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Good Afternoon,

Attached please find a Motion to Dismiss Appeal in State v. Margie Brown. A hard copy is
being mailed to Appellant today.

Thank you,

CAROLINE COLLINS, Administrative Support Manager
South Carolina Attorney General’s Office

Criminal Appeals | Office 803-734-3723 | ccollins@scag.gov
P.O. Box 11549 | Columbia, SC 29211

scag.gov

This email, together with any attachments, may be legally privileged. If you have received it in error, please notify
the sender immediately, and then delete it from your system. This email and any replies to this email may be
Subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal from Charleston County
Honorable Roger M. Young, Sr., Circuit Court Judge
Appellate Case No. 2025-000645

THE STATE,
Respondent,
Vs.
MARGIE BROWN,

Appellant.

MOTION TO DISMISS APPEAL

Respondent (“the State”), through its undersigned counsel, would respectfully show unto
the Court as follows:

L.

In May of 2022, Appellant Margie Brown was arrested after officers from the North
Charleston Police Department responded to a report she attacked another woman with a baseball
bat.! In August of 2023, the Charleston County Grand Jury indicted Brown for one count of
second-degree assault and battery.?> At present, that charge remains pending in the Charleston
County Court of General Sessions, and Brown has not yet been tried for, convicted of, or
sentenced for it. Records for Margie Brown, Charleston County Public Index,

https://jcmsweb.charlestoncounty.org/publicindex/.

t A copy of the arrest warrant has been included with the State’s motion as Attachment “A.”

2 A copy of the indictment has been included with the State’s motion as Attachment “B.”
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IL.

Prior to Brown’s trial on her Charleston County charge, Brown submitted several pro se
motions to relieve her defense counsel. With defense counsel’s assistance, she also submitted a
motion seeking a speedy trial. Through three separate orders filed on August 5, 2024, the
Honorable Deadra L. Jefferson, circuit court judge, granted Brown’s request to relieve defense
counsel, ruled Brown must obtain new defense counsel within thirty days of the date of the order,
and allowed the withdrawal of the motion seeking a speedy trial.> Following that, Brown
attempted to initiate an appeal of Judge Jefferson’s order permitting the withdrawal of the speedy

trial motion. Appellate Records for State v. Margie Brown, South Carolina Appellate Court

Public Index, https://ctrack.sccourts.org/public/caseView.do?csIID=81267. Ultimately though,

this Court dismissed that improper interlocutory appeal based on Brown’s failure to provide
proof she timely served her notice of appeal upon the State. Id. Brown subsequently moved to
reinstate the appeal, and her motion was denied. Id. Thereafter, on December 5, 2024, the
remittitur was issued. Id.

I11.

Shortly after Brown’s first interlocutory appeal concluded, Brown submitted a pro se
motion seeking dismissal of her case along with an apparent amendment to that motion entitled
“Farette Motion.” On March 25, 2025, the Honorable Roger M. Young, Sr., circuit court judge,
issued an order denying Brown’s pre-trial dismissal motion based on her failure to appear at a

hearing on the matter. On March 31, 2025, Brown filed another notice of appeal with this Court

3 Copies of all three of Judge Jefferson’s orders have been included with the State’s motion as
Attachment “C.”

* A copy of Judge Young’s order—which appears to have been handwritten onto a copy of
Brown’s dismissal motion—has been included with the State’s motion as Attachment “D.”
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as part of an apparent attempt to appeal Judge Young’s order.’ At present, that appeal is

currently pending before this Court. Appellate Records for State v. Margie Brown, South

Carolina Appellate Court Public Index,

https://ctrack.sccourts.org/public/caseView.do?csIID=83063.

Iv.
In South Carolina, the right to appeal is conferred by Section 14-3-330 of the South
Carolina Code of Laws. State v. Miller, 289 S.C. 426, 426, 346 S.E.2d 705, 705 (1986).
Ordinarily, an appeal may only be pursued after a party has obtained a final judgment or has

otherwise satisfied the terms of Section 14-3-330. State v. Wilson, 387 S.C. 597, 599, 693

S.E.2d 923, 924 (2010); see Hagood v. Sommerville, 362 S.C. 191, 194, 607 S.E.2d 707, 708

(2005) (““‘An appeal ordinarily may be pursued only after a party has obtained a final
judgment.”); Miller, 289 S.C. at 427, 346 S.E.2d at 706 (“In order to exercise his statutory right
to appeal, a defendant must come within the terms of the applicable statute.”). In criminal cases,

judgment for a criminal defendant is not final until a sentence is imposed. State v. Robinson,

287 S.C. 173, 174, 337 S.E.2d 204, 204 (1985); see Berman v. United States, 302 U.S. 211, 212
(1937) (“Final judgment in a criminal case means sentence. The sentence is the judgment.”);

State v. Looper, 421 S.C. 384, 390, 807 S.E.2d 203, 206 (2017) (“[I]n the criminal context, a

judgment is final when sentence is imposed.”). Thus, a criminal defendant may not appeal until

after a sentence has been imposed. Parsons v. State, 289 S.C. 542, 542, 347 S.E.2d 504, 504

(1986); see State v. Timmons, 68 S.C. 258, 259, 47 S.E. 140, 141 (1904) (“[A] defendant in a

criminal case cannot appeal except from the final sentence imposed by the Court.”).

> A copy of Brown’s latest notice of appeal has been included with the State’s motion as
Attachment “E.”
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V.

