
From: William Klotz
To: Comer, Lisa; Court Of Appeals Filings
Subject: Submission for Record
Date: Saturday, October 29, 2022 9:22:05 AM
Attachments: Proor of Service Form 7.pdf

2022-10-29 Appellant Reply Brief.pdf

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Please find attached a Reply to Respondent's Brief and Proof of Service for the below
captioned cases:
Case No. 2020-CP-32-01461 
Appellate Case No. 2022-000263

mailto:wlklotz@icloud.com
mailto:lcomer@lex-co.com
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org



FORM 7 
PROOF OF SERVICE OF A REPLY TO 


RESPONDENT’S BRIEF 
 


THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals  


 
 


APPEAL FROM LEXINGTON COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


Walton J McLeod IV, Circuit Court 


Judge 
 


 


Case No. 2020-CP-32-01461 
Appellate Case No. 2022-000263 


 
 
 


 
William Klotz, 


 
Appellant, 


 v. 


General Joe VanLier, Respondent, 
 
 
 


PROOF OF SERVICE 
 
 
I certify that I have provided by USPS Mail to the Attorney below, on October 29, 2022, A REPLY TO 
RESPONDENT’S BRIEF JAMES B. LYBRAND, JR. 
Attorneys for Defendant, General Joe Vanlier 
Columbia, South Carolina 
McDONALD, McKENZIE, RUBIN,s 
MILLER AND LYBRAND, LLP 
P. O. Box 58 
1704 Main Street – 2nd Floor (29201) 
Columbia, SC 29202 
P: 803. 223.6156 
F: 803. 929-3530 
Email: lybrand@mmrml.com                                                                       


s/ WILLIAM L. KLOTZ, PRO SE 
157 Ashepoo Dr 
Aiken, South   Carolina 29803   
(704) 249-8665 
Email: wlklotz@icloud.com 



mailto:lybrand@mmrml.com






FORM 13 
REPLY BRIEF OF APPELLANT TO 


RESPONDENT’S BRIEF 
 


THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals  


 
 


APPEAL FROM LEXINGTON COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


2020CP3201461 Walton J. McLeod, 


IV,  


Appellate Case No. 2022-000263 


 
 


 
General Joe VanLier 


 
Respondent, 


 
 


v. 
 


William Klotz Appellant. 
 
 
 


REPLY BRIEF OF APPELLANT TO 
RESPONDENT’S BRIEF 


 
 
 


s/  William Klotz 
157 Ashepoo Dr 
Aiken, South Carolina 29803 
(704) 249-8665 
Attorney Pro Se for Appellant 


 
 







   


TABLE OF CONTENTS  


 


Table of Authorities ................................................................................................... 2 


Reply to Respondent’s Arguments and Statements of Issues on Appeal .................. 3 


Reply to Respondent’s Statement of Facts ................................................................ 7 


Conclusion ................................................................................................................. 7 
 







2  


TABLE OF 


AUTHORITIES  


CASES 


Daniel Hamrick, Petitioner, v. State of South Carolina, Respondent. Appellate Case 
No. 2015-002164 


ON WRIT OF CERTIORARI 


Appeal from Charleston County Deadra L. Jefferson, Trial Court Judge Larry B. 
Hyman Jr., Post-Conviction Relief Judge 


Opinion No. 27886 Heard January 10, 2019 – Filed May 15, 2019 


REVERSED 
 


In Part I (3) the Appeals Court finds the Trial Court Erred in admitting the testimony 
of State Trouper Officer Harris and awards a new trial.  In Part IIA a detailed 
analysis of Trouper OfficerHarris’ testimony is provided, and it is noted an 
ostensible Professional Engineer, Woodrow Poplin, with training in the fields of 
mechanical and civil engineering, was allowed by the Court to  testify for Defendant 
Hamrick. 
 


OTHER AUTHORITY 
SOUTH CAROLINA STATE CONSTITUTION OF 1895 § 21. Charge to jury. 
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Reply to Respondent’s Arguments and Statements of Issues on Appeal 
 
Respondent’s Designation of Matter does not have Certification by Signature as 
“I certify that this designation contains no 
matter which is irrelevant to this appeal. 
Dated 
Therefore Appellant is not able to so designate. 
 
