe with an off
white substance believed to be cocaine: Approxxmate weight of the iterm, 0: 54 grams This bemg agamst the:pcaceand dxgmty of

i; JUN 28 4018

the Stateof South Carolma.

Slgnature of Affiant Q — 3

ThE Waranl & CERTI 7
D Mumc:pahlyof

D Courity#

‘The accq§ed
is (0o be arrested anp brought; Telare, me lo be;
dealt with according do-the law: '

{5
-Signnlq_(t:ﬁot.lgdgc;
Date: -
RETURN
A copy- iof - thls Jafcést: iwarrant ‘was qéliye_g'e,d “to:
defendant arlos Denniso s

o e/:u//ﬁ@ 7000k s

RETURN WARRANT TO:
General Session$
B. 0. Box:479’ .
: eland: Street, Room, 115

fGeoroetown 829442

ORIGINAL "ORIGINAL

ORIGINAL -

STATE OF/SOUTH CAROUNA )
D Countyl Municipality of 3
)

Georgelown

2252 nghmarket C'ﬁe“e‘t';
M -Georgetown, SC 29440~
Affiant's Teléghionie. .(843)545:4300°

: _Afﬁ'antfs Addréss

ARREST WARRANT

TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT "OFFICER.OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR-ANY CONSTABLE OF THiS COURTY:

ft appearing fom  the above, affidavit thal’ there are teasonable. groundé fo  béliove ‘that
ori: graboul: 6/20/2018 . defendant. Carlos Anthonv Denmson
did, violate- the criminal -[ws of the S(ate "of. South, :Carolina (or. ‘ordina :
D ‘County! D Mumcxpaliw of Georgetown

) a¥setforth telow:

d and direétad 10 Afest the Said- defendant and bnng Him e

Having found probable cause and the, above -affiant Having swom ‘before;mig, you are empowt
; delivered t6:the defendant; atihetime. of its execuiion, or as

‘et befoie i Torthwith: to.be:deall with according ol A copy:1 ofhis Arrest Warfa
-§ton thereafter asis pracucable .
:Sworn-to and subscribed before me. ¥

o 6/21/2018 _.

2222-B Highmarket Street .
Georgetown, SC 29440-2904
Judge's Telephone (843 ) 45‘4020 ’

D Mumcxpa!

ORIGINAL

Judge's Address.

"Signatire or xssmng udg o
: Robert I-Iarry O‘D iell
JudgeCods: 6217

" ORIGINAL

y
)
©s) )
)
)

[] Eiteult

‘ORIGINAL.

!ssumg Court.
ORIGINAL
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THE 18agsust
agg%’m Y. WHITE
Carlos Anthiony Dennison RK OF COURT . -
Address: N
' L (RS
Phone: SSN;_ ) i
© . M_ Recex B Helghtt 1 Walght 170
wstate gc  DLE [ 1y
DOB: : Agency ORIE  SC0220200

Pmsew:!:ngnsanor{ Georgetown Police nt
Prosecufing Officer:  Noel W Smith - D165

- State of South Canslina {or ordlnanca of D County!

s -
& -

-
. i - I
; "'-".;'ﬂ £ -
h b R {5

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) ORIGINAL  SCammmactn
[]comtyr  [X] Municipatiyor ) AFFIDAVIT s

Georgetown ) ) — )
Peorsonally appeared before me the affiant NoelWSmith!-A;zL\g (;@5‘4.1\5/ who
being duly swom doposes and says that defendant  Carlos Anthony Dennison | .

did wihin this coimly and stale on orabout  6/20/2018 — ’ v 2 cnl of the
Municipafity of Georgetown )

in the follawing parficulars: i
- {
DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Drugs / Manuf, poss. of Sch. IV drugs, except flunitrazepam, with intent o distribute - st offense
(Heroin) , .