In the case sub judice, Brown appears to be attempting to appeal an order denying—on
procedural grounds—a pre-trial motion seeking the dismissal of her case. However, Brown’s
case has not yet gone to trial, and Brown has not yet been convicted of or sentenced for the
criminal charge to which her current appeal relates. See Wilson, 387 S.C. at 603, 693 S.E.2d at
926 (recognizing the general rule is a criminal defendant cannot appeal until he has been
convicted and sentenced). Significantly, as our courts have historically and consistently
recognized time and time again, a criminal defendant in South Carolina cannot properly appeal
from a pre-trial order denying a motion to dismiss a case unless and until the person is convicted
and sentenced. Cf. State v. Isaac, 405 S.C. 177, 184, 747 S.E.2d 677, 680 (2013) (explaining the
denial of a request for immunity from prosecution is analogous to the denial of a motion to
dismiss based on a purported double jeopardy violation, which is not immediately appealable);
Miller, 289 S.C. at 427, 346 S.E.2d at 706 (“[A]n order denying a double jeopardy claim is not
immediately appealable.”); State v. Parker, 267 S.C. 317, 323, 227 S.E.2d 677, 679 (1976) (“A
motion to quash an indictment is appealable only from a final judgment in the court below.”);
State v. Wyatt, 115 S.C. 325, 325-326, 105 S.E. 704, 704 (1921) (finding a challenge to a double
jeopardy ruling was not immediately appealable because no final judgment had been obtained).
As a result, Brown’s appeal is an improper interlocutory one from an order that is not
immediately appealable, and, therefore, it must be dismissed and Brown’s case should be
immediately remanded to the Charleston County Court of General Sessions for trial. See State v.
Hubbard, 277 S.C. 568, 569, 290 S.E.2d 817, 817 (1982) (“No final judgment has occurred in
this case and the order appealed from is interlocutory. Therefore, we dismiss the appeal and

remand the case for trial.” (citation omitted)); see also State v. Burbage, 51 S.C. 284, 287, 28






S.E. 937, 938 (1898) (“To allow appeals to be heard from such preliminary rulings would enable
a party charged with the most serious crime always to secure a continuance, when not otherwise
entitled to it, by simply moving to quash the indictment, and, when his motion is overruled, give
notice of appeal from such ruling, and thereby stop the trial, as was the case in the present
instance. Both reason and authority require us to hold that this appeal is premature, and must
therefore be dismissed.”); cf. Looper, 421 S.C. at 390, 807 S.E.2d at 206 (“As Petitioner has not
been convicted and sentenced, there has been no final judgment, and as no exception to the
requirement of a final judgment is applicable under the facts of this case, Petitioner’s appeal is
premature and must be dismissed.”); Isaac, 405 S.C. at 187, 747 S.E.2d at 682 (“[B]ecause the
denial of a defendant’s request for immunity under the [South Carolina Protection of Persons and
Property] Act is an interlocutory order not subject to immediate appeal, this appeal is dismissed
and the matter is remanded for trial.”).

WHEREFORE, Respondent prays this Court will dismiss Appellant’s appeal as an
improper interlocutory appeal from an order that is not immediately appealable; remand the case
to the circuit court for trial; hold this appeal in abeyance pending a ruling on Respondent’s
motion; and grant such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

ALAN WILSON
Attorney General

MARK R. FARTHING
Senior Assistant Deputy Attorney General

o DRSS

Mark R. Farthmg
S.C. Bar Number 76901

April 14, 2025
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ARREST WARRANT

2022A1010202600

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

County/ E] Municipakity of
Charleston
THE STATE
. against

Margie Brown
Address
Phone SSN
Sex. F Race: B Height 5 7 Weght 135

DL State DL# _
0o8 & Agency ORI % SC0100800
Presecuting Agency.  North Charleston Police Department

Prosecuting Officer: James P Oden - S01654
Orense Assault / Assault & Battery 2nd degree

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) ORIGINAL 5T ity cemen
K] Countyr  [] Municpabty of ) AFFIDAVIT o

Charleston

Personally appeared before me the affiant James P Oden
being duly swom deposes and says that defendant
aid within this county and state on orabout  5/16/2022

State of South Carolina (or ordinance of County/ Erumpalny of
in the following particulars

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Assault / Assault & Battery 2nd degree

violate the criminal laws of the
Charleston )

| futher state that there s probable cause 1o believe that the defendant named above did commit
the cnme set forth and that probable cause 15 based on the following facts

Offense Code 3413
Code/Ordinance Sec.  16-03-0600(D)(1) Signature of Afiant
By d . STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
[] Cownty  [] Municipsity o K] Comnt (] Mmcroltyr )| s Assess 2500 City Hall Lane
The accused North Charleston, SC 29406-
S to be amested and brough Dbelore me 10 be Charleston Affiants Telephone
dealt with according to the law.
-8 ARREST WARRANT
Sgrature of Judge
Date TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY:
It appearing from the above affidavt that there are reasonable grounds to  believe that
RETURN
A on orabout 5/16/2022 defendant Margie Brown
copy of ths amest warant was delivered 1o -
defendant did viokale the criminal laws of the State of South Carolna (or ordinance of
i E] County/ D Municipality of Charleston ) as set forth below
DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Assault / Assault & Battery 2nd degree
Having found probable cause and the above affiant having sworn before me, you are empowered and directed to arrest the said defendant and bring him or
— T AR B O her before me forthwith 10 be dealt with according to law. A copy of this Arrest Warrant shall be delivered to the defendant at the time of its execution, or as
s00n thereafter as is practicable
S to and subscribed before me )
RETURN WARRANT TO: o ) )
General Sessions A Judge's Address 3831 Leeds Avenue, Suite 200
Charleston County Judicial Center Ls) ) North Charleston, SC 29405-
100 Broad Street, Suite 106 © e Judge's Telephone  (843)746-9822
Charl ~ 204 Amanda Haselden )
arleston, SC 29401 Judge Code 7412 )} lIssuing Court Magistrate [[] Monicipal [] circui
ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL





BAIL set by
e Judge Amanda S, Haseiden

WITNESSES

Name
Adidress
on MAY 17 2027
7] ! 5 Telephone:
Type Bnd Amount TS{ (’) 0 D
Name of Suret:
R Mame:
Address
PRELIMINARY HEARING held by
Tehaphor:
Judge
Mame
on Address:
Defendant Afiormey Telephone
Deciion Namea:
Address
Telephone:
DISPOSITION before
Name:
Judge
Address.
an
Telephong:
by
rdicate jury trial. bench fial, . ol pros., elc,