THE SALIENT REFUTATION OF  RESPONDENT ARGUMENTS CAN BE 
FOUND IN THE ARGUMENTS OF APPELLANT’S INITIAL BRIEF, 
SECTION 1 , HIGHLIGHTED TRANSCRIPT SECTIONS AND THE 
EXHIBITS OF THE RECORD ON APPEAL AND THE EXHIBITS 
SUBMITTED TO THE LOWER COURT, BY RULE 208(B)(4), SCACR. 
REFUTATIONS IN PARTICULARITY FOLLOW BELOW: 
 
1. Respondent’s counsel’s particular in Limne maneuver on separate occasions to 


suppress Appellant’s evidence off the record and Ex Parte would likely be 
verifiable by the Honorable Judge Walton J McLeod and the Honorable Judge 
William P. Keesley.  Emails were sent to Appellant promising at trial hearing  
on evidence, one of which was included in Appeallant’s Rule 16 motion and 
so is on record.  Because emails are sequential on reply, they all should 
effectively be on record. 


2. Trooper Antley at trial stated that a “stub axle” broke (not found in transcript).  
A stub axle is for a front axle, while only the rear wheel had damages.  
Trooper Antley also stated that “anything was possible.”  Above cited 
Hamrick v. State of SC verifies Trooper Antley had no credibility to testify of 
mechanical cause and effect.  Respondent’s truck was not out of control, as 
shown by Plaintiff Exhibit O on lower court file (attached) that said truck had 
4 power disc brakes and would have also had emergency brakes, a separate 
braking system from the disc brakes.  There was no evidence presented of a 
locked steering wheel on the truck and no photographic evidence of a collision 
with a guard rail by the truck.  The truck was passing my Toyota while it was 
at the speed limit, so the truck was speeding.  Counsel’s deliberate use of the 
confusing term “inside land” is not appropriate, as US 20 is a straightaway 
with no inside and outside lanes. Respondent was in the fast lane, and the 
collision could not have possibly occurred as he described.  A second filed 
plaintiff’s Exhibit P (attached) states a wheel bearing problem   for the 2008 
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Dodge Ram Pickup    to be Trooper Antley at trial stated that a “stub axle” 
broke.  A stub axle is for a front axle, while only the rear wheel had damages.  
Trooper Antley also stated that “anything could have happened.”  Above cited 
Hamrick v. State of SC verifies Trooper Antley had no credibility to testify of 
mechanical cause and effect.  Respondent’s truck was not out of control, as 
shown by Plaintiff Exhibit O on lower court file (attached) that said truck had 
4 power disc brakes and would have also had emergency brakes, a separate 
braking system from the disc brakes.  There was no evidence presented of a 
locked steering wheel on the truck and no photographic evidence of a collision 
with a guard rail by the truck.  The truck was passing my Toyota while it was 
at the speed limit, so the truck was speeding.  Counsel’s deliberate use of the 
confusing term “inside land” is not appropriate, as US 20 is a straightaway 
with no inside and outside lanes. Respondent was in the fast lane, and the 
collision could not have possibly occurred as he described.  A second filed 
plaintiff’s Exhibit P (attached) states a wheel bearing problem for the 2008 
Dodge Ram Pickup    to be:  
WHEEL BEARINGS 
The 2002-2008 Dodge Ram trucks are notorious for wearing through front 
wheel bearings. Wheelbearing replacement in the 2002 Dodge Ram seems to 
be the most prevalent starting around 75,000miles. Some owners reporting that 
they’ve replaced one or both sides multiple times with under 100,000miles on 
the truck. 
You can usually hear a wheel bearing going as it will make a higher pitched 
squeaking/squealing noise as you’re driving around. If you notice this type of 
noise, have it checked immediately. If you wait too long, the bearing could 
lock up, causing that wheel to freeze and the truck to dart/roll in that direction. 
This could be extremely dangerous, especially at highway speeds. SHOP 
2002-2008 DODGE RAM PARTS 


3. The owner and registrant of the Toyota  Prius is resident in North Carolina, 
and the Prius was en route from North Carolina on US Hwy 20 when the 
accident occurred, implying Federal jusisdiction.  The Case was originally 
filed in North Carolina and Appellant contacted Hawk Law Group to refile the 
Case, expecting it to be filed in Georgia.  Hawk Law Grounp assigned the 
Case to their only South Carolina attorney who filed the Case in South 
Carolina without consulting with Appellant. 