e et S

| futher stala thal there is probable cause fto befieve that the defendamt ndmed above doid commit

the cims set forth and that probable cause is based on the following facls: i

That on June 20, 2018, Officers with the City of Georgetown Police Dept. responded to the area of 215 N, Congdon St. in the City
of Georgetown. Subject Carlos Dennison was at this location and had active warrants and was placed under arrest. Dennison wes
searched and in his front right pocket 2 small white jar with red lettering affixed to it. The jar contained four plastic bagpies with an
off white substance believed to be heroin. Approximate of the item, 0.38 grams.  This being against the peate and dignity of the
State of South Carolina. ’

Offense: Drugs / Manut., poss. of Sch. 1V, drugs, eXcept ’ B JUN 28 2018 :
flunitrazepam, with intent to diskibute - 1st : .
Offense Code: 0139 - ' .l .
CodelOrdinance Soz: - 44-53-0370(a) e Signaturs of Afta O 7
o wamant s mone STATE OF SOUTHCAROLINA 7 =
[] countyr [T] Municipaity of [ cowst [} Moricipettyot ; Affiant's Address _ 2222 Highmarket Street
- T acased ) Georgetown, SC 29440-
B @ Do anasied and biought belors me o be Georgetown Affiants Teleptone  (843)545-4300
dealt with according to the law. =
_ s ARREST WARRANT i
Signaiure of Sudge
N TO ANY LAW ENFORGEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY:
I sppeaing from the sbove affidavit ' thal there are reasonable  grounds fo  belave  that
RETURN on orabomt  G/20/2018 defondert  Carlos Anthony Dennison

A copy of this amest wamant delivered to
defendant r son. '
e e ¥ ODhes
-
;} ¢ Gt"d§£r¥ #0@7

did violate the criminal laws of the Stala of South Camlina (or ordinamce of !

[ couny Municipaliyo!  Georgetown ) as set forth belovs
DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Drugs/ Manuf., poss. of Sch. IV drugs, except flunitrazepan; with intent to distribute - Istoffense
{Herain}

Ha\dngmdpmﬂemmmmaWAMhmsmmmmmmwmmemmewd defendant and bifag hint or
her belore me forihwith {o be deait whth according tolaw. A copy of this Amest Warran shall be defivered (o the defendant at the ime of its exccution, oras
soon therseftaras is pracicabls l

. Swom to and: d before me ) *
RETURN WARRANT 10: on 6/21{2018 ) |
: . g irmarket Street
P.0.Box479 . ™ 7 «s) ) Georgetown, SC 29440-2904
” L]
460; g;m ssuce;c_ 9;{4?;;1 115 Robert Harry O'Donnell ) Judge's're!enh@ (843)545-4020 : ;
town, JudgeCode: 6217 ) lssungCout: [ ] Mogistate ' Ix] sunich

ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL
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State vs Dennison . 17 . 2019-GS-22-00262 & 00263

" ltrue billed by the grand jury. Direct indictments have to be

Mserved in court on defendants. The defendant was brougﬁt into |

bougt on April 2019 when- the direct indictments were served. .

|We attempted to do the plea in May, the neXf'month, on the

'first terml We have two weeks of court, two separate terms

each month this year. We came to do the guilty plea the first

term in May. It was turned down by the Judge. It was put on
|the trial roster the second term in May, the trial roster the
| first term in June, trial roster second. term in June. The

first term in June it wasn’t reached, other cases were dealt

with. The second week in .June the defendant inadverténtiy
brought down, liké he was this morning from this detention
area betweeq our courtrooms fo the first fldor where the jury>
pool was. So, it got_céhtinued.to today‘and it is on the
trial.roéter again. Prett? much we;vé,bqen-AOing everything
we possibiylcould'do-once SLED got the drugs tested. I dénft

think the case have beeh'called or accomplished any sooner.

