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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF Greenville
e

(/\Jfl\\ 5

VS.

L. Y ywaen

Plaintiff(s)

oL e & Seln Ceov oline.

Defendant(s)
Submitted By: (Cuekes - Ytng,
. Jct
Address: 9.6 oz SN

DOodd

DRQO 0Oooooo

0o ag

Submitting Party Signature:

Tuebeillg s S )WY

NOTE: The coversheet and information contained herein neither replaces nor supplements the filing and service of pleadings or other papers as
required by law. This form is required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpose of docketing. It must be filled out completely, signed,
and dated. A copy of this coversheet must be served on the defendant(s) along with the Summons and Complaint.

JURY TRIAL demanded in complaint.

DOCKETING INFORMATION (Check all that apply)

N’ A S AL g N’ N’ A

SC Bar #:
Telephone #:
Fax #:
Other:
E-mail:

*If Action is Judgment/Settlement do not complete

2013-CP -

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

CIVIL ACTION COVERSHEET

[] NON-JURY TRIAL demanded in complaint.

This case is subject to ARBITRATION pursuant to the Court Annexed Alternative Dispute Resolution Rules.
This case is subject to MEDIATION pursuant to the Court Annexed Alternative Dispute Resolution Rules.
This case is exempt from ADR. (Proof of ADR/Exemption Attached)

NATURE OF ACTION (Check One Box Below)

Contracts
Constructions (100)
Debt Collection (110)
Employment (120)
General (130)

Breach of Contract (140)
Other (199)

Inmate Petitions
PCR (500)
Mandamus (520)
Habeas Corpus (530)
Other (599)

Torts - Professional Valpractice

[0  Dental Malpractice (200)
{0  Legal Malpractice (210)
{1 Medical Malpractice (220)
Previous Notice of Intent Case #
0 Ch__ -

0 Notice/ File Med Mal (230)

a

Ooooooo

Other (299)

Administrative Law/Relief
Reinstate Drv. License (800)
Judicial Review (§10)

Relief (820)

Permanent [njunction (830)
Forfeiture-Petition (840)
Forfeiture—Consent Order (850)
Other (899)

Special/Complex /Other

Environmental (600)
Automobile Arb. (610)

Medical (620)
Other (699)

a

a
8|
a
O

Pharmaceuticals (630)
Unfair Trade Practices (640)

Out-of State Depositions (630)

Motion to Quash Subpoena in
an Out-of-County Action (660)
Sexual Predator (510)

C.L 30 NG

Torts — Personal Injury
Assault/Slander/Libel (300)
Conversion (310)

Motor Vehicle Accident (320)
Premises Liability (330)
Products Liability (340)
Personal Injury (350)
Wrongful Death (360)

Other (399)

Ooooooooo

Judgments/Settlements
Death Settlement (700)
Foreign Judgment (710)
Magistrate’s Judgment (720)
Minor Settlement (730)
Transcript Judgment (740)
Lis Pendens (750)

Transfer of Structured

Settlement Payment Rights
Application (760)

oooOooon

Confession of Judgment (770)

Petition for Workers
Compensation Settlement
Approval (780)

[ Other (799)

oo

0O 0O ogooooooon

Ooo0oOoaooo

Real Property
Claim & Delivery (400)
Condemnation (410)
Foreclosure (420)
Mechanic’s Lien (430)
Partition (440)
Possession (450)
Building Code Violation (460)
Other (499)

Appeals
Arbitration (900)
Magistrate-Civil (910)
Magistrate-Criminal (920)
Municipal (930)
Probate Court (940)
SCDOT (950)
Worker’s Comp (960)

Zoning Board (970)
Public Service Comm. (990)

Employment Security Comm (991)

Other (999)

Date: %, \" e

Note: Frivolous civil proceedings may be subject to sanctions pursuant to SCRCP, Rule 11, and the South Carolina Frivolous
Civil Proceedings Sanctions Act, S.C. Code Ann. §15-36-10 et. seq. ’

