
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 

Appeal from Richland County 
Honorable Clifton Newman, Circuit Court Judge 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 

APPELLANT, 

V. 

DELRICO EDMONDS, 

RESPONDENT 

APPELLATE CASE NO. 2022-001716 

RESPONDENT'S MOTION FOR LIMITED REMAND TO THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 
SETTING BOND 

Respondent, through his undersigned counsel, respectfully moves to remand the limited 

question ofrespondent's bond to the circuit court based upon the following: 

I. Respondent Delrico Edmonds was indicted by a Richland County grand jury for murder.

2. On August 12, 2021, the Honorable Jocelyn Newman set respondent's bond at fifty

thousand ($50,000.00) dollars. Exhibit A (Order Setting Bond). Respondent posted bond 

through a surety company and was released pending trial. Exhibit B (Bond Paperwork). 

3. Respondent's trial began before the Honorable Clifton Newman on March 14, 2022.

Judge Clifton Newman allowed respondent to remain out on bond during his trial even though 

the solicitor asked for bond to be revoked. Exhibit C (Tr. 114, I. 22 - 116, I. 13). 
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4. On March 15, 2022, the jury convicted respondent of murder and a weapons charge. Tr.

316, 1. 14- 23. Judge Clifton Newman sentenced respondent to the statutory minimum of thirty 

years' imprisonment on the murder charge and a concurrent term of five years' imprisonment on 

the weapons charge. Tr. 342, 1. 5 - 17. The trial court charged self-defense to the jury. Tr. 296, 

I. 25 - 300, I. 25.

5. Respondent filed a motion for new trial and Judge Clifton Newman held a hearing on

July 18, 2022. On November 22, 2022, Judge Clifton Newman granted respondent a new trial 

after concluding the solicitor made improper comments to the jury during closing argument. 

Exhibit D (Order Granting New Trial). The State filed a Notice of Appeal regarding this Order 

on December 2, 2022, and that appeal is currently pending before this Court. 

6. On January 7, 2023, a hearing was held before the Honorable Robert Hood regarding

respondent's motion to reinstate bond. Exhibit E (Order Regarding Bond). Judge Hood 

determined that the trial judge, Judge Clifton Newman, should decide the issue of respondent's 

bond. Id. 

7. On April 17, 2023, Judge Clifton Newman heard respondent's motion to reinstate bond.

Id. At the hearing, "The Court advised the parties that an Order would be issued requiring the 

State to retry the case within sixty days of the date of the Order and should the State fail to call 

the case to trial, the $50,000 surety bond would be reinstated unless the State receives an Order 

from the Chief Administrative Judge showing good cause for the failure to call the case to trial." 

Id. At this hearing, the State informed the court that an appeal had been filed. Id. 

8. On May 26, 2023, Judge Clifton Newman issued a written Order stating what is quoted in

Paragraph 7 of this motion, but concluding that the circuit court lacked jurisdiction to decide the 

bond issue because of the appeal. Id. 



9. Judge Newman's Order states that the circuit court lacks jurisdiction to set bond. The

trial court cited Rule 246(a), SCACR, as authority that it lacked jurisdiction to set bond. Id. 

Rule 246(a) states that a criminal defendant's appeal operates as a stay of the execution of the 

sentence unless the defendant has been sentenced to a term of confinement. Rule 246(a), 

SCACR. It then states that a defendant can post bail pursuant to S.C. Code sections 18-1-80 and 

18-1-90. Id. Ifa defendant's sentence exceeds ten years, the appellate court decides the issue of

bail. Id. This part of the rule contemplates that when a defendant's sentence is less than ten 

years, the circuit court retains jurisdiction to decide the issue of bond. The rule also says, 

"Where the State has taken an appeal, the appeal shall automatically operate as a stay of further 

proceedings in the lower court." Id. However, Rule 246 does not specifically say which court 

decides the issue of bail when the State appeals. Id. 