{irucy Jury b [ [ ] Name
Dispoaition: Address:
Sentence Telephane

JURCRS Nam
Address:
Telephane
Namg
Address:
Telaphone:

CODEFENDANTS

‘BTE ;2 Wd Bl IRERA






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA AFFIDAVIT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON OCA #2022012121
CITY OF NORTH CHARLESTON PFC J. Oden #183
Personally appeared before me, a magistrate of this County, one o B ROBERTS who, first

being duly sworn, deposes and says that,
MARGIE BROWN

did within this County and State on the 16th , day of May, 2022 violate the ¢criminal laws of the State of South
Carolina in the following particulars:

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE
ASSAULT AND BATTERY SECOND DEGREE
VIOLATION OF SECTION 16-3-600 (12) (1)
The affiant states there is probable cause Lo believe that the defendant named above did commit the
crime(s) set forth, and that such probable cause is based on the following facts:

That on May 16™, 2022 at approximately 1000 hrs while at 4835 Rivers Avenue (Woodspring Suites),
located in the City of NMorth Charleston, County of Charleston, State of South Carolina the defendant, Margie
Brown, did commit the offense of Assault and Battery Second Degree in violation of section 16-3-600 (D)
(1) of the South Carolina Code of Laws of 1976, as amended. In that defendant did willfully and unlawfully
assault the victim, causing bodily injury.

Facts to establish the aforesaid are that officers were dispatched to the incident location in reference to
a disturbance involving a baseball bat. Officers met with the victim, Descire Ravenscroft who advised she was
meeting with a client who is also the defendant, Margie Brown. Ravenscroft is a representative from “My
Sister's House™ and was attempting to assist Brown with locating permanent housing. Ravenscroft stated she
turned around to leave and was struck in her left arm and in the back of her head with a baseball bat by the
defendant. The victim was transported to the hospital by Charleston County EMS.

PFC. Oden and the victim, Descire Ravenscroft are witnesses to prove the same. All against the Law,
Peace and Dignity of the State of South Carolina.

Sworn to and Subscribed before me @

this __ day of 2022 /" (AFFIANT)

Address:

Phone:
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SLC/0389938
WITNESSES

North Charleston Police Department

INCY CASE NUMBER

2022-012121

___ARREST WARRANT NUMBER

2022A1010202600

DATE OF ARREST

05/17/2022

ACTION OF GRAND JURY

TRUE BILL

DOCKET NO. 2023-GS-10-03740

The State of South Carolina

County of Charleston

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

AUGUST TERM

.

THE STATE

VS,

MARGIE BROWN
B/F DOB: 09-26-1970

W et w55 08 s
Forepérsan of Grand Jury Dare:
VERDICT

Foreperson of Petit Jury Daie:

Indictment for

ASSAULT & BATTERY, 2ND DEGREE

SC Code: § 16-03-0600(Dy 1)
CDR Code: 3413

FILED

8/29/2023 10:55:01 AM
JULIE J. ARMSTRONG
CLERK OF COURT





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
INDICTMENT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

At a Court of General Sessions, convened August 2023, the Grand Jurors of Charleston
County present upon their oath:

Assault & Battery, 2nd Desree

That in Charleston County . Seuth Carolina, on or about May 16, 2022 the Defendant,
Margie Brown, did commut an unlawlul act of injury upon the victim, Descire Ravenscroft,
or did offer or attempt to injure the victim, Descire Ravenscroft, with the present ability
lo do so and the act either: {1} resulted or could have resulted in moderate bodily injury to
the victim; or (2) involved nonconsensual touching ol the private parts of the vietim, either
under or above clothing. This 1s in vielation of Section 16-3-600(D)(1) of the South

Carolina Code of Laws (1976) as amended.

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made and

provided,

SHARITA CANNON

ASSISTANT SOLICITOR
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON:" ¢ "E E 1
.i ld By L9 o

L\

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
FDR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

7k G SPEEDY TRIAL

)
)
)
3(,5 ORDER ON MOTION FOR
)
State of South Carolina, Te 1

1%
3k )k
JULE S Ji_.{_;‘mg Arrest Warrant #(s): 2022A1010202600
GLERK OF vm
)
)

Vi. 3]

l._.-'i_‘___....-

Margie Brown,
)
Defendant. )
)
THIS MATTER came before the Court on July 22, 2024, for the purpose of O Setting

O Reducing O Revoking O Modifying O Reviewing O Reinstating bond V&peedy Trial Motion.

The Defendant ﬁa/wus O was not present. The following attorney appeared on behalf of the
Defendant: Kevin G. Hales, Esq. The State was represented by Liane D. Kozik, Esq. of the Solicitor’s

Office.
The Defendant is charged with the following offense(s): Assault and Battery, Second Degree

After hearing from the Defendant and the State, the Court finds it appropriate, and it is therefore
ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that:

Bond is O Denied O Waived at this time with leave for defense counsel to file a written motion
for bond.

v’ Motion for bond O Reduction O Revocation O Modification Ij/Spe-ed}r Trial is
m-Withdrawn O Granted at this time.

A Personal Recognizance Bond in the amount of § L . is set at this time.

A Surety Bond in the amount of $ is set at this time; and the
Defendant O is O is not allowed to post 10%.

