| RECEWED

Jenny -A. Kitching, clerk, . ' SEP 11'2[]23

- South carolina court|of Appeals .

.post office box 11629 COURT
columbia, s.c. 29211 : .C. SUPREME -

RE: Robert Earl Dlllard v. State of soutth carolina
County of Plckens, cf/a no.2022-000972/1490-1491.

. 1994—GS 39-1490/1491.

Dear Clerk;

Enclosed please find my original motion for summary
judgment, Affldav1t and proof of service to be filed in -
your office.. )

| Sincerely yours

-CC:Respondent's Attorney :
“rile. . ¢ et/ F1 %

Robert E. Dillard#22004°

date 7//7 2023.
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Iﬁ THE SOUTH CAROLINA -
COURT| OF APPEALS-

-00 0-91
Robert. Earl D:Lllard, 220045. case no.2022 0009'{2/149

pptitioner, AFFIDAVIT FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

1994-GS-39-1490/1491.

State of South Carollna
Respondent,

[ N e

. N
PETTTIONER , Robert Earl Dillard,being duly sworn, deposes and sayi®

1, I am the pro g6 petitioner in the above entitled matter.

2 The Respondent was |served with a copy of -the motion for
Tnitial Brief. of the petitioner's and Designation of matter
Brief, as appears from the  proof of service on file.

3,The Respondent was granted an extention of time to file an answer

:/‘ xor7, L

5

¥ on may 7, 2023, but ask for a extension of 30 days more as
qppearsfby.lette;.

4, The“Respondent was granted an extension of time to file an answer

by 7-7-2023. but filed the answer on 7-8-2023. as appears for

another 30 days extension on the Doc.

S,Tﬁe Respondént aésistance melode J. Brown,'has not filed or.serVEd
an answer or taken other action as may be permitted by law |
although the time for servipg an answer have péssed since the
date of sérvice of the initial'brief and the Desigqaﬁion of mattet
brief, but ask forlaﬁmther 30 daﬁs extension f;om ju;y 7, until

aug 7;2023} to extended the DELAY, THIS MATTER OF LAW.

DA%‘E //7 2023. ' /ngg &%/

Robert Earl Dillard#22004




IN |THE SOUTE CAROLINA

COURT OF APPEALS COURT

MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

ROBERT E. DILLARD#220045 )
petiticner, ) RULE 56, SCRCP.
} ' )
) case no.2022-000972-1490/1491
v. . )
. ) BE(‘FIVEﬁ@-GS —-39-1490/149¢
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) T
Respondent, ) JUL 17 208
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CONGLUSION

WHEgEFORE,'thelgo go;ng Reason The Honorable Court Should:
Grant ,Summary judé ment to the petltloner inthis Case.

Robert E, Dillard#220045 -

| (6)."




IN THE SOUTH CAROLINA

COURT OF APPEALS

ROBERT EARL DILLARD#220045
petitioner,

V.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ResPondent

PETITIONER, Robert Earl Dillard#220045,
e

)

N N et Nt e et S et

case no.2022-000972-1490/1991

1994-G8-39-1490/444!

PROOF OF SERVICE

certify that he served

true copies of the summary judgment (56) (e) upon Respondent's

Attorney , and the court of appeals clerk, by placing same in the

U.S. Mail,

melody j. Brown

senior assistant deputy
attorney general |
post office box 11549
columbia, s.c. 29211:1549

Attorney general Alan Wilson,
post office box 11549
columbia, s.c. 292114 1549

date 7//7 2023.

postage prepaid, addressed to;

The Honorable jenny A, Ki€ching
clerk, court of Appeals

post office box 11629

columbia, s.c. 29211.

™ RCEIVED

JUL 17 203
PCi MAILROOM

&~ z
i/'
Robert Earl Diilard#220045

perry correctional inst,
430 oaklawn road g4b/209
pelzer, s.c.

29669
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0*?' OF A?g(r .
S.C. SUPREME COURT
The South Carvolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS : POST OFFICE BOX 11629

CLERK : COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 20211

1220 SENATE STREET
CATHERINE 8. HARRISON COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 28201
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE: (803) 734-18080
FAX: (803) 734-1839
www. sceourts.org
August 09, 2023

Ms. Meledy Jane Brown, Esquire
PO Box 11549
Columbia SC 29211-1549

Re: Robert E. Dillard v. State
Appellate Case No. 2022-000972

Dear Counsel:

The Court received your request for an extension of time to file the respondent’s
initial brief and designation of matter. We will hold the appeal in abeyance
pending a resolution on the appellant’s motions filed July 5 and July 20, 2023.
Accordingly, we will not take any further action on your request for an extension
of time.

Very truly yours,

%a.uc%g

CLERK

cc:  Robert Earl Dillard, 00220045
Alan McCrory Wilson, Esquire




The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Robert Earl Dillard, Appelfant;
v.
The State, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2022-000972

ORDER

On July 5, 2023, Appellant filed a "motion for relief based on absence of any legal
'rebuttal by the state." On July 20, 2023, Appellant filed a motion for summary
judgment. After careful consideration, we deny Appellant's motions.

3L AN

FOR THE'COURT
Columbia, South Carolina
ce: _ _ 'l ;'Fi‘LEﬁ
Robert Earl Dillard, 00220045 - Aug 242023

Alan McCrory Wilson, Esquire
Melody Jane Brown, Esquire