‘There was always some reason the past several terms of court

that the case would been on the trial roster and wouldn’ t

actually take place. We don’t think the State has béen slack

|or not responsive or not doing their job. We think was as

early as it could be. The case before you is just 13 months
old. We attempted to have it on the trial rostér a month
before it was one year old. It is our position that no speedy

trial violation has occurred.
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1 THE COURT: -Any reply? 1
2 DEFENDANT; Yoﬁr Honor,.undef 3161, Your Héﬁor,vI
3 suppoéed:to_been-indicﬁed,bI mean, within two months after the
4 ——"the arrest. Your Honor;-give me'a-second.'vl’ﬁ sSorry. I
5 Qas never indicted for the poséeséion chafges until nine
6  months later. The Staﬁe is stating that because of the
7 |analysis, Youf Honor, I doﬁ’t believe that’s the correct ferm
8 |they can use to exclude the time of the 3161 rule (a) (b)‘and
9 (c)i(i).l And-I’m sofry,'Your Hoﬁor, I’m just‘t:ying to get
10 |this all.on record. I'm sorry. |
il THEiCOUR:; Does usca -- does 31 usca even.apply2
12 MR. POWELL: I'm hot familiar wifh that, Judge. I Waén’t
13 |familiar with that statute before we.étafted falking about it.
14 THE COURT: You’re referencing the United States Code
15 Anﬁqtation and our rules in statg>court that I traditionally
16" |see come from the South éarolina Criminal Rules of Civil
17 |Procedure or the South Caroliﬁa Code. of Laws and ﬁotvthe
18 Unitéd States Code Aﬂnotated éections. |
19 ' DﬁFENDANT:, Your Hoﬁor, we can move —-- we cén move to
20 | the next motion. .
21 THE COURT: ' Okay. Alright.
22 DEFENDANT: - Your Honor, the defendant argues the motion
23 |to suppress evidence on a defective warrant. These are
24 _ warrants I’m submitting into evidence. On the face of all
25

four warrants, Your Honor, which I'm using. for evidence.
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25'_péper to be sufficient justificaﬁion for an arrest. By the
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AExhibit'——; doiitééeak_éxhibit néw?  I’m.éorry. They;are tﬁé
; s5ame Qarrénts: eXhibit_1A'2018A22202Q0120, drugs schédulé two.
:Exhibiﬁulé;'wérraﬁt320i8A2220200133}»drdgs scheduie éne, two
land three. “Exhibit 1@{ 2018A2220200345,'drugs possessioﬁ of
 ~C6§aine. 'Exhibit 1D, 20;8A222020034é, drugs mahufactqred |
 éCheduLé'foﬁr with intent to diétribute.-.And_Exhibitle; Baii‘

bonding proceediﬁg'form number two. At the bottom where it

states signature of issuing'Judge, you will see that-is Clerk

of Court stamp clocked. The sigpature-on-the original warrant

{is different from the signature on the defendant’s copy which

makes the warrant a defective warrant. In Davis versus
Sanders ‘an 1894 Sbuth Carélina éaSe; the Sbuth Cérblina_
Sgpreme Court staﬁed that a signature.is a necessary element.

The Davis requirement>is that a warrant must be signed by a

ijudicial'officer in order to be cpmplete. It is a common law
,decisionvprédicated on police —-- I mean, I’'m sorry, “on public
|policy consideration sitihg Davis vs Sanders a South Cardlina

.cése,_40 sc 507, 19 sc 138 (1894);' Also, Your Honor, a

warrant is not issued until sigﬁed by appropriate magistrate,

.|municipal judicial officer or a judge of court record,. State

-lvs Covert 382 sc 285, 675 se 2& 740 a 2009 case. Your Honor,

also the South‘Cardlina,Sﬁpremé Court stated we think it would

be very;dangerdus‘to the peace of society for a court to hold

ithat'paper'whiéh-shows on its face that'it’s an unfinished
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signatures not matching on the original warrant and

1

2 defeﬁdant’s copy allow the credibility of the issuing Jﬁdge

3 Robert Hatry“O’Doﬁnell,ljudge code 6217, to vanish. It;s 

4 confusing, misunderstanding, as stated by a Maryland Appellate
5 Courf_in»Giles vs State. A valid search warrant properly