Bond is O Reduced O Modified from $ s R

O does O does not include other pending charges, and Defendant O is O is not allowed to
post 10%, It is further

ORDERED ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, at the time of the hearing the Defendant advised
the Court that she wishes to withdraw her Motion for Speedy Trial filed March 22, 2024. The
Motion for Speedy Trial filed March 22, 2024 is hereby Withdrawn.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!
M % 21248
I AD ISTRATIVE JUDGE
GENERAL SESSIONS

. 9™ JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Charleston, South Carglina :
DATE: F. Zl-






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON _... % %%)  FOR THENINTHJUDICIAL CIRCUIT
* - ORDER ON MOTION TO
e 5 BRGOR RELEIVE COUNSEL
State of South Carolina, i MY )

e 3, BOAST) rest Warrant #(s): 2022A1010202600
vs. mﬂ_pb]
Margie Brown, )
)
Defendant. )

— )
THIS MATTER came before the Court on July 22, 2024, for the purpose of O Setting

0O Reducing [ Revoking O Modifying O Reviewing O Reinstating bond EB/l’{eliwing Counsel.

The Defendant &/was O was not present. The following attorney appeared on behalf of the
Defendant: Kevin G. Hales, Esq. The State was represented by Liane D. Kozik, Esq. of the Solicitor’s
Office.

The Defendant is charged with the following offense(s): Assault and Battery, Second Degree

After hearing from the Defendant and the State, the Court finds it appropriate, and it is therefore
ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that:

_ Bondis O Denied O Waived at this time with leave for defense counsel to file a written motion
for bond.

Mation for bond O Reduction O Revocation O Modification O Reinstatement is 0 Denied
O Granted at this time.

A Personal Recognizance Bond in the amount of § is set at this time.

A Surety Bond in the amount of § is set at this time; and the
Defendant O is O is not allowed to post 10%.

Bond is O Reduced O Modified from $ ] to$ .

O does O does not include other pending charges, and Defendant O is O is not allowed to
post 10%. It is further

ORDERED ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, the Defendant filed a Motion to Relieve Counsel on

September 12, 2023, The Defendant filed an Amended Motion to Relieve Counsel on September 29, 2023,

Kevin G. Hales, Esq. is relieved as counsel.' The Defendant must retain counsel within thirty (30) days of

this Order. The Amended Motion to Relieve Counsel filed September 29, 2023 is heard and Granted.
AND IT IS SO ORDERED!

" Kevin G. Hales, Esq. and the Defendant consent to Kevin G. Hales, Esq. being relieved as counsel.

% 2128
CHI [STRATIVE JUDGE

GENERAL SESSIONS - 9™ JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Charleston, South Carolina
DATE: & 2.






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

... )., IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON .| _ '_:'f:-:_-ﬂ

FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

)
)
)
V. T ORDER ON MOTION TO
207% AUG ~3 %‘1 #29 RELEIVE COUNSEL
State of South Carolina, )

ok 1

N g

JULIE . ATy iirest Warrant #(s): 2022A1010202600

Vs, =3

Margie Brown,

T

Defendant. )
)

THIS MATTER came before the Court on July 22, 2024, for the purpose of O Setting
0 Reducing O Revoking O Modifying O Reviewing O Reinstating bond D/Relim'ing Counsel.

The Defendant EAFM [ was not present. The following attorney appeared on behalf of the
Defendant: Kevin G. Hales, Esq. The State was represented by Liane D. Kozik, Esq. of the Solicitor’s
Office.

The Defendant is charged with the following offense(s): Assault and Battery, Second Degree

After hearing from the Defendant and the State, the Court finds it appropriate, and it is therefore
ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that:

. Bondis O Denied O Waived at this time with leave for defense counsel to file a written motion
for bond.

Motion for bond O Reduction O Revocation O Modification O Reinstatement is O Denied
O Granted at this time,

A Personal Recognizance Bond in the amount of § is set at this time,

A Surety Bond in the amount of § is set at this time; and the
Defendant O is O is not allowed to post 10%.

Bond is [0 Reduced O Modified from$ to$

O does O does not include other pending charges, and Defendant O is O is not allowed to
post 10%. Ii is further

ORDERED ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, the Defendant filed a Motion to Relieve Counsel on
September 12, 2023. The Defendant filed an Amended Motion to Relieve Counsel on September 29, 2023,
The Amended Motion makes the Septémber 12, 2023 Motion moot. The Motion to Relieve Counsel filed

September 12, 2023 is hereby Moot. gund_ [{n"ﬁm m%,

AND IT IS S0 ORDERED!

2 28

CHIEF STRATIVE JUDGE
GENERAL SESSIONS
9™ JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Charleston, South lina
DATE: "3 [,
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Margie Brown 13
v Case NO 2022A1010202600
State Of South

Carolina Respondeat Superior

Sheriff Kristin Graziano, Et AL

; o % N
Ve Biem | opsth
eled, NaliT catid
N e 3 P ; u...\nlob'-af .
Motion To Dismiss 3 / 5T /1.5-'

BACKGROUND

The defendant files this Motion to dismiss on the grounds of Speedy
Trial Violation, Sixth Amendment, Fourteenth Amendment, USC 42
1983, USC 42.1986 USC 42.1985#(3) Deprivation of Rights Due
Process, Conspiracy to interfere with Civil Rights,

Negligence, South Carolina Criminal Rules 101, Docket
Management, 1 South Carolina Criminal Rules 108. Preliminary

Hearing, (a) N 109. DISPOSITION OF ARREST WARRANTS Notice of
Right, South Carolina Criminal Rule 112. Discovery





&, 109. DISPOSITION OF ARREST WARRANTS 109.(c) (d) South
Carolina Criminal Rule 120. Second Appearance (a) (c) South
Carolina Criminal Rules 121.Tracking (a) South Carolina

Criminal 122. Status Conference, Obstruction Of Justice, failure to
give notice, Ineffective Attormey Prejudice Respondeat
Superior,Kristin Graziano.

