ATTACHMENT ONE



Bar|l(’RObert—

From: Sean Thornton <sthornton@scsolicitor14.org>

Sent: Wednesday, November 8, 2023 3:39 PM

To: Young, Boyd; Isaac McDuffie Stone, lI; Bank, Robert; Taft, Renee; Walker, Matthew;
Bonds, Robert Law Clerk (Monica Main)

Subject: RE: [External] Re: Manigo calls

Boyd,

] have just sent you and Matthew Walker a link to the phone calls from evidence.com
There are three that | would consider exempt under FOIA and would NOT release.
Call number 174446 placed on 07/20/23 to 757-325-7251
Call number 180242 placed on 07/20/23 to 757-325-7251
Call number 530778 placed on 10/25/23 to 757-325-7251

The remaining calls | would plan on releasing under FOIA and would do so on Tuesday November 14,

Sean Thornton

From: Young, Boyd <byoung@sccid.sc.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, November 8, 2023 2:38 PM

To: Sean Thornton <sthornton@scsolicitor14.org>; Duffie Stone <dstone@scsolicitor14.org>; Bank, Robert
<rbank@sccid.sc.gov>; Taft, Renee <rtaft@sccid.sc.gov>

Subject: RE: [External] Re: Manigo calls

;CAUTION - This- emall onglnated from outside of the orgamzatxon Do not click links or open attachments unless you recogmze the E
Asender and know the contentissafe, = o e D T . o

il i B M e v

| forgot that Friday is a holiday. Out of an abundance of caution we’ll file the appeal tomorrow. Can you give me your
best estimate? Thanks

From: Sean Thornton <sthornton@scsolicitor14.org>

Sent: Friday, November 3, 2023 10:29 AM

To: Young, Boyd <byoung@sccid.sc.gov>; isaac McDuffie Stone, Ill <dstone@scsolicitor14.org>; Bank, Robert
<rbank@sccid.sc.gov>; Taft, Renee <rtaft@sccid.sc.gov>

Subject: [External] Re: Manigo calls

I should be able to give that date to you next week.

Sean Thornton

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
Get Qutlook for Android




From: Young, Boyd <byoung@sccid.sc.gov>
Sent: Friday, November 3, 2023 7:55:01 AM
To: Sean Thornton <sthornton@scsolicitor14.org>; Duffie Stone <dstone@scsolicitorl4.org>; Bank, Robert

<rbank@sccid.sc.gov>; Taft, Renee <rtaft@sccid.sc.gov>
Subject: Manigo calls

*CAUT]ON This.email origlnated from outS|de of the orgamzatlon -Do not C|le links or open attachments unless you recognlze the
,sender and know the content.is safe. : r .

My understanding is that | need to know the potential date of release in order to file an appeal. Do y'all happen to know
when we’ll get notice to start the clock? Thanks

Get Qutlook for i0S

This communication and any attachment thereto is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein, and may contain
legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, you are hereby notified
that any dissemination, utilization, distribution or copying of this e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is strictly prohibited. If
you have received this e-mail in error please notify the Commission on Indigent Defense immediately and permanentiy delete
the original and any copy of any e-mail and any printout thereof. SCCID may be reached by using the email address of the
sender, or at 803-734-1343.



ATTACHMENT TWO




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COURT OF GENERAL; SESSI.NS
FOR THE FOURTEENTH 7 UDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF-GOLLETON,

: Indictment Nos:: 2023 A1510100220- 222,
2023A1510100224-227, 20234151 288,
2023A1510100277-280, 2023A1510100266:268

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA e
AMENDED ORDER
R4

RYAN LENARD MANIGO,

. Defendsauit.

This _r'inat:te:rf.? is before the Court on Defendant’s “Motion to Preclude the Release of:
Defendant’s. Prlvaic ‘Communicatiofis Being Held and Maintained by thie Colleton County
De’tenﬁor,x,Cente_ filed August 9, 2023. Following a brief hearihg on October-19; 2023, this Couit.
etitered an :Oxéicr continuing the mattet and prohibiting the reléase of the requested. records uritil
ﬁlrthernotlceA full hearing:on the matter'was held on October 24,2023.