6 |executed may produce evidence sufficient fo convictzthe person
7 accused.of a criﬁé,v A defective and invalid search warrant

8 |produces confusion,'wasté and injustice to an accused or to

-9 socigty or to both. Staté vs-Freeman a South Carolina>case,
10 - 1319 sd 110, 459 sc 2d 865 a 1995 éase. Your Honor, with

11 |warrants they talk about good faith. With good faith even

12 thouéh the spéce fér signéture éf issuing judge ?rOVide was to
13 Be a signature,-aS»stated the original ordef does not match
14 thé defendant’s copy which is to be on all four warrants

15 |making a total of eighf signatures. Supreme Court stated a

16 |warrant is not iésued“until signed by an appropriate

17 |magistrate, municipal judicial officef or judge; cited ih

18 étate vs Colvert (2909). Now, in Stéte vs. Colvert there is a

'.19 section the &udge stated on appeal held that the search

20: Warrant_was not issued within the meaning of the statute’

21 |because it lacked a timely signature. The Judge also had -
22 |three —- there was a good faith exceptioﬁ to the statutory
23 |warrant procedure thaf it Qas (inaudible). He agreed that the
24 absence of a magistréte’s signature at the time the warrant

was served invali@ates it but did not reach the issue whether
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it exists in good  faith. ExceptiOn to the-statutbry warrant
‘requirements says we find as explained below that.no warrant

lwas ever issued. In State vs. Colvert (2009) the same'caéef

South Carolina Supreme Court stated the .officers could haVe,

discovered the error by simply looking at the warrant itself.

"Thereforé/ the Court finds there was no goad faith effort to

cbmply_with'the statute. Also, under South Cardlina law an
unsignéd wafrént is not a Qérraht and is not capable of being
issued'withih the,méaning'of Rule 17 13 140, Davis vs Sanders
(1894) and State vs ColVert a 2Q09<casef _Offiéers good faith
irfelevant when‘the wafrént is-not signed,-Davis vs Sanders.

See also State vs Sachs 264 sc 541, 216 se 2d 501 (1975);

talso, State &s'McKnight‘291 sc 110, 112, 352 se 2d 471 and 472'

a 1987 case.

| Your Hénor, the original éopy~signatﬁre_does-n0t‘match‘
the defendant’s copy éignature dn all four clerk stamped
warrants; Judge Robert Harry O’Donnell is ﬁhe Juageﬁ Judge’
Rbbert Harry O’Donnell, judge-code 6217, which revéals-a crime
of ﬁorgéry and Vioiates 17 13 140, statutory Warrant required.
Defehdant would respect of the Court ﬁumbly request that .

contraband be excluded and défendant'regain his liberty. I

have the warrants right here, Your Honor. Can I bring them up

to you? This right here is supposéd to be 0O’Donnell’s real’

signature. I’'m sorry.
S1g Y.

THE COURT: Have you shown them to the State?
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DEFENDANT: No. I write them and told them. I write

- 2 them back in January and February and sent ell the warrants.
3 MR. POWELL::eYour-Honor{ may 1 approach? |
-4 THE COURT: Yes, sir; |
5 . MR. POWEiL: I have a copy that have the Judge’s
6 signatures. I'm not sure What.Your\Honor-——— N N
7 DEFENDANT: Your Honor, neither of them_metch either.
8 | The feur he. got, neither of them.métch either; I'm sorry.
9 _THE COURT: Alright.. Yes, sir.
10 MR. POWELL; Your Honor, I ha?e —-- I don’t know where the
11 |copies that the defendantApresented to the Coutt came from.
i2 The four I handed up were what came, t;ansmitted from the
13 élerkAof Court’s Office...As Your Honor is probably aware,
14 |arrest  warrants are dene, the Court ends dpAsending the
15 'Solicitor’s Office copies of them for us to stert'opening a-
16 |file. {he;ESEE;KEEEEEEEYthat I have all appeariﬁo<he\éig2§q.
17 ‘the;same by_Judge'Robert Hartzﬁglggggeﬁl who is the City of
18 - Georgetown - o
19 ‘DEFENDANT: Not the same adaress;
20' MR. POWELL: -——- Maglstrate '\This is the Georgetown
21 |police Depattment city case, so they went to the c1ty court
22. judge'and had.the warrant signed.' All I’ve seen and all I
23 rknow about is the four I handed up_to Your Honor which a%l
24 |appear to be the same . The 51gnature which is sort. of
25 'scrlbbly seems to match the{bond paperngE}that was done 1n,