I 0. The two code sections referenced in Rule 246 do not specifically say whether the 

appellate court or the circuit court decides the issue of bail when the State appeals. Section 18-1-

80 states, "Pending such appeal the defendant shall remain in confinement until he give bail in 

such sum and with such sureties as to the court shall seem proper." S.C. Code Ann.§ 18-1-80. 

11. Section 18-1-90 states, "Bail may be allowed to the defendant in all cases in which the

appeal is from the trial, conviction, or sentence for a criminal offense. However, bail is not 

allowed when the defendant has been sentenced to death, life imprisonment, or imprisonment for 

more than ten years." Because this is an appeal by the State of a grant of a new trial, and not a 

defendant's appeal of"the trial, conviction, or sentence for a criminal offense," section 18-1-90 

does not apply. 



12. Rule 243(k), SCACR, dealing with PCR cases, maintains the split jurisdiction between

the appellate courts and the circuit courts depending on the length of the defendant's sentence. 

Rule 243(k), SCA CR. If the sentence is less than ten years, the circuit court decides the issue of 

bail. Id. If the sentence is more than ten years, the Supreme Court decides the issue of bail. Id. 

Rule 243 applies to PCR cases and does not apply to respondent's case, but the Rule's 

contemplation that circuit courts maintain the power to set bond in cases where the sentence is 

less than ten years is instructive. 

13. While respondent was sentenced to more than ten years' imprisonment, that sentence was

undone by Judge Clifton Newman's Order granting him a new trial: Judge Newman's Order

states "that the convictions in the above captioned cases are vacated .... " Exhibit D. The lower 

court's Order that is now on appeal by the State places respondent back in the position of a pre­

trial detainee, who would have the question of bond decided by the circuit court. The circuit 

court issued an Order to this effect, requiring the Department of Corrections to remand 

respondent to pre-trial detention on January 3, 2023. Exhibit F (Order Remanding Defendant to 

Pretrial Detention). Ordering respondent returned to the jail from prison, the trial judge wrote, 

"On November 22 of this year, this Court vacated Mr. Edmonds' convictions and granted him a 

new trial on the above captioned cases, returning the cases to the status quo ante." Id. 

Repondent is currently confined at the Richland County Jail and not in the Department of 

Corrections. 

14. Respondent is similarly situated to criminal defendants who have won suppression

motions and must contend with a State's appeal. 

15. In a juvenile criminal matter in which the defendant was sentenced to incarceration until

his 21 st birthday, this Court granted the defendant's Petition for Appeal Bond. In re Michael H., 



360 S.C. 540, 552-53, 602 S.E.2d 729, 735-36 (2004). This Court set the amount of the 

defendant's bond and remanded the matter to the family court to set the conditions of the bond. 

Id. Michael H. appears to authorize limited remands from this Court to the lower court to 

determine bail. 

16. In Holmes v. State, 344 S.C. 41, 543 S.E.2d 537 (2001), the PCR court granted relief and

the State appealed. The defendant had multiple sentences of less than ten years. Id. The lower 

court ran the sentences consecutively, resulting in an aggregrate sentence far greater than ten 

years. Id. The Holmes Court decided that consecutive sentences should not be aggregated when 

determining which court has jurisdiction to grant an appeal bond. Id. The Court wrote, "When 

an individual has received multiple consecutive sentences, all of which are less than ten years, 

we believe it is more appropriate for the circuit court to condµct a hearing to determine whether 

an appeal bond should be granted and, if so, in what amount and under what conditions." Id. 

The defendant's aggregate sentence imposed at a probation revocation was fifty years (ten five­

year sentences to be served consecutively). Id. The defendant in Holmes was facing a sentence 

twenty years longer than respondent's and his case was remanded to the circuit court. Holmes 

can be read to support the position that when it is questionable which court should decide bond, 

it is better practice to remand to the circuit court which deals with bond questions every day. 