HISTORY

The g&pjy;-ngmed Defenddnt was arrested ‘on July 2, 2023, and subsequently indicted.
Since that tlme he has been held in pretrial detenition in ‘both Colleton County -ahd Clarendon
County. On August 9, 2023, Defendant by and through his attorneys, moved for an Order
precluding:the’ release of Defendant’s jail'calls pursuantto Title 30, Chapter4 ofthe: ‘South Caroling.
Code' of Laws (“FOLA. Statute), .and Various articles: of the United States Constitution and
Constitution of the State-of South Carolina,

A hearing was lield on.the Motion on. Ociober- 1 9, 2023, before this: Court,.at which fime
the State informad, the Court that multiple media. outléts had sibmitted EFOIA, requests 16 the

‘Colleton County Sheriff’s Office for- copies of the- Defendant’s recorded jail calis. ThisCoutt, after

finding that the parties failed to notify'the media outlets of the bearing, continued the matter so.




cach entity could ‘be-given an-opportunity to address the Court: The matter was re-scheduled for

October 24, 2023, and this Court issued an Order Prohibiting the Release of Information. Until
Further Order of the: Coust,

Atthe hearing on October 24, 2023, Gray Media Group, Tne. (WCSC-’Ghalfliesth) wis
1epresented by Mark A. Peper and Brenna D, Wiles of The Peper Law Firm, P.A. and FITSNews:

was represented by Catherine Wyse of DeShon Law Fitm, WCIV-Charleston was presént but not:

tepresetited by counsel. The Fourtéenth Circuit Solicitor, Duffie'Stone; III, was present, alorig with.

counsel for the Defendant, Robett Bank, Boyd Young, and Matthew Walker. The Defendant
waived hissﬁfiéhtrffo appeat,
8.C. Code Ana. § 30-4-20(a) defines.a“public body as “any departmerit of the State. .any

public or governtiental bodyor political subdivision of the Sﬁtaté;;ihcludi'r_ljgr-cQIInﬁes;.tlﬁ.”ffAj“puhlifc;

tecord includes all books, “papers, maps, photographs, cards, tapes, recordings, or other

documentaty materials regardless of physical form .‘o‘r;char_ac'teristicS*:prepaxéd,;’QWIl,i?'di ‘used; in the
possession of, ;Qri»netainfed..by?a: public body.” §:C. Code Ann. § 30’-4-2’2'0(0)__.
The South Carolina Freedom: of Infotmation Act provides that “a, person has:a right to

inspect, copy; of teceive an-electronic transmission of any public record of a’_:pﬁbﬁégbgﬂx;exC&Eﬁ

ag -dt'herwifse;p;rovidé& by Section 30-4-40, or other state and federal laws, in aécordance. with -

reasonable rules concerning time and place of access.” 8.C..Code Ann, § 30-4-30(A)(1).
8.€Cade Ann. § 30-4-40(a) provides specific: exemptions that “a public body may biit is
not required to exempt from disclosure.” Fiither, “if any public record contdins:material which is

not-exempt under subsection (a)..., the public: body shall separate the exempt and fionexempt




material ‘and ;‘_make% thie nonexempt material available in accordance with the requireiments of this
chapter” S.C: Code Ann. § 30-4-40(h).

Any expectation of privacy in outbound calls from prison is not objectively reasonable
and the EOHtﬁhAn’xendment 15 therefore not triggered by the routine taping of such calls > UsS. v.
Van Poyek, ‘77 E3d 285 (9™ Cir, 1996) Further, to the extent inimates at the. Colleton Counity
Deteiition fCeh'ter‘ have 4 reasoniable: expectation of privacy, any limitation on the right does not

prohibit-the pubhcatxon of matter which.is of legitimate public or-general interest. Soe’y of Prof'].

Jeurna_hsts v.\._S.ext_on;,- 2838:C..563, 324 S.E2d 313 (1984). As amatter of law; if'a person, whether

willingly ornot, becomes.an'actor in-an event of public or general interest, thefi thé publication-of
his connéction with such an occlirtenie is not an invasion of his right to: privacy: Doe v Berkeley
Publishers, 329'S.¢. 41 2,496 S.E.2d 636 (1998).

.C. Code Ann, § 30-4-110(A) provides that a piiblic body may file-a request:fora heating
with the cn:cuﬂl court if it is unable to make a “good faith determination as fo- whether: the;
information is exempt from disclogure.” $.C: Codé Ann. § 30-4-110(B) ‘provides thata persor with
a specifics mterest in the underlying records: shall have the ught to “request a hearing. with the-court
or'te. mtervene in.an action preV10usly filed” if a: rrequest for disclosire. “may tesult in the reledse
of records. ot 1nformatlon exenipt from disclosure under Section 30- 4—40(a)( D, (2); @),.(5), (9)
;(14) or (19).”

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Baseddn -fhe"fdrgding, the: pleadings, the ‘memorarida, and éxhibits submitted’ by the pames

todnclude a, recent Cireuit:Court Otder enteted in Charleston County on August 1, 2023, and the

t Order ofthe. Hon Jean H. Toal grarfting‘l’..iaihti\ﬂ’s Complaint fbr'Decléra_t:or'yJud_gmcn't- and;'I,n‘jﬁ’i;’ricti;\ir'engéliéﬁ;:(2023§é
GP-10:08027) h ‘




arguments presented by the parties, this Court makes the following findings of factand coriclusions

of law:

1. Hind that the Colleton County SherifP's Office (CCS0”) and the Clarendon Courty ShedifF's

Office aré a public body as defined in S.C. Code Ann. § 30-4-20(a).