— e
/
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| the distribution 'case and the PWID case that's on the trial

“roster;x i_don{txwhere“the’copies'that the.defendant presented-

came from.
THE  COURT: Reply?

DEFENDANTE Your Honor, "the jury get to look at the

marrants_and'teii. Bnt, Your Honor, those are not the same R
hsignatures. Those are the-same;warrant numbers-but'those:are‘
.not}4~;£f ybu.réék'at.;he affidéViﬁ srgnatQ?evof the'foicér,
'you can'see'that'their.sionaturetis not\egaotly-the'Same."But
' you can see that that’s the same 31gnee That’s the same .
:«author that authored -= Offlcer John. Gregory, you.oanzsee_that

lhis srgnature is the same but 1t’s dlfferent

-ATHE COURT: " Okay. ; I ve .got that the afflants ‘were Noel .

|smith and John Gregory. . John‘Qregory s —— the 51gnature for

-‘John~Gregory appears to be the same on threeyof them and then'

one" signature for‘Noel_Smith_appears'to'be.different because .

- itfs‘Noei Smith’s name, not John Gregoryf-

DEFENDANT No. What I'm. saylng is that the srgnature of

: John Gregory matches the copy ‘Both. of them match as 1n they
.‘the same person’that slgnsbit. But Robert O’Donnell’

‘| signature, none. of those match.

MR. POWELL: Your Honor, when I looked.at it they didn’t

| 100k one hundredhpercent perfect. I certainly can’t eXplaih ;

'h the_differenoes.' I don’ t even anWYWhere those;came‘from.~

'THE COURT:  Are youFtaiking about.Rohert O’Donnellfs?
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MR. POWELL: The warrants that that was passed up by Mr.

‘Dennison to Your Honor. _I.think theyfre multiple copies of

the same warrant and some Of,thémyzé’s hard to fei%%whether’

r—

|the signature of the Judge was the exact same on each one.

I’m not -a signature expert. I’m just talking about knee jerk
reactions and glancing at them.

DEFENDANT: Your Honor, they came from the county jail.

| They were in my files at the county jail, the defendant’s copy

‘|warrants. Those come from the county jail. I was

incarceraﬁed fhé whole time, Your'Honor. Everything_came from
éithervmy Rule 5 or from the jail house. |

THﬁ COURT: Okay. You knéw, you say they don’t look. the -
same; unfort@nately, if y’all took at some of the papers tﬁat
I’ve 81gned in my career you would probably not be able to

read my signature. It looks like this Judge Robert Harry

~

.ofDonnell[§as the same rué%iwhen he 51gns his name as I do. I

think that they’re pretty similar, it’s just that they’re

N
-ers”

of them.

MR. POWELL: May I address one other pért, Judge®?

illegible but{fheyfre illegible in the same format|on each one.

