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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Supreme Court
APPEAL FROM mccormick COUNTY

Case no. 2018-cp-35-00074

s/r lawton mcintosh, Circuit Court Judge

Bryantavious Kmurray, . .. ....... .. i

(appeallant)
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Mccary, major Frank Mursier, Joseph Stevens, Leroy cartledge, Vera

Courson, and south carolina department of corrections, defendants of

whom south carolina department of correctionsisthe,................

.................... (respondent)
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Amended designation of matter to be included in the record on appeal

The state of south carolina
In the court of appeals
In the supreme court

Appeal from mccormick county
Court of common pleas

Circuit court judge
Case no. 2018-cp-35-00074

Steven m pruiit,
Respondent.,

v
Bryantavious murray
Appellant.,

Amended designation of matter to be included in the record on appeal
Appeallant proposed the following be included in the record on appeal

1. Order of 7-20-2023
2. order :2-25-2019
3. 2. Complaint 3-16-2028
4. Answer 6-16-2023
5. Transcript of proceeding 7-7-2023; 18-22; 22-25; 1-6; 10-15; 16-19; 21-25; 5-7;10-14;
7-10;.
6.Defendants exhibits:5-4-2017, already submitted with complaint check back....

I certify that this designation contains no matter which is irrelevant to this appeal
Date 6-4-2024
/s/ bryantavious murray

B.k.m
2156 cresthill drive





Columbia sc 29223

August 17 2024

[ order of: 2-25-2019]

1.

defendants state they have not been served wherefore action should be dismissed and plaintif state he
served defendants 3/18/2018 within 10 days servings threw us sc mail and that it was included as the

voluntarily dismissal of 3/18/2018, and re filing within 2 years .

[appeallant arguement to order: 6-4-2024]

appeallant states on order date, 2-20-2018 or order that it is in error, and not barred to the s.c statue
of limitation two year claim on grounds: that he filed the complaint and summons 3/16/2018, and

voluntarily dismissed it 3-18-2018 see. rule 41(j) plaintif has the right to dissmiss it and bring it back

. The complaint which appeallant asks whats wrong with qualified immunity, see case john c. jef
erries jr,. 62 fla, I. rev 851. which case should be granted

[order dated: 7-20-2023]

[appeallant arguement to order :6-4-2024]

appeallant states on rule 41(j) voluntarily dismissal with the appropriate matter.....

[complaint 3/16/2018]

[ The state of south carolina scdc use excessive force, with empty hand control/defensive tatics
with

1hr of medical malpractice delay to treat the appeallant on 4-8-2016 with no prior trial. the use of
force or guard brutality was content under scdc custody, and was against any scdc policy. the scdc
presented evidence that it used empty hand controll on the appeallant why he was on the ground and
or in handcuf's on the appeallant while housed in scdc . The total amount of injurys on the
appeallant was three or four stitches in the face, eleven(11). behind left ear, and a brian concussion,
and one right swollen eye. the defense attorney presented plenty of af idavits threw federal appeal of





a grant threw reverse on charges which the appeallant has already went threw with the proper
courts. that freashly cuts down to the use of force, and how muchwas applied and, were they errored
with the amount of seconds, and minutes. The trial court errored on july 17 2023 when they

failed to re amend plaintif s motion to show not barred on complaint when the appeallant showed
showed claim on paperwork dated back to 3/16/18 by buf'y hodges courts clerk stating plaintif (2)
year inqury to not barrer to plaintif claim in the proper court. the courts judge mcintosh granted
defendants motion to dissmiss plaintif's claim without the proper evidence , and checking. The
defense attorney filed a motion to answer complaint with a 50-50 chance that excessive force did
happen to the appeallant . which appeallant request for a new trial , and settlement to end case with
$8.0 million

answer dated:6-12-2023

appeallant arguement to answer:6-4-2024

Appeallant states on answer dated 6-12-2023 that it is barred due to plaintif filed suit and
summons , and complaint 3-16-2018. the statue of limitations means the time barred debt means a
debt for which the complaint and summons statue expired. see court errored when they processed
complaint and summons on date 8/28/2018, when the proper court document s showes 3/16/2023,
incorrdance with rule 41(j) which would grant appeallant appeal of the civil see william baude,- is
qualified immunity unlawful? 106 cal. rev. 45(2018), and s.c bill: 2021 -2022 bill 4406 excessive
force section 23-1-250..

motion to dismiss:6-12-2023

appeallant arguement to motion to dissmiss:6-4-2024

defendants argue that plaintif action was previously dismissed and cannot be maintained .
Appeallant would argue that the complaint and summons was voluntarily dissmissed without
prejudice which means he can bring back suit under screp rule 41(j). plaintif complaint was filed
3/16/2018 two years from incident dated 4-8-2016 which would state fact that it was not barred ,
and would qualify plaintif from public wrong, and private bills indemnification, and government
accountability in the early, see case: james e. pfander and jonathan l. hunt , and see joanna
schwarts, the case: against qualified immunity, 93 notre dame l. rev, 1799.......

[Transcript dated:7-17-2023]

[argument to transcript 6-4-2024]





7-7-2023; 18-22; 22-25; 1-6, 10-15; 16-19; 21-25; 5-7; 10-14; 7-10;.

Bryantavious murray

2156 cresthill drive

Columbia sc 29223
(803) 369-9497

Attorney for Appellant.......
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