The defendant exhausted all administrative avenues. A Letter to
the Judge in Sept of 2023,a Motion to relief conceal in Sept/
2023,Complaints to Led Public defender, Cameron Blazer about the
negligence and abuse deprivation of rights. Attorney Kevin Hales
refused to give the defendant a copy of the Motion of Discovery for
19 months or, allow the defendant to see or hear the police body
cam footage 19 months. At all times relevant Attormmey Kevin Hales
never advocated for the defendant. Attormey Kevin Hales refused to
file a motion to dismiss.

On the grounds of assault battery second degree. The alleged
victim was in possession of the weapon. The alleged victim didn’t
have substantial injuries for a charge of assault and battery on the
second degree. Such as broken bones, a concussion, gun wound,
and overnight stay in the hospital.

The police report stated the alleged victim had alleged scars on her
left arms. Assault and Battery Second Degree. (a) and (b) is define
by any of the following conditions: Loss of consciousness for a long
time, Short-term and moderate disfigurement, Short-term loss of
physical function Injuries with medical treatment that require being
put-under, Fractures and dislocations.

Not one trip to the ER with minor buries. Kevin Hales stated on
Multiply occasion that the state would not accept a lesser charge.
Even though the solicitor had no evidence, and the alleged victim
injuries didn’t fit the accusation of the crime.





On or around Jan 26/2024 after 19 of the State having the case,
and the defendant bringing the information to Kevin Hales
attention. Kevin Hales alleged. The state solicitor looked at the
alleged victim medical records and the alleged victim didn’t have
substantial injuries. Attormey was negligent Kevin Hales had a
duty to the defendant, Kevin Hales Knew or should have known to
get a copy of the alleged victim medical records. At all times
reievant, Kevin Hales knew or should have known that the alleged
victim didn’t have substantial injuries that fit the crime of assault
and battery ion the second degree. At all times relevant Kevin
Hales knew or should have known the alleged victim was in
possession of the weapon. Kevin insisted that the defendant had to
tie in Custody to get a Speedy Trail. The defendant tumed herself in
to the County Jail on Dec 19/2023 and requested a Speedy Trial on
the grounds of deprivation of the rights. Kevin Hales continued to
refuse to file the Speedy Trail Motion. On or around March 23/2024
Kevin Hales filed the Speedy Trial Motion. Attorney Kevin Hales is a
racist he used extreme prejudice against the defendant, and
refused to advocate for the defendant.

On or around July 16/2024 attomey Kevin Hales was relieved as the
defendants attorney. Judge Jefferson alleged in her order on or
around July 30/2024 that the defendant asked to have her Speedy
Trail Motion withdrawn. At no time during the Motion did the
defendant aske Judge Jefferson to withdraw her Speedy Trial
Moticn.

The state filed the indictment on 8/29/23 380 days after South
Carolina Criminal Rule DISPOSITION OF ARREST

WARRANTS 109.(c) (d) The state solicitor made false declaration to
the the Grand Jury on 8/29/23 leading the Grand Jury to believe the
defendant was a sexual deviant. Alleging and accusing the
defendant of non-consensual touching. Non-consensual ,touching
is define by non-consensual touching of the private parts of a
person, either under or above clothing. Such as genitals, the
breast, buttocks. The State has no evidence, to support the alleged





charge. The witness black African male. Stated the alleged victim
was in possession of weapon.

The police report didn’t list the witness, room number at the hotel or his
phone number . After so many months the defendant wouldn’t have been
able to track him down to get an accurate, account of what happened.
The police report stated the Witness escorted the allege victim to the
1* floor lobby. That is incorrect the witness was upstairs with the
defendant after the alleged victim went downstairs. The defendant
requested the video footage on 5/18/23 after bond court of the hotel on
the 4" floor. -

Mr. Hales refused to communicate with the defendant, he wouldn’t
return email. After many emails staring in July or Aug of 2023 to Mr.
Hales about the defendants Second Appearance, On Oct 5/2023 Mr.
stated Hales stated the he nor the plaintiff had to attend the
Second Appearance Hearing. When the plaintiff asked Mr. Hales for
SC state or Criminal Code. That stated that. He would never reply
to any of the defendants emails.

Charleston County Jail employees suppressed the defendant
request. Mr. Hales never contacted the hotel to request video
footage that, the witness stated he witness, in the hall way on the
4" floor on 5/17/22. Cameron Blazer were never replied via email or
phone calls to the defendants complaints.

Complaints made to the Deputy Public Defender in Sep/t 2023r. Left
the defendant completely confused, Mr. Smith told the defendant to
file a motion to have Mr. Hales removed as her attormey. Yet Mr.
Smith basically condone. Mr. Hales abuse and negligence, and
participated in the deprivation of the defendants right.

For the twenty-four months the defendant has continued, to be
misled and abuse by this system. Deputy Ted Smith and Kevin
Hales both told the defendant, that she would have to be in jail to
get a Speedy Trial. For the past twenty 24 months the defendant
asked her attorney Kevin Hales for Speedy Trial. Mr. Hales refused,





Mr. Hales told the defendant that she didn’t qualify for Speedy Trial
because she was out on bond. Mr. Hales stated that, that defendant
would have to be in jail to qualify for a Speedy Trial. South Carolina
Criminal Rules 101. Docket Management The State failed to give
the defendant notice of the Second Appearance/Roll Call. The
defendant was of her Second Appearance/Roll Call. The defendant’s
attorney never informed her of the hearing.

The state withheld, suppressed, and concealed. The defendants
Second Appearance/Roll Call. Charleston County Clerk of Court has
no record of a Second Appearance/ Roll call. The defendant was
never informed of the hearing. The defendant was depriving the
defendant of the right to enter a plea or take a lesser plea. The
defendant didn’t ask to be excused from the hearing.

The defendant was arrested on May 17/2023 for Assault and Battery
Second Degree. On May 18/2022. The Defendant went to Bond
Court, after bond court. The defendant gave Charleston County Jail
employees, a copy of her bond papers with the request for a
preliminary hearing. Charleston County Jail employees, conspired
to deprive the defendant of her preliminary hearing.

