The Supreme Court of South Carolina

DANIEL E. SHEAROUSE POST OFFICE BOX 11330

CLERK OF COURT COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
BRENDA F. SHEALY (803) 734-1080
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK FAX (803) 734-1499

April 19, 2012

Stanley Linder #137337
Evans Correctional Institution
610 Highway #9, West
Bennettsville, SC 29512

Re: Linder, Stanley v. The State

Dear Mr. Linder:

Your counsel has submitted a Petition for Writ of Certiorari indicating that this appeal-is
without merit and moves to be relieved as your counsel. Johnson v. State, 294 S.C. 310,

364 S.E.2d 201 (1988). The records of this Court reflect that counsel served you with a
copy of the Petition & Appendix on April 17, 2012.

You may, within forty-five (45) days of the date of this letter, file with this Court a pro se
response to the Petition filed by your counsel. In this response, you may raise and argue
any issues you believe the Court should consider in this appeal. Upon receipt of your pro
se response or the expiration of forty-five (45) days, the matter will be submitted to the
Court for its consideration.

If you do decide to file a pro se response, the response must be either typewritten or
legibly hand printed, and must have at least a one inch margin on all sides. Further, you
will need to only submit one copy of your response, and this copy should not be stapled
or bound in any manner.

Very truly yours,
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CLERK
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cc:  Appellate Defender Robert M. Pachak
Assistant Attorney General Ashleigh Wilson
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SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON INDIGENT DEFENSE

Division of Appellate Defense Robert M. Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender
1330 Lady Street, Suite 401 Wanda H. Carter, Deputy Chief Appellate Defender
Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3332 '

Post Office Box 11589

Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1589
Tetephone: (803) 734-1343

Facsimile: (803) 734-1397

February 21, 2012 RE@EEVED

The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse FEB 2 1 2017
Clerk, S.C. Supreme Court
Post Office Box 11330

S.C. Sy
Columbia, SC 29211 Preme Coypt

Dear Mr. Shearouse:

The following case falls under the 60 day rule for appeals, and the date we received the
transcript is listed to the side.

Stanley Linder v. State of South Carolina 2/21/2012
I would appreciate you beginning our time limits from the above date, and if you need
additional information, or have any questions please contact me.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

LOALL LL WL

oriene French
Legal Services Coordinator



The Supreme Court of South Caroling

DANIEL E. SHEAROUSE POST OFFICE BOX 11330
CLERK OF COURT COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
BRENDA F.: SHEALY (803) 734-1080
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK FAX (803) 734-1499
January 20, 2012

Mr. Stanley Linder, #137337
Evans Correctional Institution
610 Highway 9 West
Bennettsville, SC 29512

Re: Linder, Stanley v. The State
Dear Mr. Stanley:

This responds to your letter dated January 18, 2012. As Mr. Dudek has already
advised you, Appellate Defense cannot proceed with the filing of the petition for a
writ of certiorari and appendix until the transcript is delivered by the court reporter.

Unfortunately, due to the volume of the requests, it is not uncommon for court
reporters to receive several extensions. As soon as Appellate Defense receives the
transcript in this matter, it will advise this Court. Until then, I ask for your
patience.

Very truly yours,

-~

CLERK

cc:  Assistant Attorney General Matthew J. Friedman
Appellate Defense
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Division of Appeillate Defense

1330 Lady Street, Suite 401
Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3332
Post Office Box 11589

Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1589
Telephone: (803)734-1330
Facsimile: (803) 734-1397

Stanley Linder, #137337
Evans Correctional Institution
610 Hwy. 9 West
Bennettsville, SC 29512

Re: Your letter

Dear Mr. Linder:

$5CCID

SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON INDIGENT DEFENSE

Robert M. Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender
Wanda H. Carter, Deputy Chief Appellate Defender

November 14, 2011

Thank you for your letter postmarked October 31, 2011. Our office cannot review your
case until, first, we receive your transcript from the court reporter, and, second, your case has
been assigned. an attorney. After you receive a letter from your new attorney you will be able to
discuss the matter of an appeal bond with him or her.

Should you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.

RMD:cms

Smcerel

bert M. Dudek
Chief Appeliate Defender



e T e ST e " T e e

Staniey L tndert |3 7337
Evans Comeckvaal jnsi.
L Ip Hyy 9 west

Benne 4+ Ville., SC.. 249512

e Vit
et AT

S,
PO,
<
N .
% @“‘4/ k=) AnEmy
D it g PHINEY ﬂ()WlES

2K oy L $ 00.440
Ay 0008002055  JAN1S 3012
MAILED FROM ZIP CODE 2951 2

Mr. Danie | E. Shecirpus
Sure ne. Cotict o€ Sepdiy Caeling
Clerk pf Coiirt ;.
Post Office Box 11330
CD'[UH”)/J?C& ; 5:-C,, 'Z (7,2_ Il
iilill]lll!)IIIP.IIllli“llil””!,’[’l””lli!.'.‘””,',”HH',II.!.]