17. If the State opposes the respondent's motion to remand, it will likely argue that

respondent was convicted by a jury and sentenced to thirty years' imprisonment. However, the 

State's best point relies on a sentence that has been vacated. If respondent had an active 

sentence, the State would have no need to appeal. 

18. Judge Newman, having presided over the trial and having observed respondent, is in a

better position than this Court to decide the issue ofrespondent's bail. 



19. Counsel for respondent confe1Ted with the State regarding this motion, but the State was

unable to take a position at that time on which Court should decide the issue of respondent's bail. 

WHEREFORE, Respondent respectfully requests that this Court remand the issue of 

respondent's bail to the circuit court. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Appellate Defen r 

ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 

July 27, 2023 





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 
COUNTYOFRICHLAND ) 

The State of South Carolina, ) 
) 
) 

vs. ) 

) 
) 

Delrico Edmonds, ) 
Defendant. l 

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS 
WarrantNumbers: 2020A4021601703-704 

ORDER SETTING BOND 

A motion to set bond on the above captioned case was heard by this court on August 11 of 

this year. Present for the Defense was Tivis Sutherland, forthe State Dale Scott. 

Upon consideration of the infonnation and arguments presented by both parties, IT IS 

ORDERED that bond be set at $50,000,00 {fifty thousand dollars) surety with home detention and 

electronic monitoring; exceptions are medical (for self and family), attorney visits and religious 

events. 

IT rs SO ORDERED. 

Columbia, South Carolina 
This l21h day of August, 2021 
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, CRIMINAL CHA�GING DOCl,!MllNT NQ , 
,• 

BAIL PROCEEl>ING 
FORMII 

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY.Of' f,c.hw_· 

JNTIJECOURTOF �� 'c':@'S.c&S,

: STATEOFSOlml,CAROLINA 
0

ORDER SPECJPYING METHODS ANDCQNDmONS OF!UlLEASE 
v. •

�f.'�<..O <-c}N:-<P�
� OPl)EPl!NDANT,. 

offe.;..Oiargod: - ri:\ ovd9Y',- · _ -�..,r-G-�'\)-\ <l�'o c:;, V�<> te4:c ci� �
At a '1aJI pro<:ocdinz wndll<:led by the undemgnedjlidge, for the dcf<11\fant IWlled above, it was deteµnin,id,by llte =(check•�• or both): 

la The rel-of the defen�nt on ,;,.ognizance will� reasonably._assitte his appearance as required. 
0 The.releaae of the defendant on r<cognizance will 0resu!t in an unreasonable� to tlte community. .. 

. : . . . . 

Thitdetennination was hosed upon the following findingf offact, --�-------------------'--
. ' . . , . ' ' 

[<;onslilmtiona: Nature and circumltu""' 6ftheolfwo clwgcd,lhedooodact's fimily•de,, amploymeiit, r.....,1a1 roso-. <;lwact« llllima,111 OOlldilion, the
lanatf! of his r,sfd<mcc ii) the co_,.;IY, hi,,r.coi<J of ...,vi_ctio111, and any n:cord of fli&ht 1o avoid proiecutloo or fililwe to appear at other ccµrt proceodiap.J 
THEREFORE; IT IS �REBY ORDERED: 
l. � thoab�ve nam..; dc!ei,dant be releued from �Y <m th� ccncildqn thoihe ,.ui per.,onally·appearbefore the �gnated � at the 
place, date and time required to aoswer the charse made·against him 311d .dq what shall be ordered by tho cqurt and not d� the State withounhe
pennlsslilnofthecourtandbe'ofgoodbehavior, · · .. · 

2. That the above named defendant t.,e released from-custody provi,;ed as followa (check ell that apply): ·
CASH IN IJEU OF BONi> 
O n;. defendant, acknowledgea himself.to be indebted to the State of.South Catolina in, the sum of __ to secur,, hi; rclm; ft'om cusiixiy. 
Should !he defendant fail to comply with all terms end conditions of this Order, this sum of money i• subject to being forlmted to the State. 