4. Resp0ndent in this argument thoroughly misrepresents the qualifications and 
intended testimony of Appellant.  As a Professional Engineer No. 009532 
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registered in North Carolina, Appellant is required to be trained and examined 
in mechanical, civil, and strength of materials engineering, ato include ferrous 
and other allows.  In addition training and education is required in kinetics, 
dynamics, and mechanical structures, all routinely used for Accide.nt  
Reconstruction.  Appellant has been required to maintain training 
qualifications annual through Continuing Education Units. Appellant will 
include a detailed statement of qualifications as stated in the Designated 
Matter.  The likely progression of the collision was that Respondent’s front 
right wheel bearing locked up, rolling  his truck to the right into Apellants rear 
panel as described in plaintiff’s exhibit P. Respondent attempted to leave, 
taking off Appellant’s side mirror.  Respondent then floored the gas pedal 
overdriving the right rear wheel until the brake exploded as a metal on metal 
explosion some distance (about 0.8 mi) down the road, detaching the wheel.  
Appellant is an expert on energetics of explosions. 
 
Appellant provided a statement from his chief cardiologist plaintiff filed 
exhibit AF (attached) that the accident was the proximate cause of my life 
changing heart injuries.  This exhibit AF was verifiable on file at Sanger Heart 
and Vascular Institute via Internet Access.  Appellant did not intend to provide 
expert opinion, only to provide explanations of technical terms in Doctor’s 
notes and refereed technical papers.  The Court declared that a cardiologist 
would be expert.  Appellant brought a large plastic heart model to trial to 
explain heart anatomical terms to the jury. 


5. See Hamrick vs State of South Carolina re a State Trooper as Expert Witness.  
The Court did not acknowledge Trooper Antley as an Expert Witness, which 
would be required.  The testimony of Trooper Antley is not even approaching 
Expert, as he frequently answered Appellant’s questions by “I don’t know”, “I 
don’t remember”, and “anything is possible”. Appellant questioned the 
Trooper closely to show his ineptitude.  Counsel in his summation to jury said 
this questioning was to get the Trooper to say something in particular. 
Appellant then objected, saying Counsel could not know what I was thinking.  
This was my Objection and further details would have been been provided had 
it not been immediately overruled. 


6. The owner and registrant of the Toyota  Prius is resident in North Carolina, 
and the Prius was en route from North Carolina on US Hwy 20 when the 
accident occurred, implying Federal jusisdiction.  The Case was originally 
filed in North Carolina and Appellant contacted Hawk Law Group to refile the 
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Case, expecting it to be filed in Georgia.  Hawk Law Grounp assigned the 
Case to their only South Carolina attorney who filed the Case in South 
Carolina without consulting with Appellant. 


7. While Rule 16 review is discretionary, Appellant was entitled to review and 
disposition of his motion for Rule 16 motion.  This motion received no 
consideration whatsoever, denying Appellant due process, which was abuse of 
process.  Respondent refused to review evidence during the time period he 
alleges was available to Appellant. 


8. Appellant’s excluded Voir Dire was not political but was intended to support 
and defend the US Constitution and protect my rights at trial therein and in the 
Declaration of Independence, the “immortal declaration”.  Appellant’s father 
swore an oath to support and defend in WWII, Appellant swore a similar 
enlistment oath in 1970, and there was no time limit. 


9. Respondent does not correctly represent what occurred with Appellant’s 
exhibit.  There was no review before the Court.  The Court requested 
Appellant and Counsel look over physical documents and provide the ones we 
agreed upon to the Court Reporter for renumbering.  Counsel informed the 
Court that there were “many” of my exhibits he disagreed with, and Appellant 
never had an opportunity to present those before the Court and in fact the 
sequence of presentation of the renumbered exhibits was destroyed.  Appellant 
informed the Court that his medical exhibits would be tabled until the Court 
performed appropriate research.  No research was forthcoming and so the 
medical exhibits could not be reviewed.  This evidentiary discussion can be 
found in pages 84 to 89 of the transcript. 