2: 1find thatthe'Collefon County Defention Genter “CCDC” and the Clarendon County Detenition

Center are maintained by the local. Sheriff’s Offices, where Defendant was/is being held iny
pretrial detention.

3. Ifind that both detention centers record-and maintain or instructs'a 3" patty to do:so'on their
‘behalf; allf;cali's::of inmates if1 their-custody at both detention centers, including the Defendant’s:
calls.

4. 1find that inmates held in pretrial detention are informed prior to and during eseh outgoing
call fhai—:th%e call is being recorded and monitored.

5. Tfind that the receiving paty s ififormed during each call that the call is being recorded and
monitored.

6. 1find that the recordings miade of jail.calls at each detention ceiterafé public records asdefined
by 8.6, Code Ann. § 30:4-20(c),

7. 1 find thaftrDefendant: cannot: ineet the. burden of showing that the release o Fagy te‘c'(:ir‘d_ihgsf-
pursuarit:to FOIA is an unreasonable-invasion of privacy.

8. Having found the recordings o be public rocords, find that each detention tenter must comply
with 8.C. Code A, § 30-4:30(c) and timely notify the requestors of its determination(s). If

the requ@'Sﬁ' is granted, the detention center, pursuant to the FOLA statute, tist then furnish the

records no later than thirty calendar days from the date of the fisal determination;,




9.

10,

11

12

I find that cited exemptions preventing disclosure, if any, must be related to specific.records

-and recordings, and that proper notice must be given to the requesting parties purstant t6/S:C.

Code Ann. § 30-4-40.
I find"that if the detention ceriter determines that each specific recording is not exemt from
release pursuant to FOIA, it must provide 3 business days® notice to the above-niamed

Defendant of its intent to release the records and recordings to the requesting prties, o to

‘provide an. opportunity for the Defendant to seek subsequenit relief from this-Court.

1 find that; in the absence of a subsequent Order from this Court, each detention center shall

timely: comply with the procedures setforth in the South Camli-na:‘l?’re_gdquzosfmformaﬁénAct

I.find thatithe Defendant’s rights under Title 30, Chapter 4 of the South-Carolina Ciode of
Laws (FOIA), thie First, Fifth, Sixth, Bighth, and Fourteenth Amendments fo the United
States: COI}'S"ti'tutiOn,and Article I, §§ 3, 9; 10, 11, 12, 14 and 15 of the COnst:itutibn i

State of South Carolina, Statev. Bllefsofi, 266 S.C. 494, 224 S.E.2d 666 (1765), and State v,

B@M,QO 5.C.127,801 .E:2d 713 (2017) do not ptevent the disclosuire of callsunder
FOIA.

ORDER

Having applied the facts of this case to the law ivis-hereby ORDERED that:

1. The'relief sought by Defendant is hereby DENTED.

2. The October 18, 2023, Order Prohibiting the Release of Tnformation Untii Further Order is

hereby lifted,

* e pidlicbody must:comply with the procedures set forth in the Freedom of Information.

Actand this Order.




4. The pubhc body must provide an opportunity for the Defendant to seck subsequent: relief
from th1s Couit by informing Defendant of its intent to release any of the rcquestcd rccords

and recordmgs ifapplicable, no less than 3 basiness days to doing:so.

ANDIT IS SO ORDERED!

This___ day of October 2023,
Walterboro South Carolina.




ATTACHMENT THREE




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

COUNTY OF COLLETON FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
' )
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, )
) Indictment No. 2023 A1510100220-222.
)
V. )
A )
RYAN LENARD MANIGO, )
)
)
)
)
Defendant. )
)
)

Re: Defendant’s motion to reconsideér the release of jail calls pursuant to FOIA

The Defendani’s Motion to Reconsider is hereby ORDERED.

The/PIo orable Robert J. Bonds
Chief Administrative Judge

Date:j_n\")\\\ 2>



ATTACHMENT FOUR



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF COLLETON

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

V.

RYAN LENARD MANIGO,

Defendant.

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Indictment No. 2023A1510100220-222

ORDER

Re: Defendant’s motion to Stay the release of Jail Calls pursuant to FOIA

The Defendant’s Motion to Stay-is hereby v ( : DenieE 2 .. ORDERED.

Date: D\‘ 2l \‘25

The Hongraple Robert J. Bonds
Chief Administrative Judge

RECEIVED
NOV 09 2023
s.C. _SUPREME COURT