CASHPERCENTAGEIN�UOFBO� . . .. ·• . . 
D The defendali� acknowledging hims�to be indebted to the State.of South Carolina in the full am.oun; of___. his ref .... io be obtained by
payment to the ocurt of __ ._% (not to exoeed I 0%) of the lull atnount of Ilic bond, deposits to secure hisretease lrom custody. -Should
the defendant fail to perfonn the conditions of this Order; th� full amount sh,ill be levied on his real and ()llrl'!�al proporty for the uae of thcState; 

APPEARANCE RECOGNIZANCE WITH SUJi.ETY 
' ' ' 

EJ Tho defendant will .provide good llt)d sufficlent suroty' approved•by the<:ourt, in thefonn hen:inaller ac:tforth in thii Onler, acknowledging-in
indebtedneutotheStatcintheatnowttof�, e>OO-,oo - ' · · · 

'3. ''l'lat the dofendant shill appear ,at (!'heck one): 
• 

. ,
IK! thotennof · • !;Q,URTOFQ�. · heginningon A.�+ 1.d,-.I�\

at · g: o'cleck,J9M.,a J70tJr;;o.J:iti,..it �►rt�& cols,, 1 &,l" »ii: :'."' .
. and remain there throug6out that term of court ffno dispo,ition is made during that term, the defenda'ntsball appear ancl remain throughout 
each succeeding term of court until 6nal dispositiords made of his case, unle,s o$crwisc ordered by tlie c;outt. 

D thesessionof Mj,gisrrat<JMUlifoipalCourtof • . begiMifti'on ----------�
at . · o•ctock,_ .M.,at · . . ·_ . · ' · · · 

lfno final dilpb<irion is made during that _session, the"defendantshall appear at such otli� times and ptacetas oolered by the court 

tN111ALS OF Dl!FENilANt 
4. ' 'l'lat the defendant will notify th<, CO\llt promptly If he changes his adclress from the one oootained in this order and lie will comply with !hoe
coriditions described heminafter iii tho Order. . · . · • . · · ., 

. . . ' 

. 

SIGNATUltBO�JUOOE DATE 

omGJNAL,\NJ) omtco;y·o,T111sroR111 ARmros� coMPLETED IN EVEllY BAIL paomoJNcJNwmcurrm usm
SCCA/SliA(Revl,ed.3/2012). - · OrlahulCopyFor'fhe,Tril!.C.ut-CopyForni•Ddffldant . · . -_ 
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·STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
I A 

COUNTY OP R ( c.h � 
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

v. 

�l".�<-D S,.c)�"'� 
NAMRoF-OEFBND.ANT 

BAIL PROCEEDING 
FORMII 

INTHECOIJRTOF �� �J,,...._,._ 

ORDER SPECIFYING M6111ODS AND CONDffiONS OF RELEASE 

Off'enectwged, . M t1vd9¥\ �4-::, ... J-.-..t.�� ci.�'a g.., \Nc.,.lAA4-ct;;n-.•:Q. 
Ju a ball proceeding conductod by tho undersignedjodp; for tho defendant named above, it wa,.determlned by the court (check one or both): 

0 The rd ease of the defendant on recognizance wJII not reasonably assure hia appe,rmce as required. 
D The rd:¢ase of the deti:ndant on n:cognizanoo will t1:1sult in an unreasonable danger to the wmmunity, 

Thi• deterntirultion was based upon the following findings offltct: --------------�---�----

(ConsidcraUons: Nmrc snd .- of l!>o om,,,,. cb1U&ed, thodeltltdan1'1 Cao,ily lie,, �)'l1ICIU. llmmoill .....,.. .. oharaCloraod-181 cooditioo. Ille 
Jmgth of Ids � in the commwrity� hit� or c:onvictions1 and any cocord of flight to avof d proiCCUlion or fiitun, l:0-IA>CII' at other COWi pn,eeodhlp.J 