10.   Respondent faced no sudden emergency other than what was precipitated by 
his crashing into Appellant’s vehicle from the rear.  This should not have been 
charged to the jury as a sudden emergency that would have caused 
Respondent’s vehicle to crash into Appellant’s vehicle.  The Court was going 
to research this, but no research was forthcoming.  The jury charge of sudden 
mechanical failure was largely based on the technical judgement of Trouper 
Antley, which was unqualified. 


11.   The medical condition of Appellant in retrospect did work an inexporable 
hardship that could not be anticipated presenting his Case, justifying a new 
trial. 
                               » 
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 . 
 


REPLY TO RESPONDENT’S 
STATEMENT OF THE FACTS 


 
APPELLANT OBJECTS TO ANY FACTS PRESENTED IN RESPONDENTS 
BRIEF, IN AS MUCH AS THE SC STATE CONSTITION OF 1895 (CITED 
ABOVE) PROHIBITS THE DETERMINATION OF FACT BY THE COURT, 
REQUIRING ONLY THAT THE JURY DETERMINE SUCH.  THE ONLY 
FACT DETERMINED BY THE JURY WAS OF SUDDEN MECHANICAL 
FAILURE, AND THAT WAS BASED ON UNQUALIFIED STATE TROOPER 
TESTIMONY.   


   CONCLUSION 
 


Conclusion TRIAL VERDICT SHOULD BE VACATED AnND PROVISION 
FOR A NEW TRIAL MADE AS THE ONLY REMEDY POSSIBLE FOR THE 
DEFECTS IN PROCESS AND RULINGS FOR THE SUBJECT TRIAL.  THE 
CASE SHOULD BE DESIGNATED A COMPLEX CASE FOR THE NEW 
TRIAL AND A SINGLE JUDGE APPOINTED.  ON KNOWLEDGE AND 
BELIEF APPELLANT REQUESTS IMPEACHMENT OF RESPONDENT, AND 
DISQUALIFICATION OF STATE TROOPER ANTLEY.  A REQUEST TO 
HEAR ORAL ARGUMENTS IS HEARBY ENTERED ......................................... 2 


 
Respectfully submitted, 


 
October 29, 2022      William Klotz 


157 Ashepoo Dr 
Aiken, South Carolina 
29803 (704) 249-8665 
Pro Se for Appellant 
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WILLIAM KLOTZ, 
115 CHESNEY ~LEN DRIVE 
MATTHEWS NCi28105 


October 31, 2018 


10/31/18 
Dr. Dominique Fa ewee, 


! 


12:39:48p.m. 11-05-2018 


For Mr.Klotz's ca;r accident occurring on 2/22/15, t a reasonable degree of medic~! certainty, the accident 
most probably caused the progression to heart fail re \ia atrial flutter and cardiomyopathy. 


Sincerely, I : I 
Dominique Falewee, M.D., FACC 


I 


1 / 1 


Name: KLOlZ, WILL~M L 1 of1 DOB: 9/8/1947 
' 







Dr. Dominique A Falewee 


Dr. Falewee graduated from the Universite Catholique De Lille,Faculte De Medecine De Lille 


Universite Lille 2 Droit Et Sante,Universite Catholique De Lille in 1976. He works in Charlotte, 


NC and 2 other locations and specializes in Cardiovascular Disease and Internal Medicine. 


Dr. Falewee is affiliated with Carolinas Medical Center and Carolinas Medical Center Mercy. 


 
Conditions Treated 
Acute Myocardial Infarction (AMI) 
Paroxysmal Supraventricular Tachycardia (PSVT) 
Angina Pectoris 
Mitral Valvular Disease 
Cardiac Arrhythmia 
Conduction Disorders 
Atrial Fibrillation and Atrial Flutter 
 
Procedures Performed 
Cardiac Rehabilitation 
Cardiac Stress Test 
Cardiovascular Transcatheter Procedures 
Cardioversion 
 
Specialties 
Cardiovascular Disease 
Specialty Expertise 
Dr. Dominique A Falewee has the following 20 expertise 
Hypotension 
Heart Failure 
High Cholesterol 
Stress Testing 
Heart Block 
Cardiovascular Disease 
Arrhythmia 
Heart Attack 
Stroke 
Endocarditis 
Heart Diseases 
Atherosclerosis 
Unstable Angina 
Echocardiography 
Acute Coronary Syndrome (ACS) 
Blood Clot 







Hypertension 
Coronary Artery Disease (CAD) 
Chest Pain (Angina) 
High Cholesterol (Hypercholesterolemia) 
 
Internal Medicine 
An internist is a physician who focuses on the diagnosis and treatment of conditions that 
affect the adult population—both acute and chronic.These doctors are often who adults see 
as their primary physicians because they treat a broad range of illnesses that do not require 
surgical or specialist interventions. They also work to help a patient maintain optimal health 
in order to prevent the onset of disease.  In addition to treating the common cold and flu, 
internists also treat chronic diseases like diabetes and heart disease. 
 
