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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF MCCORMICK ) ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
)
Bryantavious K. Murray, ) C/A NO. 2018-CP-35-00074
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vSs. ) ORDER
)
Lt. Geoffrey Rice, Lt. Ronald Cook, Lt. )
James Thompkins, Sgt. Jeremy McCary, ) RECE 12 a m
Major Frank Mursier, Joseph Stevens, ) : il W
Leroy Cartledge, Vera Courson, and )
South Carolina Department of ) Aug 22 2023
Corrections, )
) SC Court of Appeals
Defendants. )

This matter is before me on Defendant South Carolina Department of Corrections’
(hereinafter SCDC) Motion to Dismiss. A hearing was held on this matter on July 17, 2023 at
which time Steven M. Pruitt appeared on behalf of Defendant and Plaintiff appeared pro se. For
the reasons discussed below, the Court grants Defendant’s Motion and dismisses Plaintiff’s action.

Plaintiff filed this action alleging employees or agents of Defendant used excessive force
against him on April 8, 2016. Plaintiff filed this action on August 28, 2018, but Defendants were
not served. On February 1, 2019, the Court mailed Plaintiff a Dormant File Notice in which
Plaintiff was instructed to file “an appropriate motion or Affidavit of Service” within 10 days or
his action would be dismissed. There is no indication in the Court record that Plaintiff filed a
motion or affidavit of service. On February 25, 2019, the Court issued an Order dismissing
Plaintiff’s action for failing to serve Defendants. Plaintiff then filed a letter and additional
materials, including the Complaint, in April 2023. One copy of the Complaint was delivered to the

SCDC General Counsel on May 25, 2023 by the Richland County Sheriff’s Department.
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Defendant moved to dismiss first on the basis that Plaintiff’s action was previously
dismissed. The Court agrees. As stated above, an Order was issued on February 25, 2019
dismissing Plaintiff’s action. As Plaintiff’s action has been dismissed by prior Order of the Court.
Plaintiff cannot continue to pursue this action and Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss is granted.

Defendant also moved to dismiss Plaintiff’s action because it is barred by the two-year
statute of limitations found in the South Carolina Tort Claims Act. South Carolina Code Ann. §15-
78-110 (Supp. 2021). Section 15-78-110 of the South Carolina Code states “[e]xcept as provided
for in Section 15-3-40, any action brought pursuant to this chapter is forever barred unless an
action is commenced within two years after the date the loss was or should have been discovered
... South Carolina Code Ann. §15-78-110 (Supp. 2021). Plaintiff in his Complaint claims that
the incident which is the subject of his claim occurred on April 8, 2016. According to Court
records, Plaintiff initially filed this action on August 28, 2018, more than four months beyond the
two-year statute of limitations. Therefore, Plaintiff’s action is barred by the two-year statute of
limitations found in the South Carolina Tort Claims Act and is dismissed.

Only Defendant SCDC has appeared in this action and this Motion was filed only on behalf
of Defendant SCDC. The Court would note that there is no evidence in the record that the
remaining Defendants have been served. The Court finds that the grounds for dismissal discussed
above would apply to all Defendants and based on the above, Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss is
granted and Plaintiff’s action is dismissed as to all Defendants.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

The Honorable R. Lawton McIntosh

, 2023
McCormick, South Carolina
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SCRC-FIRANC |
INSTRUCTIONS TO INMATE: Coppieze 19p portior g \ipE 8RR Pk Shm. e "
T S ] [ ? : by

I ACCalnting, vou puust mail ¢his form with any payment to the Court, - -

. : i
By-signing my name below, I'am asking the Pinancia'!-'Acc-ounting-Ofﬁce of the South Caraling - o
Department of Corrections to complete this report.. In accordance with SC Code of Laws §24- . .
27-100 and 150, T authorize payment of the full filing fee, IfI have insufficient funds in my

account at this time fo pay the court’s full filing fee, I authorize SCDC 1o deduct the initia] ang
subsequent payments unil payment is completed. *

INMATE NAME (print): /é[lim.%w{ s . oyl %Wfi VO .
PP /
scoce UANE - . wfmm:smmww_%gm* b 4] ZW?’J

I plan to file this action in the SC County of _m&, rx{/},‘*ﬂ{ ddu/}; A/}L%Ng/ 2

ll The seetivn bl ts For SCOC - Financial z{cg:a:m?)‘-ug Branch's wse ONLY

(1) Total deposits to inmate’s account for : .
preceding six rnonths’ period*... ...t § ,@/

(2)  Twenty percent (20%) of line 1 ........". R ST 2’

(3)  Account balance - current date RARUATT TN I

{ () PAYMENT AMOUNT **  ~ _ ‘
(lesser of line 2 or fine 3) _ @/

Enclosed check # 3 -

**NOTE to COURT: If payment i for partial fee, Colrt must notify SCDC once il
accepted and filed. Send notice with case # and belance owed to address below, SCDC wil
NOT process any additional payments unti] notifleation is received Fom Court,

i 3 N - . ., . f !