Tllll:REFO.RE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

t. Th,t the lll>ownamed defendant be released from Cilllody on the condition thll ho will pem,nally appear bel'ore the dos!Jl]Ulted 001llt ,tthc
place, date and time required to am:wer tho ol!Jlie made opinsthim and do what shall bcordenod by the court and not depart the s-without the
pcnninion of tho court and be of &0od behavior.
2. That tho il>ove named dol'cndant be n,leesed from oustody provided as follow, (check all that apply):

CASHIN LIEU OF BOND 
D Tho defendan� l!d:nowledges himself co bo indebted to the State of South Carolina in tho sum or __ to secure his ..i .... from cus!O<ly. 
Should the detindant flu! to comply wllh all tcm,1 and oonditions of this Ctdcr, this sum of moooy is ..tiioct to being forfeited to the Sraie. 

CASH l'ERCENTAGE IN LIEU OF BOND 

0 The tlefcndan� acknowledging himself to be iodebtcd lo the Stele of South C.rolina in the full amount of___, his re!ea,o to be obtained by
peyment to the court of __ % (not IC exoeed 10%) of the Ml 11111ount of the bond, deposits __ to,...,. his IOI cue from c""""1y. Should 
the defendant fatl to peribrm the conditions of this 0roer; the full amount lhall be levied on hi""al and personal J)l<lPCrtY for tho use of the Stale.

APPEARANCE RECOGNIZANCE WITH SURETY 
i] The defendant will provide good and sufficient surety approved by 1h9 coo rt, In the.form bosoinafter set fot1h In th!! Onlcr, acknowleqing an
indcblcdnesstotltoStatointhcamoun1of� oo::::> oo( 

• 

3. That the defendant shall llJlllOOf al (cheek one):

: l!l th•-of . ' CO!IBTQPO!il,!��SESSIONS. . boginningon 'A.��� ,�s.
at q n'olock,J:!M., at 17.0{ lt.fCl+b�:e- ¼)o,r\;� c:o(p, I '5r

' and remain then throughout that ttnn o �ourt. Jf no disposition is made during that , thcdefcudlnt shall appear and remain throughout 
CICh suoccedini term of coort until final disposition is made of his cue, unless otherwise ORICICd by the court. 

□ tho IOSsion of Ma11-te1Municipol Court of .. beginnin, on 
at .o'clock., _,.M,, at ·� · . - . 

· . ...
If no final dispoo�on is ma,lo during th,t scs,ion, the <lcfendlnt shall appoar ot such other timouod pJuaa:u ordm:d by the court. 

.. JNtTIAL3OP DEFENDANT 

4. That tho dot.adaot will notify tho court promptly ifhe chang., his ndd,... from tho one oontained ln this orw and be will oomply with thole
condi6on, dOICrihed hereinafter in th• Order.

• SIGNATUREOFJtiooE Do\11! 

ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY Ol'TIIIS FORM ARI: TO B& COMPLETED IN l!\IERY BAIL PROCEEDING INWIUCH IT IS USED 
SCCA/511A(R.msed.312112) OrlciulCupyForTbenialCovt-CopyForTIIIDl(ndaat 

.. 



.. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT BY DEFENDANT 

l undemtnd that ifl violate any condition of th is Order. a wammt for my �twill be issued.
I undemand and have been informed that I bavcarieJttand abliption to bepre&cnt attrial and should I rail toalt<:rul the c:oun, the lrial

will proceed in my absence. 
Jthas been explained to me lhat if I &ii io appear before the court as required, a warrant for my arrest will be isa:tted. 

, ADO!UJSS 
... CITT�c�g�,.\���'51--"C---2B�ap..., ... �,_,_ ;tq�'\U.;;':fl'-?: 

w��2 

SIONA1 OFD· DA . 
1 

DA� 

muvnR·s LIC£HSE OR. JD NUMtn!R 

SPECIAL CONDmONS OF RELEASE 

a. O Placementlncustody. Thedefendantispfacedinlhcc..iodyof.
·, N.u,E OF� OR OR.Q.ANIZ.ATION 

ADORE� crrYJSTATS ZIP . TELEPHONR 
who agrees (I) to supcr,i,c the defendant as set furth by the coun, (2) to..,. eveiy effort to assure the appearance of the defelldant at all scheduled 
hcaring.s before Ibo court, and (3) to notify the court immediately in the event the defendant violates any conditions of his rel cue ordisappeu,. 