Charleston County Employees withheld, suppressed, and conceal
the defendants court paper. Charleston Count Magistrate Court has
no record of the request for the preliminary hearing. On May
18/2022 after bond court, the defendant, made a request in dorm on
the computer for Speedy Trial and Preliminary hearing. Charleston
County Jail Legal Liaison withheld, suppressed, and concealed the
defendant’s request.

The legal liaison didn’t forward the defendants request, to the
Public Defenders Office, didn't receive the
defendants request. The state filed the indictment on 8/29/23 380





days after South Carolina Criminal Rule DISPOSITION OF ARREST
WARRANTS 109.(c) (d) The states mislead the Grand Jury on
8/29/23 alleging and accusing the defendant of non-consensual
touching.

Non-consensual ,touching is define by of non-consensual touching
of the private parts of a person, either under or above clothing.
Such as genitals, the breast, buttocks.

The defendant reached out to Lead Public Defender Megan

Ehrlich mid Nov 2023.Via email. Megan Ehrlich replied on or around
Dec/2023Megan Ehrlich stated she could get the defendant a status
conference. On 12/19/20 With Judge Bentley Price.

Megan Ehrlich could not provide the defendant with an official court
date for the status conference or court room. Each time the
defendant asked for this information, never replied.

After months of exhausting administrative assistance, and the
defendant ineffective counselor disposition. The defendant turmed
herself in to Charleston County Jail. On 12/20/23 The defendant
made a request for a Speedy Trial on 12/20/23. On Jan 3/2024 the
defendant made another request, to inquire about the status of the
Speedy Trial request. Charleston County Jail legal liaison, withheld
the request for seven days.

The request was submitted on Jan 10/2024. Kevin Hale came to the
jail for a visit, on Jan 17/2024. 27 days after | made the request for
the Speedy Trial. Mr. Hales, still refused to file a Motion to dismiss
or Speedy Trail Motion on the defendants behalf. Mr. Hales ,
continued to mislead the defendant. Mr. Hales stated that a Speedy
Trial was for bail not a court date. Mr. Hales . Stated again that the
state would not accept a lesser charge. The defendant asked Mr.
Hales when was the last time he spoke with the Solicitor he stated
months ago.
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The defendants recalls making a visit to Mr. Hales office on or
around July 30/2023. Mr. Hales stated then that the state would not

accept a lesser charge. Mr. Hales couldn’t provide the defendant

with a date time, of the alleged conversation with the
state. On Jan 17/2024. On Mr. Hales stated if Sinkler Bonding

company wouldn't go back on the defendants bond.

That he would have to come back to the Jail and the defendant
consent to get the defendant another bond. The court had not

removed Mr. Hales from the case. Mr. Hales was still the
defendant's attorney. The defendant was released from Jail on Jan

22/24. Kevin Hales alleged he was in communication with the Judge
Jefferson Court Clerk for a date for the Motion to have himself

relived as counsel.
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FORM1

NOTICE OF APPEAL IN A GENERAL SESSION CASE
THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

In The Court of Appeals
Judge Roger M. Young

Case No. 2022-A-1010202600
Roger M. Young

* &
Respondent, o
=

Margie Brown Appellant

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Margie Brown appeals the order [judgment] of the Honorable Roger M. Young dated
[judgment] on March 31, 2025.
Margie Brown

March 25/2025 Appellant got a copy of the written notice of entry of this order

Post Office Box 20063 Charleston, South Carolina 29413
Other Counsel of Record:

Liane Dublinski Kozik

101 Meeting St Charleston,SC 29401
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FORM 7 PROOF OF SERVICE OF A NOTICE OF APPEAL

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals
Judge Roger M. Young
Case No. 2022-A-10102026000C

Roger M. Young Respondent, '%__
=

Margie Brown Appellant

PROOF OF SERVICE

certify that | have served the Notice of Appeal on Judge Roger M. young and SC State Solicitors]

Dublinski Kozik by depositing a copy of it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, on March 31 15,
2000, addressed to Charleston County Clerk of Court 100 Broad ST Charleston, SC 23401. [by personally

delivering a copy TO Charleston County Clerk Of Court Located at 100 Broad ST Charleston, 5C 29401,
2000]. On March 31/2005 15, 2000





STATE

MARGIE BROWN 2022-A-1010202600

The Defendant seeking an appeal. On the grounds of Judge Roger Young dismissing the
Defendants Faretta Motion on March 25/2025. The Defendant wasn’t aware of the Hearing. The
defendant never received notification of the hearing The defendant update her PO BOX address
with the Courts on Aug 6/2024. The same. Day she resubmitted SC Appeal documents, and
update her address with the Court of Appeals.

The Defendant is seeking the Faretta Motion on the grounds the State appointed Attorney never
advocated the defendants case. The Defendant has been unemployed since Dec/2022. Two and
half years The Defendant has not been able to get adequate employment because of the pending
charge reflecting on her back ground, The Defendant cannot afford a paid attorney. In 20224
each attorney the Defendant contacted about the case stated it would be conflict of interest to
represent the Defendant, because allegedly they donate to the alleged victims company.

The Defendant filed Motion to remove counsel in September 2023 on the grounds that the State
appointed attorney never advocated for the Defendant. At all times relevant the State appointed
attorney knew or should’ve have known. That the burden of proof rest with the State. The state
has no evidence, the State has no witness. The police report state that a black African male state
that the alleged victim was in possession of the weapon. The police report didn’t include a
phone number, email address or a room number the hotel The state nor the State appointed
attorney never requested the video footage of the alleged incident. Or follow up with the witness.