CC A DA MNAMNNTN

1

Dnara 1 ~AFD



TER FIVE DAYS RETURN TO »va@w PQg,.

v 9 R
JL B. WICKENSIMER .w.re @ PR, S
2

EENVILLE COUNTY CLERK OF COURT sy S s
 EAST NORTH STREET 02 ™M $ 00.433
EENVILLE, SOUTH CAROLINA 29601

0008003907 AUG22 2013
! MAILED FROM ZIP CODE 29687

AUG 2 62013 ..
! Curtis Lamar King 273504 $MR \b\

- MAILROOM - - Turbeville Correctional Institution
1 TURBEVILLE C4 P O Box 252
- Turbeville, SC 29162
36 ﬂﬂ..r.v/.wd,rn).ﬂ. 29\ __2_—,_::__::___._._____:____::__::._____.:_____.T:: .




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA " JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE CASE NO: 2013CP2300785 - 3
e P r: —_—
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS ‘ ;_j A :
=S H
=S N
Curtis Lamar King vs. South Carolina State Of 5 — = —
CHECK ONE: apapsa. -2
ors P
. ZZemy s
{0 JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have| been trled an a verdlct
‘ rendered. \,

[J DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and
a decision rendered.

[0 ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): (] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; ] Rule 41(a),
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); (] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); - other:

[J ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): (J Rule 40(j) SCRCP; (J Bankruptcy:
[ Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award;
[] other:

(J DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
(] Affirmed; |:| Revérsed; [] Remanded;
[] other:

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOW'ER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: - [J See attached order; D Statement of Judgment by the Court:
Dated at Greenville, South Carolina, this 21st day of August 2013.

Court Reporter:

PRESIDING JUDGE - D Garrison Hill

This judgment was entered on the 21st day of August, 2013, and a copy mailed first class this 2 Ist day of August,
2013, to attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows: .

Curtis Lamar King 273504 Turbeville Correctional Karen Christine Ratigan PO Box 11549 Columbia,
Institution P O Box 252 Turbeville, SC 29162 SC 29211

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

Paul B. Wickensimer Greenville County Clerk Of Court
- Clerk of Court

CPFORM4M
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" STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE

Curtis Lamar King, 273504
(] Plaintiff

State Of South Carolina
X D‘efendant.

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
.CASE NO.
2013-CP-23-0785

MOTION AND ORDER INFORMATION
FORM AND COVER SHEET

Plaintiff’s Attorney:
Curtis Lamar King, 273504, Bar No.

Defendant’s Attorney:
Karen C. Ratigan, Bar No. 68331

Address: Address:

Turbeville CI PO Box 252 Turbeville SC 29162 | Post Office Box 11549  Columbia SC 29211-1549
phone: fax: phone: (803) 734-3737 fax: (803) 734-4113

e-mail: other: e-mail: other:

[ MOTION HEARING REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete SECTIONS I and III)
] FORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS II and III)
X1 PROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT ORDER (complete SECTIONS II and III)

1 Nature of Motion:
Estimated Time Needed:

SECTION I: Hearing Information

Court Reporter Needed: [[] YES / [ NO

(] Written motion attached
<] Form Motion/Order

SECTION II: Motion/Order Type

I hereby move for relief pr action by thecqurt as set forth in the attached proposed order.
] M " August 16, 2013

Signature of Attorney for [ JPlkin

iff / X]Defendant Date submitted

(] PAID - AMOUNT:

[] Sexually Violent Predator Act
[C] Motion for Stay in Bankruptcy
[] Motion for Publication

Name of Court Reporter:

SECTION III:

Motion Fee

X} EXEMPT: [_] Rule to Show Cause in Child or Spousal Support
(check reason) [_] Domestic Abuse or Abuse and Neglect