. SfGNA'llJREOF CU5ro01AN UP APPROVED) D.Att

b, O l\estriotiona on Travel, Association or Resideoce. The defendant wlll comply with each of the fbllowing ccndidons: ______ _ 

c. D PuHime Rel""'e. The defemlant will be released from a>stody from -=-- o'clock, 
,.,_. "' �=,.... o'clock,

on 

TIME .......,.� TIME 
-------,==,------- on condition tbat he return to the custodr of 

DATE(S) : NAMEOFPBltSONOXOllGANr2ATION" 

AM/PM 

Bl ---'--�---�. -'-;"""""""'N,-·"'· ----'---,,.-'----- as designated. 

d. OlJ Other Conditions. Tho di:fl=ndant will comply with lhc following otbercoeditions of release: HI;#,,, e j �O II' b�
(l,v�a ::V:,,A1-;; 1 �� W 1v1e,Xcc:R <;se\tt to ... t,) tcr,O fMc\�VSP:6
¢N-Rdef.; .. . ..... ,.. . . . . .. 

APPEARANCE RECOGNIZANCE WITH SURETY 
On the .I L d>y of . . . 2.C>2.( . . • peraoaally appeared befote tho underslpd judge the 

,urety named below who eclcnowledged.himsolf ind ed to lhe Stile of South c.,.liaa, in the sum of .;:01i:¥J>O . , ,uch sum"' be 
levied on his t<al U1d persooal property fur lhc use of the Slate, sf1ould nomed defendant fail in pcribnnillg tho cooditiona of thil Order. 

The surety,. being duly swam, says that he is a.resident and free liolder within the Stale and iJ worth 1he 1um adulowledged aad 
underwritten ht.rein. over all his_ debts and li1biH1ios, and exclusive of piaperty eumpt from execution. 

NI\MEOFS1.JREITY'BONDSMA'NCOMPANY T&BPHoNB 

AiioRJ!SSOFSURs .. ill Cilll.Mi'Z s11i Bontfl 
5110 Bluff Rd 

ciTVJSTA'IE'ZIP Columbia SC 29209 

80'll·695-0241 

... crfitsTATErm' 

Form ApproVcd by SC Attomcy General
Soclkml7-ls-40 
March 21, 2012 

StGNAruJ.EOF JUDCiE 

o, 

SCCAIS IIA (l\ms<d 3120l2J 
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ST:AJE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

ST:i\.TEOF SO'U,TH CAR-OLINA, 
COUNTY OF RICHLAND 

Plaintiff, 

y. 

.Case No: 202!.GS40017?3,54 

PELRICO EDI-40NDS
1 DEC 02 2022

�---�-De_ife_nd_an_t _ __, C Court of Appeals
c:, 

r.,:, 

On.March 15'� of this year
1 

DehicoD. Edmonds was conyicteg ofMur<iet apd 
Po_ssession of.a Weapon During a Violent Cril_lle (PWV'C) iifter, ii. two-day jury trial. Mr, 
Edmonds was sci;it�nced by this courtto 30 years on the Murder, and 5 yel;lrs gn the. 
PWVc. the sentences were to run c;oncu�rnnt. With one another. 

A motion.foi"'a.new trial was filed by the i:>efeildantoil March 25tH·, within the 
ten day period prescribed b:y S.C.R.Crim.P. 29, Argumel!ts w�re,entel'tained by the 
l:;oiirt on July 1S•h. 

"the Defepse ,proposed that a new frjaj. )le granted,in addition to other !>as!!S,

after the·State imp,operly character�ed .the Defendant's.me11ta1 condition i_n clpsi.ng 
�gumeiit. 