At all times relevant during June 2022- July 2024 the State appointed attorney. Knew or
should've known that on August 28/23. 380 days after the Defendant was arrested the State
Solicitor Shrtia Cannon made false decorations, committed perjury and liable slander to the
Grand Jury. Leading the Grand jury to believe the Defendant was sexual deviant. The State of
SC has 90 days to file an indictment after the defendants

A all times relevant ,the State appointed attorney knew or should've known . That the alleged
injuries of the alleged victim were substantial for the charge of assault in the Second Degree.
Assault in the Second degree is defined by, gunshot wounds, broken bones concussion lengthy
stay in the hospital. The police report clearly states that the alleged victim had light bruises on
her left arm. The police report didn’t state that victim was touched under or on top of her
clothing.





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
INDICTMENT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON
At & Court of General Sessions, convened August 2023, the-Grand Jurars of Charleston
County present upon their oath:

t& Ba nd

That in Chadleston County , Seuth Carolinz, on oF about May 16, 2072, the Defendast,
Margie Brown, did commit an tinlawful act of injury upen the viesim, Descize Ravenscroft,
or did offer ar attempt to injure the victim, thw:mﬁ. with the present ability
to do so and the act either: (1) resulfed ar could hﬂ# rw.lhﬂf nm&dtﬁiﬂiaad:'i} injury ta
the victim; or (2} involved nonconscnspal _____,gg..at' ﬁewﬁ ‘the yistinl, either

under_ar M:M‘Ihu is in violafion of Sectian “16-3-500(DRET) of tie South
thnaﬁb&l: of Laws (1976) as amended.
I,
e
;'::",
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Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary tu_l:.hc's_nﬁl;ttiri Z-.imh cas:ma&.'n;_an'u’ T
y i \

pr'nt'rdcﬂ_
SHARITA CANNON o
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR

Yecsived . B OO
SCOIL \._-;ﬁ?m






Request Type: LEGAL LIAISON Request Sublype:  ATTORNEY
Assigned Group: LEGAL LIAISON Assigned Usar;
Request Mumber: 45297 Status: CLOSED Inmaie Mama: MARGIE BROWN
Initial Location: MJ AA1D L1444 Current Location MJ-A A1D L1433 01
Inmate Number: 0000380485 Inmale Sacondary Number:
Slamp Action User
Detail
051872022 03:04 pm
ORIGINAL REQUEST:
| am requesting a spaady tiail
0572172022 04:26 pm
CEOSED

CLOSED DUE TO ACCOUNT IMACTIVE STATUS

Bachat D
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ADDITIONAL NARRATIVE

oA e CaaTime 3
mili

Agency Name
[ NOATH CHARLESTON POLCE DEFARTMENT 500100800 psnes2021 [

‘Rasagy and Battery ind Drgrse

| spoke to & witness, Kassim Alassane, on scene who advised thathe heard @ 121 cornrmotion outside af hig room and when he ppened his
door withessed Ms Ravensoofiand Ms Brown in an adive disturbance. Al fhat point in ime Ms Ravenscrofl had iaken possession of he
bat and MrAlassane had esconed her o front office. Mz Ravenscrofthad ihe nat pehind the front desk which | fook intd my custody and

placed inlo evidence.

Ms Ravenscroft had multiple clear fmarks on her anns and was treated on scene by EMS and transported fo the hospital.
‘_‘_'-...m:-‘. - ,_._-——-ﬁ _..,_:ﬂ E .. 3 - e S

T = e Barwessr it =
Ms Brown was prompty taken inlo custody and charged with Assaull and Battery 2nd Degree. She was transported 1o Al Cannon Datention
Cenier where she was jodged for ne Assaull and Batlery 2nd Degres

Exhis

Pule 5pg.4 of 55






Regues! Type: LEGAL LIAISOM Request Sublype:  OTHER LEGAL

Assigned Group: LEGAL LIAISON Assignad User;
Reques! Numbar; 143424 Status: CLOSED inmale Name: MARGIE BROWN
Initial Location: MJ AATD L1433 Current Location MJ-AAID L1433 01
Inmate Mumber, 0000380485 Inmale Secondary Number;

Slamp Action ) User

01032024 10:27 am
ORIGINAL REQUEST.

| have been here for 2 weeks. Kavin Hales Is STILL the allorney A™igned fo my case. | have not herd from him or
received any mail. On 5/1822 Afler bend court | submitted documents to CCOC employees for a Praliminary Hearing, |
naver received, | have been incoming Mr. Hales as well as the public Defenders Office of theses facls for mare manihs,
Mothing was don't about it. ON 12/27/23 | WAS SEXUAL THREATENED & HARA*ED BY OGFFICER HAMMERSHAM. |
AM ASKING THAT THE VIDEOQ FOOTAGE B PRESERVED, | WAS THREATEND THAT UNLESS | ENGAGE IN LESBIAN
ACTIVIES! WILL NOT RECEIVE ABOND OR COURY DATE.CCDC The jail has in thelr systems 3 copies of legal requesl
| mada on 5/18/22 after bond court. #1 a Preliminary Hearing #2 & speedy trail# 3 | requested the body cam foolage of
arrasting officers. The video footage of the 4 fioor of the hotel The jail never to my request to the public defanders office. |
made a FOI| Reguest for this information in Octeber 23, The Chardaston County Sherifl's,siatad thay hadvna record of ANY
raquest for in CCOC syslem However they have 5 in the system.

01052024 06:33 pm

INMATE RESPOMSE:

CCDC Employees have had my legal request for over 48 hours. The legal request has not been forward to the Public
Defanders Office, or my atlorney. If they are not submitled ,how is my attamey or the public Delenders Ofiice be aware of
my needs? CCDC employees have had 3 housing cpomplainrs In the system four 12 days #.145041,147955, | was unabla
to fiie a proper compiaint to the comect depanment due to Staf negigence.. Housing Complaint#
147853, Was upmdate on 1/3/24. f conlains detailed information of Prefiminary Hearing Documents request, made to
CCDC. not Charleslon CountyPublic Defersers Office. Or Chareston CCounty Clark OF Court ar My attorney. The
Documents wera given to a CGCOC employess on 5/822 after band courfAs Complaint 147953 as detalis me being
THREATEND &SEXUAL HARAED BY OFFICER.on 12/27/24. The original complaint was filed on 12/22/23,
012024 11:21 am
INMATE RESPONSE:
Mrs Stephanie Singlaton, ils been a week and you have complelely ignorad my request, | enemy request lo get my
eflornay | also need the the address lo the Ofiice OFf Disdiplinary Counsel
01 V2024 03.00 pm £ea7T
CLOSED:

Your request was sent Lo your Public Defender.