The Supreme Court of South Carolina

DANIEL E. SHEAROUSE POST OFFICE BOX 11330
CLERK OF COURT COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
BRENDA F. SHEALY (803) 734-1080

CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK FAX (803) 734-1499

October 11, 2011

Mr. Stanley Linder #137337
Evans Correctional Institution
610 Highway #9, West
Bennettsville, SC 29512

Re: Linder, Stanley v. The State

Dear Mr. Stanley:

This responds to your pro se request for bail. Since you are represented by the
Division of Appellate Defense in this matter, no action will be taken on this pro se
filing. Miller v. State, 388 S.C. 347, 697 S.E.2d 527 (2010); Jones v. State, 348
S.C. 13, 558 S.E.2d 517 (2002); State v. Stuckey, 333 S.C. 56, 508 S.E.2d 564
(1998); Foster v. State, 298 S.C. 306, 379 S.E.2d 907 (1989).

Very truly yours,

OE7="

CLERK

cc:  Appellate Defense
Assistant Attorney General Matthew J. Friedman
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina

POST OFFICE BOX 11330
DANIELLEER gl_l E(;\ui? USE COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
BRENDA F. SHEALY (803) 734-1080
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK FAX (803) 734-1499

September 1, 2011

Division of Appellate Defense

South Carolina Commission
on Indigent Defense

P O Box 11589

Columbia, SC 29211

Re: Linder, Stanley v. The State
Dear Counsel:

Enclosed is a pro se letter received from Mr. Linder. Since your office now
represents Mr. Linder, no action will be taken on this pro se letter. Miller v. State,
388 S.C. 347,697 S.E.2d 527 (2010); Jones v. State, 348 S.C. 13, 558 S.E.2d 517
(2002); State v. Stuckey, 333 S.C. 56, 508 S.E.2d 564 (1998); Foster v. State, 298
S.C. 306, 379 S.E.2d 907 (1989).

Very truly yours,

CLERK

Enclosure

cc:  Assistant Attorney General Matthew J. Friedman
Mr. Stanley Linder, #137337
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SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON INDIGENT DEFENSE

Division of Appellate Defense

1330 Lady Street, Suite 401

Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3332
Post Office Box 11589

Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1589
Telephone: (803) 734-1330
Facsimile: (803)734-1397

Ms. Vivian Cross
Circuit Court Reporter
PO Box 492

Goose Creek, SC 29445

Dear Ms. Cross:

Robert M. Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender
Wanda H. Carter, Deputy Chief Appellate Defender

August 30, 2011 ECEKVED
AUG 30 2011

S.C. Supreme Court

Please provide us with the following transcript:

Stanley Linder v. State of South Carolina Case #: 09-CP-15-00830

County: Colleton

Presiding Judge: D. Craig Brown

Date of Trial: April 21, 2011

To ensure prompt payment, please sign and complete the enclosed CID FORM 3500 and
include the original criminal case number (Indictment number) where the space is provided.

Please number the lines on the paper from 1-25, and include any and all recorded motions,
pre and post-trial. Additionally, please transcribe the jury selection, and the State and defense
counsel's opening and closing arguments.

If you are aware of any co-defendants or if the Attorney General's Office has already
requested a transcript, please let us know.

cc: S.C. Supreme Court
Attorney General's Oftice

Sigcerely, 74 ‘ { 2
Sharon A. Graham
Administrative Coordinator




J.D. BRYAN
ATTORNEY & COUNSELOR AT Law
STREET ADDRESS:- T, - . . TELEPHONE: - . 3 . MAILING ADDRESS:
209 EAST WASHINGTON STREET - 843-549-9455 PosT OFFicE Box | I 11

WALTERBORO, SOUTH CAROLINA WALTERBORO, S.C. 29488
Tue, Aug 2, 2011

Daniel E. Shearouse

Clerk of the South Carolina Supreme Court
P.O. Box 11330 :
Columbig, S.C. 29211

Re: Stanley Linder! #137337, v. State
Case No. 2009-CP-15-830.

Our Case No: C 286.