[ Indigent Status [ ] State Agency v. Indigent Party
B4 Post-Conviction Relief

{1 Motion for Execution (Rule 69, SCRCP)

[] Proposed order submitted at request of the court; or,
reduced to writing from motion made in open court per judge’s instructions

(] MOTION FEE COLLECTED:
[[] CONTESTED —~ AMOUNT DUE:

[ ] Other:
JUDGE’S SECTION
] Motion Fee to be paid upon filing of the attached
order. JUDGE
(] Other:
CODE: Date:
CLERK'’S VERIFICATION .
Date Filed:
Collected by:

SCCA/233 (11-03)




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Respondent.

)
) 2013-CP-23-0785
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE ) '

. ) e
Curtis Lamar King, ) Fos o
S.C.D.C. No. 273504, ) =Eme =
) cEZ T
Applicant, ) = = i
) FINAL ORDER OF DISMIS,SA(:DLQ =
State of South. Carolina,A» ) =S g

)

)

)

- This matter comes before the Court by way of an application for post-coﬁviction relief
(PCR) filed February 11, 2013. The Respondent made its return on June 21, 2013, requesting the
application be summarily dismissed based upon the expiration of the statute of limitations and
the presmﬁption against successive PCR applications.

Pursuant to this request, and after reviewing the pleadings in this matter and all of the
records a‘ttached thereto, this Court issued a Conditional Order of Dismissal signed July 1, 2013
and filed July 8, 2013, provisionally denying and dismissing this action, while giving the
Applicant twenty (20) days from the date of service of said Order in which to show why the
dismissal should not become final. Attached to this Final Order and incorporated herein by
reference is an Affidavit of Service dated July 17, 2013, serving the above-mgntioned
Conditional Order of Dismissal on the Applicant.

In a document captioned “Alter and void to conform evid.” and filed July 31, 2013, the

Applicant argues the State’s case rested on circumstantial evidence and “[d]ue process is



conviced [sic] that the record is without ‘any’ evidence to support applicant conviction.”'

This Court has reviewed the Applicant’s response to the Conditional Order of Dismissal
in its entirety, in éonjunc‘tion with the original pleadings, and finds a sufficient reason has not
been shown why the Conditional Order of Dismissal should no-t become final.

This Court notes the Applicant was convicted and séntenced on March 14, 2001 and his
appeal was dismissed on January 22., 2003. As this action was filed on February 11, 2013, it was
clearly filed outside the expiration of the statute of limitations. See S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-
45(a) (Supp. 2003). This is the Applicant’s third application for post-conviction relief. This
Court notes successive PCR applications are disfavored. See Land v. State, 274 S.C. 243, 246,
262 S.E.2d 735, 737 (1980). This Court finds the Applicant had the opportunity to litigate all
issues related to his case at the evidentiary hearing for his first PCR application on December 3

2003. See Odom v. State, 337 S.C. 256, 261, 523 S.E.2d 753, 755 (1999) (“[Aln applicant is

entitled to a full adjudication on the merits of the original petition, or ‘one bite at th¢ apple.”™).
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, for the reasons set forth in this Court’s
Conditional Order of Dismissal, the PCR application is hereby denied and dismissed with
prejudice.
This Court advises the Applicant that he must file a notice of intent to appeal within thirty
(30) days from the receipt of this Order if he wants to secure appropriate appellate review. His

attention is also directed to Rules 203, 206, and 243 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules

' The Applicant has also submitted a document captioned “State of South Carolina Writ of Habeas Corpus
28 U.S.C. § 2254” and dated August 7, 2013. It appears the Applicant is attémpting to file a federal
petition for a writ of habeas corpus in state court, which is improper.

2



for the appropriate procedures to follow after notice of intent to appeal has been timely filed.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this /7 day of Ay T , 2013,

> -

D. Garrison Hill
Chief Administrative Judge
Thirteenth Judicial Circuit

é‘Mw'/(c

~ , South Carolina.
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