20

21 . THE COURT:'AUh~huh. '(Affirm@tive response)

22 MR. POWELL: All of these charges from the two )

23 distribution cases and this PWID gaselthat’s on the trial [
24 |roster, they're all direct indictments. So, I don’t know that |
25 ;B error in the arrést warrant{ would overr{EEIthe direct

-y

ROV Pﬂdsc 2o ) A
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'indictments‘that have been true billed by the grand jﬁfy thét
varen’t even the charges in the arrest warrants. So, I'm not
sure if that’s an issue thaf needs to be addressed but
bcéptainlyf——— |

DEFENﬁANf: Yéuf Honof, those are not the same
_éignatures, YOuf Honor. They not -- why -- why - wh? is the
| same nﬁﬁber wgfrant isAdiffefeht from the copy, original copy,
and tﬁen'you’ve got the defendant’s signature. Why ﬁhey
aifferént? They the same wafrant. They 20180222020133 (sic)
the.driginél.warrant does not match the copy. Thét’s thé same
Qarrant; that’s a copy, why theyldon’t match? |
| THE COURT: Alright. I’m:éoiﬁg to deny the motion, but
you’#g protectedion'the record with it. But, with that‘béiﬁg
said, ypu’ve'handed me a‘group:of documents that we‘ﬁéed té
get admitted‘iﬁto evidénce. Do you have any objectionfto us
1taking them and they beéoming part of the record of this case?

DEFENDANT: No, sif, Your Honorp -I donftt_

TﬁE;COURT: Okay. In the évent_that I have made an error
tﬁere,will be another Judge‘or Judges thaf will take a look at
;whét'wé’ve done here today énd théy will need to see these
'documénts. That’s why i want them in the reéord.

DEFENDANTE_ Alright.

- THE COURT: Do you have other copiesé'
DEFENDANT : .I mean, I’ve,got othericopieé>for me.

THE COURT: . Okay. That’s what I mean because it may Dbe




State vs Dennison 26 2019-GS-22-00262 & 00263

1 |that you want té-use these same documents for some other

2 purpoSexin_the future, so I just wanted to ﬁake éure'you had

3 .copies.i' |

i - DEFENDANT: | No, sir.

5 THE COURT: Sir?

6. DEFENDANT: No, you caﬁ.take them.

7 " THE COURT: Alfight, ﬁadam court reporteff

8 - Alright. . We’ll mark -- I've cqunted 10 pages thét the

9j defendant has présented as a group. 'We’li mark those as

10 'defendaﬁt’s iO. I’ve noted the'State we;li do -- it’s.four
'11 .pages but the four pages are'both.ffont and_back; Thét will
12.'bé the State’s one for this proceeding. | ‘ |
13 - (DEFENDANT' § EXHIBITS ONE, TWO, THREE, FOUR, FIVE,

14 .S:IX, SEVEN, EIGHT, NINE and TEN ARE ADMITTED

15 ' INTO EVIDENCE)

16 (STATE’' S EXHIBIT ONE IS

17 ) ADMITTED INTO E\'IIDENCE)
18 ' DEFENDANT: Your Honor, can I speak?

19 THE COURT: Uh-huh. (Affirmative response) |
20- DEFENDANT : -Will I be able té let the jury look at those
21 Signatures?. ‘ | |
22 . THE COURT:  if y5u feel like they become relevant aﬁring
23 the trial of this case and issues are presented then yoﬁ can
24 attempt to use them. I can’t tell you now because I don’t
25 |know what the -State’s position is, whether they/re going to
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF Georgetown

IN THE COURT OF-COMMON PLEAS CASENO. 2021C p2'2‘o'0'1 58

Carlos Dennison #295321 - ) ~ Police Department Georgetown' Clty et al

PLAINTIFF(S) S DEFENDANT(S)

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) .
[:]. JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues
have been tried and a verdict rendered.
DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the couit.
The issués have been tried or heard and a'decision rendered.

[:] _ ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): I:IRule 12(b), SCRCP; ]:] Rule 41(a)
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); D Rule 43(k) SCRCP (Settled);

[]other

ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): D Rule 40(}), SCRCP; |:] Bankruptcy;
D Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify
arbitration award;. -

EI Other

STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY : ;

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECKAPPLICABLE BOX)
BAffnmed D Reversed; [ ] Remanded;

mia

Other
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: D See attached order (formal order to follow) . Statement of Judgment
by the Court:

Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment is DENIED.