Dear Sir:

Please find enclosed a Notice of Appeal in the above case. Also enclosed are the
following: _ A .
1. Proof of Service of the Notice of Appeal On the respondent, the State of South
Carolina. - S . ' : :
2. Co'py’of the order which is to be challenged on appeal.
3. An Order appointing me to represent the appellant in the lower court. The Office of
Indigent Defense will be taking over this case. _ '
4. A copy of the letter to the Office of Indigent Defense, setting forth the date of the
hearing (there was only one). V )

" Sincerely, 4
Kym

cc: client ,
Attorney General
Office of Appellate Defense

file : '

> BCRIVEID

JDB/ns RE@ D
enclosures : AUG 0 8 200
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE SUPREME COURT

APPEAL FROM COLLETON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas.

Honorable D. Craig Brown, Circuit Judge
CASE NUMBER 2009-CP-15-830.
Stanley Linder, F 37 337, ettt e es e r e Appellant,

The State of SOUth CArOliNa,......cceereerererererererrereeressesesesessssssesassssssesesssseseses Respondent.

NOTICE OF APPEAL (PCR).

Stanley Linder hereby appeals to the Supreme Court for the State of
South Carolina from the Order of the Honorable D. Craig Brown, dated 9 May
2011, denying Post-Conviction Relief. Appellant received written notice of
entry of the Amended order on 25 July 2011. .

T,
PP/BOX 1111

209 East Washington Street.
Walterboro, S.C. 29488
(843) 549-9455

Tue, Aug 2, 2011.

Other counsel of record are:

Matthew ]. Friedman,
Assistant Attorney General
Rembert C. Dennis Bu1ldmg
PO Box 11549

Columbia, SC 29211 - - RECER 7ED'

Attorney for the Respondent.

-,
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE SUPREME COURT

APPEAL FROM COLLETON COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas.

Honorable D. Craig Brown, Circuit Judge
CASE NUMBER 2009-CP-15-830.
Stanley Linder, #137337, i recrcerrnrene s ies e rnnranaeseesnenen Appellant,

The State of South Caroling,.......coccevcniiniiiiineii i .Respondent.

Proof of Service.

I certify that I have served the Notice of Appeal on the above-named
Respondent, by depositing a copy thereof in the United States Mail, postage
prepaid, to its attorney of record, Matthew J. Friedman, Assistant Attorney
General, Rembert C. Dennis Building, PO Box 11549, Columbia, SC 29211, on
Tue, Aug 2, 2011
Tue, Aug 2,2011 %ﬁ/

Bryan
O Box 1111
Walterboro, S.C. 29488

(843) 549-9455
Counsel for the Appellant.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
: )
COUNTY OF COLLETON ) 2009-CP-15-830
o P s ) .
- Stanley Linder, #137337, )
)
Applicant, ;
v. )  ORDEROFDISMISSAL
State of South Carolina, ) x §E 3
. ) = =9
Respondent. ) w o
) 20
This matter comes before the Court by way of an applicition for post-convictiih 'ﬁa&
- <3
010. As

(PCR) filed Septeriber 17, 2009. The Respondent made its Return on. February 19, 2
evidentiary hearing into the ’mancr was convened on April 21, 2011 at the Colleton County
Courthouse. The Applicant was present at the hearing and was represented by J.D. Bryan,
Esquire. Matthew J. Friedman, Esquire, of the South Carolin: Attb:_'ney!. Gtm;.ral’s Office
represented the Respondent.

Applicant testified on his own behalf at the 2CR hearing. App!ic;nt’s plea counsel,
Harris Beach, Esquire, ulso testified at the hearing. This Court bal before it the records of the
Colleton County Clerk of Court, Applicant’s records from the South Carolina Deéamncnt of
WOM. the guilty plea transcript, the PCR epplication, Respondent’s Retumn thereto, and a
letter from counsel to Applicant. |

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Ap;iiicant is presently confined in the South Carolina Deparument of Corrections
pursuant to orders of commitment of the Colleton County Clerk of Court. The Applicint was
indicted at the June 2008 term of the Coucion County Grand Jury for \wo counts of incest (2008-

GS-15-546, 547), two counts of criminal sexual conduct (CSC) ~ 3" degres (2008-GS-15-323,

— . ————— — —— it e e sy
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324), and two counts of CSC with a minor — 2% degée (2008-(:S-15-298, 299). Harris Beach,
Esquire, represented the Applicaxiz.' On April 1, 2009, the Applic.nt pled guilty as indicted. The
Honorable Edgar W. Dickson sentenced bim to confinement for cleven (11) years for each count
of CSC with 2 ininor ~ 2% degree and ten (10) years for each othur offense. The sentences were
to run concwrrently. The Applicant did not appeal his conviction 111 sentence.
| ALLEGATIONS
"In his appiication, the Applicant alleges he is being held-is ¢ustody unlawfully for the
following reasons:
1 Ineffective assistance of counse! in that counsel
3. Failed to move to have the indictments quashed.
b. Failed to file discovery motion.
c. Only met with Applicant four (4) times in twehg (12) months.
At the hearing, Applicant alleged ineffective assistance of vounsel for failure to quash the
indicuments. Applicant also alleged that counsel and the investigutor iﬁld. him that he would get

thirty (30) years to life if he went 1o trial.