Education And Training 
University of Nice, 1981 
Saint Joseph Mercy Hospital, Internal Medicine, 1996 
Providence Hospital and Medical Center 
 
Medical School 
 
Universite Catholique De Lille 
Graduated 1976 
 
Faculte De Medecine De Lille Universite Lille 2 Droit Et Sante 
Graduated 1981 
 
45 Years Experience 
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COMMON ISSUES WITH 2002-2008 DODGE RAM PICKUP TRUCKS


While many of the same problems persist across generations, some issues affect 2002-2008 Dodge
Rams more than others. 2002 Dodge Ram 1500 transmission problems are particularly frequent. It’s
important to note that problems with this generation of Dodge Ram are often more di�cult to get �xed
because the vehicles are at least 10 years old and reaching the end of their warranties, if not outside the
warranty period. The common problems range from quick �xes to signi�cant part replacements that
may not be worth the time and money if your Ram is toward the older end of the generation.


1. EXHAUST MANIFOLD BOLTS


A bad or failing manifold leads to decreased engine performance, and broken manifold bolts are
common in Dodge Ram 1500s of all ages. The most common symptom of broken or degraded bolts is a
ticking sound on cold starts, frequently heard from the passenger side of the truck. The source of the
sound is a cold manifold with damaged bolts, which allows gases to seep around the bolts rather than
through the exhaust system as designed.



https://www.carcomplaints.com/Dodge/Ram_1500/2009/exhaust_system/broken_exhaust_manifold_bolt.shtml
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care about the environment) to the underside of the truck. And, as soon as you see that �rst paint
bubble, �x it.


7. WHEEL BEARINGS


The 2002-2008 Dodge Ram trucks are notorious for wearing through front wheel bearings. Wheel
bearing replacement in the 2002 Dodge Ram seems to be the most prevalent starting around 75,000
miles. Some owners reporting that they’ve replaced one or both sides multiple times with under 100,000
miles on the truck.


You can usually hear a wheel bearing going as it will make a higher pitched squeaking/squealing noise
as you’re driving around. If you notice this type of noise, have it checked immediately. If you wait too
long, the bear could lock up, causing that wheel to freeze and the truck to dart/roll in that direction. This
could be extremely dangerous, especially at highway speeds. 


SHOP 2002-2008 DODGE RAM PARTS »


COMMON ISSUES WITH 1994-2002 DODGE RAM PICKUP TRUCKS


The older the truck, the more likely it is to experience many of the problems we’ve already covered. The
1st gen Dodge Rams from model years 1994-2002 won’t surprise anyone when they experience engine
or transmission issues, cracked dashes, or body structure issues. For example, many owners report the
1999 Dodge Ram 1500 stalls while driving.


Additionally, 2001 Dodge Ram 1500 transmission problems aren’t all that different from those you’d �nd
in later model years, for example. Here are three of the issues that are common to �nd in 1994-2002
Rams.


1. MOTOR SLUDGE


Rams from this generation, especially the 2002, have a particularly nasty problem with sludge buildup in
the engine. This notorious issue can blow the engine or lead to other problems like drops in oil pressure
or overheating due to the radiator bursting from backpressure.


Unfortunately, since this issue takes a while to build up, the end result of engine failure usually appears
after the warranty is up. This happens even to owners who religiously change their oil, and there’s not
much you can do about it except replace the motor for a few thousand dollars. Depending on the
condition of the rest of the truck this may not be a worthwhile investment.



https://raybuck.com/panels/dodge/2002-2008-dodge-pickup-truck/

https://www.carcomplaints.com/Dodge/Ram_1500/2002/engine/engine_failure_due_to_oil_sludge.shtml





For Personal Use Only 


Vehicle Information: 
2008 DODGE RAM 1500 ST 
VIN: 1D7HA16KX8J195065
PICKUP 
3.7L V6 F OHV 
GASOLINE 
REAR WHEEL DRIVE 
Standard Equipment | Safety Options


This CARFAX Vehicle History Report is based only on information supplied to CARFAX and available as of 11/16/18 at 5:00:20 PM 
(CST). Other information about this vehicle, including problems, may not have been reported to CARFAX. Use this report as one 
important tool, along with a vehicle inspection and test drive, to make a better decision about your next used car. 