% South Caroling Department of Corrections - ' EC EIVE
. o . Financial Accountirrg - Room 234 R a
PO Box 21787 . '
Columbia, C 29221-1187 FEB 21 08

r Kerl

*Admission date is neted here If inmate incarcerated lessthansivmonths
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

. )
COUNTY OF /7 CCOrp) (,’/( ). TN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
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Plaintiff RETURN OF THE CIVIL APPEAL

Vs.
LD, el al, fll Lppursh
7 4

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Defendant(s)

This matter is on appeal from the Magistrate Court of ﬁ&m&g County South Carolina,

the Honorable ”7/ /}’ﬁ),)‘ﬁ Presiding Judge.

The Plaintiff filed a (an) { :lﬂa{%ﬂ,nﬁ @ef g}{{ﬂﬁ on Q &8 &0/ Y ;

against the Defendant(s) alleging the following: (/ A 0/ /yfg_,j s A/ft” 4/ é‘; ]

ﬁ%’ (94 Mfdﬂr//wt‘/ Skcind. ﬂ?/?ﬁﬂﬂ«/f{ (e

served the Defendant on _ 5 : Q S- :Q(QS

by @IU{]} Gnd / . The Defendant answered on (Jl-me, la '900\3
caing fm [3-803 Jibs Mue (eSS Thehy Hut Ao 4ty
pnd AC‘AM iﬁ Lewp récelel cnd Should Le Ao _511/) el 4/ Ol e,

The Defendant filed a counterclaim on ﬂd le l/ / ) ( ) . The matter was heard 7/ / Z/ o Jag,?
on f’, | r} - &b \Q . The ruling was issued in favor of Mb’ I N4 ﬁtm‘ Jq//e/

on the claim the Court awarded the following: [0/ Al c}«/ ( ’/’M{Zfdf ;
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The Court ruled for the d c’mf’f on the counterclaim, the Court awarded the following

A1 3ma! Comtph 77—

The proceedings were (Check Appropriate Box)

m/-ecorded electronically.
I];]/Ré’wrded by a court reporter.

Recorded in writing by the judge.

The Notice of Appeal was served upon the Court by 7’7 on & &/ / i 1)07 .?

The jury list was prepared pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. (Check Appropriate Box)(Answer if Applicable)

§ 22-2-80.  Selection of jury list for a single trial.
O § 22-2-90.  Selection of jury list for scheduled terms of jury trials.

and the Plaintiff and Defendant(s) were given an opportunity to exercise challenges on

Lule 41¢h)

The Plaintiff called the following witnesses, and a summary of their testimony is attached.

] Ao/

2.
3 4.
5. 6.
7. 8.

9 10. /\/D/\)

The Defendant called the following witnesses and a summary of their testimony is attached.
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The Plaintiff made the following motions. A summary of the Plaintiff’s and Defendant’s position on
each motion and the Court’s ruling is attached.

1. /\/ OIJ 1 2. k< gl 4 /%ﬁf/;# A s £
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The Defendant made the following motions. A summary of the Plaintiff’s and Defendant’s position on
each motion and the Court’s ruling is attached.

L e Hotin v rite St Apaisu(@ 2.

3 4.
5. 6.
7. 8.
9. 10.

The Plaintiff offered the following items into evidence.
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The Defendant raised the following objections to the items that the Plaintiff sought to introduce into

evidence:

1. Himle ued 2. /DLUMXM{ //(/d/(}/ﬂ/gézcﬁ e
3. 4.

5. 6.

7. 8.

9. 10.

A summary of the Defendant’s and Plaintiff’s position and the Court’s ruling on the objection is attached.
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The Defendant offered the following items into evidence:

1. N 2.
3 it ¥ Digssy 4
5. 6.
7. 8.
9. 10 NS
The Plaintiff raised the following objections to the items that the Defendant sought to introduce into
evidence:
L Loudderttas! » it ok Lot A
. Seshes) 4. adl
5. 6.
(£ 8.
9. 10.

A summary of the Plaintiff’s and Defendant’s position and the Court’s ruling on the objection is attached.

The Court issued the following Judgment - J / “WJ N

ol e d Lt St bt et otecks Saporsdh Sackt gii¢ laRurce

Attach:;feopics of the items which are checked.

Summons and Complaint [] Other:

Summons and Claim and Delivery
Landlord-Tenant Rule to Show Cause
Answer
Counterclaim
Judgment -
Writ of Ejectment
Order
Jury List
List of witnesses and a summary of their testimony.
' List of motions, a summary of the parties positions and this court’s ruling.
List of items offered into evidence, a summary of objections, and court’s ruling.

Documents and exhibits put into the record.

Notice of Appeal.
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Mew Cosa
STATE OF 80UTH CAROLINA E:ASENO &O'%CQM "1&.\/

COUNTY QF MOCORMICK
i . 323 F
IN THE COURT OF COMMON &l&s 228 F &l or sourH caroLINA

Lﬂ ; i e aSp y
X on 0. m§ Wussapy %&m

CHECK ALL THAT APPLY:

{ ) THEPLAINTIFF, AN INMATE WITH THE SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF
CORRECTIONS, (HAS/HAS NOT) COMPLIRD WITH SECTION 24-27-100,

THE S3CDC $HALL DEDUCT THE FILING FEE FROM THE PRISONER'S TRUST
CCOUNT PURSUANT TO SECTION 24-27-108 AND SHALL FORWARD THE FUNDS TO THE
CLERK OF COURY POR MCCORMICK COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA. m y /5
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ChieF Administrative Judge

Attaraey(s) for Defendant







