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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF MCCORMICK 

) 
) 
) 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 
Bryantavious K. Murray, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
Lt. Geoffrey Rice, Lt. Ronald Cook, Lt. 
James Thompkins, Sgt. Jeremy McCary, 
Major Frank Mursier, Joseph Stevens, 
Leroy Cartledge, Vera Courson, and 
South Carolina Department of 
Corrections, 
 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

C/A NO. 2018-CP-35-00074 
 
 
 

DEFENDANT SOUTH CAROLINA 
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION’S  

MOTION TO DISMISS 

TO: BRYANTAVIOUS K. MURRAY AS PRO SE PLAINTIFF: 
 
 The Defendant, by and through its undersigned attorneys, will move before the presiding 

Judge for the Court of Common Pleas of McCormick County, McCormick, South Carolina at the 

McCormick County Courthouse on the tenth day after service thereof, or at such other time and 

place as the Court may direct that Defendant SCDC should be dismissed on the following grounds: 

1. Plaintiff’s action was previously dismissed and cannot be maintained. 

2. Plaintiff’s action is barred by the statute of limitations. 

3. The individual Defendants are not proper parties and should be dismissed from this action 

as a matter of law. 

   McDONALD PATRICK POSTON HEMPHILL & ROPER, LLC 

    By: s/ Steven M. Pruitt   
     Steven M. Pruitt, Esquire, SC Bar #66201 
     Post Office Box 1547 
     Greenwood, SC  29648 
     864-229-2511 spruitt@mcdonaldpatrick.com 
     ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT SOUTH CAROINA 
     DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
June 12, 2023 
Greenwood, South Carolina  
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Bryantavious K. Murray, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
Lt. Geoffrey Rice, Lt. Ronald Cook, Lt. 
James Thompkins, Sgt. Jeremy McCary, 
Major Frank Mursier, Joseph Stevens, 
Leroy Cartledge, Vera Courson, and 
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Corrections, 
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) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

C/A NO. 2018-CP-35-00074 
 
 
 

DEFENDANT SOUTH CAROLINA 
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION’S 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT  
OF ITS MOTION TO DISMISS 

TO: BRYANTAVIOUS K. MURRAY AS PRO SE PLAINTIFF: 

STATEMENT 
 

Plaintiff filed this action alleging employees or agents of Defendant used excessive force 

against him on April 8, 2016.  

ARGUMENT I. 
PLAINTIFF’S ACTION WAS PREVIOUSLY 

DISMISSED AND CANNOT BE MAINTAINED. 
 
 According to Court records, Plaintiff filed this action on August 28, 2018. However, 

Defendant was not served. On February 1, 2019, Plaintiff was provided by the Court a Dormant 

File Notice. (See Exhibit 1). 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. (See Exhibit 2). The action 

was dismissed on February 25, 2019 and according to Court records there were no additional 

filings in the case until April 2023 when Plaintiff filed a letter and additional materials. One copy 

of the materials was delivered to the SCDC General Counsel on May 25, 2023 by the Richland 
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County Sheriff’s Department.1 Plaintiff’s action has been dismissed by prior Order of the Court. 

As the action has been dismissed, Plaintiff cannot continue to pursue this action. 

ARGUMENT II. 
PLAINTIFF’S ACTION IS BARRED BY 

THE STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. 
 

Defendant maintains that Plaintiff’s action has been dismissed, but regardless his action is 

barred by the two-year statute of limitations found in the South Carolinas 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. Therefore, 

based on Plaintiff’s pleadings he filed his case more than four months beyond the two-year statute 

of limitations. Based on the above, Plaintiff’s action is barred by the two-year statute of limitations 

found in the South Carolina Tort Claims Act.   

ARGUMENT III. 
THE INDIVIDUAL DEFENDANTS ARE NOT 

PROPER PARTIES AND SHOULD BE DISMISSED 
FROM THIS ACTION AS A MATTER OF LAW. 

 
 The undersigned does not represent the individual Defendants, but would note that they are 

not proper parties to this action as they were employees of Defendant. The Plaintiff has attempted 

to initiate this action pursuant to the South Carolina Tort Claims Act.  S.C. Code Ann. § 15-78-10 

et seq.  (Supp. 2022).  Under Section 15-78-70 of the South Carolina Tort Claims Act, an individual 

 
1 There is no indication that this was served on the Attorney General as required by SCRCP Rule 4(d)(5). 
Furthermore, there is no indication that even an attempt of service has been made on any of the individual 
Defendants. 
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suing under this Act must name as a party defendant only the agency or political subdivision of 

which the employee was acting and is not required to name the employee individually.  It further 

states that if any employee is named, the agency or subdivision for which the employee was acting 

must be substituted as a party defendant.  Id. § 15-78-70 (emphasis added).  The Plaintiff cannot 

maintain any action against the individual Defendants under the South Carolina Tort Claims Act 

as they are not proper parties to this action. 

CONCLUSION 
 

 For the arguments set forth above, the Plaintiff's actions against the Defendant should be 

dismissed as a matter of law. 

   McDONALD PATRICK POSTON HEMPHILL & ROPER, LLC 

    By: s/ Steven M. Pruitt     
     Steven M. Pruitt, Esquire, SC Bar #66201 
     Post Office Box 1547 
     Greenwood, SC  29648 
     864-229-2511 spruitt@mcdonaldpatrick.com  

 ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT SOUTH CAROLINA 
 DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

June 12, 2023    
Greenwood, South Carolina  
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McCormick Common Pleas

Case Caption: Bryantavious K Murray  VS   South Carolina Department of
Corrections

Case Number: 2018CP3500074

Type: Filing/Other

IT IS SO ORDERED!

s/ Alison Renee Lee, Chief Administrative Judge

Electronically signed on 2019-02-25 10:02:28     page 4 of 4
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF MCCORMICK 

) 
) 
) 

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

 
Bryantavious K. Murray, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
Lt. Geoffrey Rice, Lt. Ronald Cook, Lt. 
James Thompkins, Sgt. Jeremy McCary, 
Major Frank Mursier, Joseph Stevens, 
Vera Courson, and South Carolina 
Department of Corrections, 
 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

C/A NO. 2018-CP-35-00074 
 
 
 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
The undersigned hereby certifies that the foregoing DEFENDANT SOUTH 

CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION’S MOTION TO DISMISS, 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS have been served on 

the Plaintiff via electronic mail and United States Mail with sufficient first-class postage thereon 

prepaid and addressed as follows: 

Bryantavious Murray, #356248 
2156 Cresthill Drive 
Columbia, SC 29223-4816 
MurrayBryantavious@gmail.com 
 

   McDONALD PATRICK POSTON HEMPHILL & ROPER, LLC 

     By: s/Steven M. Pruitt    
      Steven M. Pruitt, SC Bar #66201 
      PO Box 1547, Greenwood, SC  29648 
      864.229-2511 spruitt@mcdonaldpatrick.com 
      ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT SCDC 
June 12, 2023 
Greenwood, South Carolina  
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