IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
' In The Supreme Court ‘

Appeal from Richland County
Court of Common Pleas AUG 29 2022

Csey L. Manning, Judge S.C. SUPREME CbURT

Appellaté Case No. 2022-000970
Lower Trial Court Case No. 2013—CP—40—
01336 ’

George Adams, #181283, ...iseecscrccccsccsncscss Appellant,
V.

State of South Carolina,....seseeseeceseascseses..Respondent.
MOTION TO REASSIGN CASE TO SUPREME COURT

Appellant George Adams, #181283, prisoner housed in South
Carolina Department of Corrections. Moves this Honorable
Supreme Court for.an order reassigning the above captioned
appeai in this court. Transferring jurisdiction from tﬂe South
Carolina Court of Appeals, for all purposes. The grounds for
this moyion are that the above appeal involves issues signifi-
cant to public interest. On May 21, 2015 the lower court
of common pleds judge issued a amended final order to dismiss.
June 23, 2015, Appellaﬁt attorney filed a Notice of Appeal,
along with a motion pursuant to South Carolina Appellate Court
Rules 60(b). Appellant will show unto this court appellate
case No.” 2015- 001394 was prematurely filed. September 3,
2015, this court issued an order dismissing the appeal.
Appellant would request respectfully that that appeal dismissed
without prejudiced, ‘as premature. Other legal principles of

major importance on the pending motion was not exhausted until

i



on appeal to this court. Appellate request that this court issued
an order dismissing that appeal ‘without prejudiced, as premature.
Three, legal principles of major importance in Appellant SCRCP
60(b) motion filed on June 23, 2015 was not exhausted until

by the lower court of common pleas until June 28, 2022, against
the 1994 trial counsel concerning parole eligibility. The order
preserved the case for appellate review. The appeal transferréd
to this court by way of South Carolina Court of Appeals on'Jdne
“15, 2022 is timely served.

Appellant states even though there was successive motion filed

in the lower court of common pleas to Alter or Amend the judgment
substantial alteration was not made to the final order until

June 28; 2022 identifying 1994 trial counsel performance. Sourh
Carolina Appellate Court Rule 203(b)(1).

CONCLUSION -

Based on the Appellant pcr counsel Tommy A. Thomas, Esq,. and
Respondent attorney. for the State representing té the lower
court on July 1, 2021 to restore this case to the active roster
by way of Consent Order. This cqurf is to accept jurisdiction
fof‘purposes of considering this appeal. And both parties dop

not object this appeal request.
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