'I. Clqsing Comments·to.the Jury about Mr, Edmonds. M,mtal 

Condition 

a. Competence to �tand, Trial

Mr, Edmonds competency was addressed in pre-trlat Edmonds underwent a 
competency evaluation by the Department of Mental Health wherein l).e was dia&nos!ld 
with schizophren'.ia, with a verified history ofpsycltosi�; and.cannabis abuse disorder. 
E.d!iionds' testimony on direct and cross examination regarding these conditions·was
that he was '!slqwi'

I 











STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

STATE

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL 
SESSIONS FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUIT

Case No: 2021 GS400 I 753-5,4
(,

, � 
�; .. · � = 

�-

v. 
C': ::ii:

ORDER REGARDING B6ND 3"' ·,-""'
N 

/'j:,:-.-,.
DELRICO EDMONDS,

Defendant. 

0-, 
" � --�,. 

·5.:.! :-)·Oc::;;;::-'I
-< 

This matter came before the Court on A ,l)ril I 7, 2023, onM otion of the Defense to Reinstate
I
, 

Bond. Present at the hearing was Assistant Solicitor Dale. Scott, Attorney Tivis Sutherland, and.
l

the defendant, Delrico Edmonds. I
Mr, Edmonds was charged and subseq*ently convicted of murder. He was sentenced by

this Court to thirty years. Defense filed a timely motion for a new trial. Upon review of the court
) 

file, Defense motion, and the submitted transcript, the Court vacated the conviction at)d granted a' 
I . . new trial on November 22, 2022. An initial hear�Qg to reinstate bond was hear_d by Judge Hood on

January 7, 2023, however,Judge Hood determi�ed that the trial judge should rule upon the motion
. 

I 

to reinstate bond. This motion was scheduled bifore the Court on April 6, 202. 3. The matter was
I 

continued to a later date due to the failure of thd _State to comply with the Victim's Bill of Rightsl 
by not notifying the victim's family ofthe heariJg. On April 17, 2023, the Court heard. arguments

I of both Defense and State, during which the Stat� surprisingly disclosed that an appeal in this case
had. been filed and therefore this Court lacked jurisdiction to set bond.

The Court advised the parties thatan Ord�r would be issued requiring the State to retry the.
I 

case withiti sixty days of the da,tl;l of the. Order an� should the State fail to call the case to trial, the



$50,000 .surety bond would be. reinstated uliless the State receives an Otder from the Chid
Administrative Judge showing good cause•fJ;the failure to call. the case to trial.

Following to the hearing, upon review pf the filings, the appellate record, and the appellate
I rules, due to. the pending appeal, I find this mhtter is stayed pursuant to Rule 246(a) of the South
\ 

' . 

' 

Carolina Appellate Court Rules.
Therefore, this Court lacksjurisdiction,to decide the issue of bond.

+--, May -2,£_, 2023Columbia, SC

anPresiding Judge 
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From: Pollard, Shelby
To: SC - BROWN MELODY; "amabry@scag.gov"
Cc: Alexander, David
Subject: 2022-001716 The State v. Delrico Edmonds - Respondent"s Motion for Limited Remand to the Circuit Court for

Setting Bond
Date: Thursday, July 27, 2023 4:01:00 PM
Attachments: 2022-001716 The State v. Delrico Edmonds - Respondent"s Motion for Limited Remand to the Circuit Court for

Setting Bond.pdf

Good Afternoon,
 
Please find attached for service in the above-referenced case the Respondent’s Motion for Limited
Remand to the Circuit Court for Setting Bond. This will be filed today, July 27, 2023, with the Court of
Appeal via email filing.
 
Respectfully,
Shelby
 
Shelby Pollard
Administrative Assistant
South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense
Appellate Division
1330 Lady Street, Suite 401
PO Box 11589
Columbia, SC 29201-1589
(803) 734-1330 – Telephone
(803) 734-1397 - Fax
 