S O
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Request Typa: LEGAL LIAISOM Request Sublype:  OTHER LEGAL

Assigned Group: LEGAL LIAISON Assigned Usar,
Request Number: 161187 Slatus: CLOSED * Inmate Name: MARGIE BROWN
initial Location: MJAATD L1433 Current Location: MI-AATD L 143301
Inmale Number: 0000380485 Inmals Secondary Number:
AMD 4 pion Ouai User
1H32024 0736 pm )
ORIGINAL REQUEST:

Mr Hales.| have been here 3D days. | need coples of the Motion of Discovery the includes the indictment. | was unatle to
bring in the copy | receivad on Dec 2023, | am uncertain il you are aware that on 5/ 7/23 | was charged with A""ault &
Battery Second Degres. The aleged victim, allegations and injurle. Doesn’t fit 3G Criminal Law for A*"ault & Ballery
Second Degree. The charge.Of Moderate Bodily Injurizs. The alleged viclim,had no prolong loss of Consciousness no
temporary disfigurement, no loss of funclions of meambers or organs or any dislocation Moderate Bodily Injuries doesnl
included a ona lime treatment OF cuts bruises scralches and injuries the do not require extensive medical caraNan
consansual louching is of private parts such as genilal buttocs or famale breast.
011472024 0543 pm
INMATE RESPONSE:
This infarmation naeds to be brought ta the Solicitor attention. A**ault & Battery Second Degree (A) #2Moderale #2 (D)
Moderate, (B).Consensual touching,
01/14/2024 05:46 pm
INMATE RESPONSE:
Code1876-16-3-600
01182024 05:25 am 9687
CLOSED:

Your request was s2nt to your altomey,
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Request Type: LEGAL LIAISON

Reques! Sublyps:  SPEEDY TRIAL

Assigned Group: LEGAL LIAISON Assigned User;
Request Number; 152055 Status: CLOSED Inmale Nama: MARGIE BROWN
Initial Location: MJ AAID L 1433 Current Location MJ-2 ATD L1433 D1
Inmate Number: 0000380485 Inmate Secondary Mumber;

User

Stamp Action
Datall
0115/2024 07:43 am
ORIGINAL REQUEST:

Mr, Hales | would liklo proceed with a Motion to dismiiss. On the grounds of a Speedy Trial Viclalion. | havent herd from
Sinkler bonding Company My rights have baen vialated. Under the Sixth Amendment You conltinued to insist that in order
for me to gel a Speedy Trial | would have o be in Jail. The Six the Amandment states. The accused has arightioa
Speedy Trial whia onbond You continue lo mislead me you stated on 11624 that a Speedy Trial is for Bail | turmed
myselfin on 12720/23,the same day | requested a Speedy Trial In 30 days you have yat to fils a Motion lo Dismiss. You
conlinue ta insist that The slate will not accept a lesser charge. Yel you stasd you haven'l spoken with the statz in 7
months. The alleged victim doesn't have any exsinsive Injuries.

01/18/2024 10:30 am
INMATE RESPONSE:

01/10/2024 10:45 am
INMATE RESFONSE:

That fit crime.  You statedf you need my consent o gafbme a bondn. | am uncertzin as to why when the courts have not
removed you from the case. Every lime | contact the court or PD OFice. | am toldl | need to contact You You have falled
to file a Motion of the fact the my Due Process Deprvation of right have bean vislaled by CCDC employees obstruction of
Juslice suppressing and consealing my Prafiminary Hearing documents and my raques! for 8 Spaady Trial On 1118724
you said you had stillnimigaes of tha Body cam fostage. But you couldn't give them to me. Maybe you can mafl them to me
with coples of the True Bill Indictment. | wantednlomsee thvideo and hear it seeing as though | never have.

011872024 01:04 pm
CLOZED:

s6a7

Your request was sent lo your attorney.

E;{Hﬁ O ﬂi:’

Page 110f 13

g

N A —

[P





Request Report - Single Per Page Printed: 1/25/2024 3:06-15PM

Request Typa: LEGAL LIAISON Reguest Sublype:  ATTORNEY ;#
Assigned Group:  LEGAL LIAISON Assigned User: -
Reguest Number; 45295 Status: CLOSED Inmate Name: MARGIE BROWN :
[
Initial Location: MJ AA1D L 1441 Current Locatiore MJ-AAID L 143301 F
inmale Numbar: 0000380485 Inmate Secondary Mumber: !
Stamo , . User :
a4 ] i '
ACON potail |
05/18/2022 03:02 pm 1
RIGINAL REQUEST:
| need a public defender, To request the body cam foolage  offall  officers at the incident. As well as (he video
footage on thedih floer of the hotel
0521/2022 04:28 pm
CLOSED

CLOSED DUE TO ACCOUNT INACTIVE STATUS
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal from Charleston County
Honorable Roger M. Young, Sr., Circuit Court Judge
Appellate Case No. 2025-000645

THE STATE,
Respondent,
VS,
MARGIE BROWN,

Appellant.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Caroline Collins, certify I have served the within Motion to Dismiss Appeal on
Appellant by mailing a copy to:

Margie Brown
Post Office Box 20063
Charleston, South Carolina 29413

I further certify that all parties required by Rule to be served have been served.

This 14th day of April, 2025. ﬁ/%p

AROLINE COLLINS
Administrative Support Manager
Office of the Attorney General