Plaintiff's Motion to Amend is GRANTED by cénsént of the parties. Plaintiff has 30
days to file and-serve Amended Summons and Amended Complaint.

_ — " ORDER INFORMATION
This order [_] ends ['] does not end the case. [] See Page 2 for additional information.

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This Judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Cotirt as reflected on the Electroni¢ Tirfie Staritp, and a
et e - - -eopy mailed-first ¢lass to any party not proceeding-in-the-Electromic F111ng Systemon-09/08/2021.

Carlos Dennison #295321 for Carlos Dennison #295321
Carlos Dennison #295321 for Carlos Dennison #295321

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL

SCRCP Forim 4CE (08/3 1/2017) Page 1.0f2
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SCCID

SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON INDIGENT DEEENSE

.. MacDougall Correctional Institution ~~ _ . . ... - __. .. _ - _.-

Division of Appellate Defense : Robert M. Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender
1330 Lady Street, Suite 401 Wanda H. Carter, Deputy Chief Appellate Defender
Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3332 .

Post Office Box 11589

Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1589
Telephone: (803) 734-1330
Facsimile: (803) 7341345

September 15,2021

Mr. Carlos Anthony Dennison, #295321

1516 Old Giiliard Road
Ridgeville, SC 29472

" Re: Your Case
Dear Mr. Dennison:

Enclosed is a copy of the opinion of the Court of Appeals affirming your conviction.

‘Please be advised that our office will be closing your case along with this letter.

Please be aware that there is a one year statute of limitations for filing an application
for post-conviction (PCR) relief. This is one year from the date of the enclosed opinion. This
statute of limitations is very strictly enforced, so please be sure that you comply with it. Please
understand it is your responsibility alone to be sure this PCR application is timely filed. This
application must be filed with the clerk of court in the county of your conviction. There is
also now a one year statute of limitations for filing for federal habeas. However, you must
exhaust your PCR claims in state court, before raising them in federal court.

Please be aware that the time between your direct appeal becoming final, and the date

the future. I do wish you the best. Feel free to contact me if you have any  questions.

__your PCR application is filed will count against your federal habeas statute of llmlt&t}OllS in

Sincerely,

VA ///

a K. Delany
Appellate Defender

JKD/KK

Enclosure: Post-Conviction Relief Application

J
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Georgetown City Police Department, et al.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
)~ FORTHE_SC__JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
‘COUNTY OF Georgetown ) :
| )
) PROOF OF ADR
Carlos Dennison ) E T
Plaintiff, )
VS. ) . .
) Docket No. _2021-CP-22-00158
) ; .
)

* Defendant.

(Within 10 days of the conclusion of ADR and no later than 300 days aftér filing, an original must
be filed with the Clerk of Court and a copy forwarded to the attorrneys for the parties.)

PURSUANT to the South Carolina Alternative Dispute Resolutions Rl;les (SCADR):

k4

Alternatlve Dispute Resolution (ADR) was conducted on the _20th day of June

20 22 in the form of
a X  mediation
b. non-binding arbitration

c. _ binding arbxtratlon (attached appropriate order of dlsmlssal)

2. The neutral(s) was/were (N ame(s) of arbitrator(s)/mediator(s)) __ Christine E. Brimm,

" Mediator

3. Present at the ADR conference were:
a. X Plaintiff .
X Defendants
Lawyer(s) for Plaintiff

Payton Hoover, Esq.

A

X__Lawyer(s) for Defendants

Guardian ad litem

Expert(s)
Others

b
c
d
e. __X_Representative for Insurance Carrier_.Dena Davis
f
g
h

4. Asaresult of ADR, this case should be considered (check one)

a. ._fully settled by Consent Judgment to be filed by
. b fully settled Voluntary Dismissal to be filed by i
S ocC ‘Partially settled
d. _X atanimpasse

June

Submitted this_2%" _ day of

SCADR 104A (04/2021)

Neutkal’s
Christi

\_/

rimm, Medlator
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