Ownership History
The number of owners is estimated


 Owners 1-4  Owner 5  Owner 6 


Year purchased 2008 2012 2013 


Type of owner See Details Personal Personal 


Estimated length of ownership 3 yrs. 10 mo. 1 yr. 5 mo. 1 yr. 4 mo. 


Owned in the following states/provinces See Details Georgia Georgia 


Estimated miles driven per year --- --- --- 


Last reported odometer reading 31,366 47,513 118,896 


Title History
CARFAX guarantees the information in this section


 Owners 1-4  Owner 5  Owner 6 


Salvage | Junk | Rebuilt | Fire | Flood | Hail | Lemon No Problem No Problem 
Alert!


Problem Found 


Not Actual Mileage | Exceeds Mechanical Limits No Problem No Problem No Problem 


Alert! Severe problems were reported by a state Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV). This vehicle does not qualify for the 
CARFAX Buyback Guarantee.


Additional History
Not all accidents / issues are reported to CARFAX


 Owners 1-4  Owner 5  Owner 6 


Total Loss


Total loss reported on 02/22/2015.


No Issues 
Reported


No Issues 
Reported


Total Loss 
Reported


Structural Damage


No structural damage reported to CARFAX.


No Issues 
Reported


No Issues 
Reported


No Issues 
Reported


118,896


Branded Title: Salvage


6  Previous owners


At least 1 open recall


7  Service history records


Types of owners: Commercial, 
Personal, Lease


Last reported odometer 
reading







3/21/2021 Common Issues with Dodge Ram 1500 Pickup Trucks


https://raybuck.com/dodge-ram-truck-common-issues/ 13/21


shop. They started out making stove parts and branched out to auto components, selling them to the
Ford Motor Company among others.


It didn’t take long for the Dodge brothers to try their hand at making automobiles themselves, with the
�rst Dodge vehicle appearing in 1914. Both brothers died in 1920, but by then, Dodge was already one of
the biggest players in the industry. Chrysler purchased Dodge in 1928. Dodge Ram history and the
evolution of pickups from the company are fascinating topics, so we’ll break them down by era.


1928 TO 1947 DODGE TRUCKS


Dodge has always offered light-duty truck models, but in the beginning, you’d be hard-pressed to tell the
difference between passenger cars and trucks. Over a couple of decades, trucks began getting their own
designs for chassis and body, as differentiation was needed in the growing market.


Light and medium-duty trucks were the �rst Dodges offered, with heavy-duty models appearing
throughout the 1930s and 1940s. The Warren Truck Assembly plant opened in Michigan in 1938, and
Dodge still makes trucks there today.


B SERIES (1948 TO 1953) DODGE TRUCKS


The B series was designed to replace the prewar Dodge truck in a manner that appealed to civilians. It
came in several variations.


B1-B: A 1/2 ton truck with 95 hp straight six �athead engine.
B1-C: A 3/4 ton truck with 108 hp straight six �athead engine.
B1-T: Variation with a semi-truck cab.
B1-V: Van variation.


C SERIES (1954 TO 1960) DODGE TRUCKS


The C series was a complete redesign of the Dodge truck, with high-visibility wraparound windshields.
The C series introduced a two-speed automatic transmission called the “PowerFlite.” After WWII saw the
military successfully use four-wheel drive, Dodge produced a citizen version called the “Power Wagon.”


D SERIES (1961 TO 1980) DODGE TRUCKS


Dodge has always been ahead of the game in terms of putting amenities in its trucks. They came out
with the “Adventurer” package in the 1960s, which offered luxuries like padded front seats, carpeting,



https://www.britannica.com/biography/Horace-E-Dodge-and-John-F-Dodge#ref1874

https://www.vistaview360.com/autos/dodge_trucks.htm
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