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

- This Court has had the opportunity to rcv_iew the record ip its entirety and has heard the
testimony and urguments presented at the PCR hearing. - This Court has further had the
opportunity t_-o observe cach witness who testified at the hearing, and to closely pass upon his or
her credibility. This Court has weighed the testimony sccordinidy. Set férm_below are the
relevant findings of fact and conclusions of law as required by S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-80
(2003).

Ap'plicani testified that he only met with counsel four times during the 11 months he was
in jail. He asserted that counsel failed to file a discovery motion. He contended that he wanted

2
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to go to wial, but counsel and his investigator told him he would get thirty (30) years to life at
trial. Applicant tesziﬁéd that counsel failed to move 10 qua$h the indictments. He asserted that
the witnesses were not there on the day of trial, but counse] told Jiim that the victims were there.

Plea counsel testified that he met with Applicant about siv times prior to the plea hearing.
He testified that tﬁexe were n0o problems with the indictments. Counsel testified that he filed for
discovery and reviewed the materials with Applicant. He testificd that be did not rell Applicant
that he would get thirty (30) years to life if be went to trial. Counsel asserted that it was
Applicant’s decision to plead guilty after counsel informed him «f the consequences of the plea
and the sentencing ranges for the offenses. |

~ Ineffective ég_ sistance of Conngel

The App]imz' alleges that.he received ineffective assisiance of counsel. In a post-
conviction relief action, the applicant has the burden of proving the allégaﬁons in the application.
Rule 71.1(c), SCRCP; Butler v. State, 286 §.C. 441, 334 S.E.2d 813 (1985). Where ineffective
assistance of counsel is alleged as a ground for relief, the applicant must prove that “counsel’s
conduct so undermined the proper functioning of the adversarial p,ocess that the trial cangot be
relied upon as having produced a just result.” Strickland v, Washiagtop, 466 U.S. 668 (1984);
Butler, 534 S.E.2d 813.

Thke proper measure of performance is whether the attoriey provided representation
within the range of competence required in criminal cases. The courts presume that counsel
readered adequate assistance and made all significant decisions in the exercise of reasonable
professional judgment. imglmg, >466 US. 668. The applicant must overcome this
presumption in order to receive relief. Cherry, 386 S.E.2d 624.

Courts use a two-pronged test to evaluate allegatious of ineffcctive assistance of counsel.

3
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First, the applicant must prove that counsel’s performance was lleﬁcfent. Under this prong,
attorney performance is measured by its ‘&easonablenéss under professional norms.” Id, at 625
(citing Stickland, 466 U.S. 668). Second, counsel's deficient performance must have prejudiced
the applic;am such thar “there is a reasonable probability that, but for counsel's unprofessional
errors, the result of the proceeding would have been different.” 1d, :it 625. When there has been
a guilty plea, the applicant must prove that counsel's representation was below the standard of
reasonableness and that, but for counsel’s unprofessional errors, there is a reasonable probébility
that he would not have pled guillyA and would have insisted on going to trial. Hill v.. Lockhart,
474 U.S. 52, 58-59, 106 S. Ct. 366, 370 (1985); w 345 S.C. 16, 20, 546 S.E.2d
417, 419 (2001). ' | |

To be knowing and voluntary, a plea must be entered witl: a full understanding of the
charges and the c&nsequences of the plea. Boykin v, Alabama, 395 U.S. 238, 243-44, 89 S. C1.
1709, 1712 (1969); Daver v, State, 304 S.C. 433, 434, 405 S.E.d 391, 392 (1991). When
determining issues relating to guilty pleas, the ct;un will consider the entire record, including the
transcript of the gl.ulty plea, and the evidence presented ar the pust-conviction relief hearing.

Anderson v, State, 342 S.C. 54, 57, 535 S.E.2d 649, 657 (2000) (citing Harres v. Leeke, 282 S.C.

131, 318 S.E.2d 360 (_1984)). When a defendant pleads guilty on the advice of counsel, the plea
may only be attack;d through a claim of ineffective assistance of counsel. Roscoe, 345 S.C. at
20, 546 S.E.2d at 419 (citations omitted), |

This Court finds that counsel’s tcsﬁmony was credible. This Coun ﬁn&s that counsel is a
trial practidoner who has extensive experience in the trial of serious offenses. Counsel conferred
with the Applicant on numerous Mons. During conferences with Vz.he Applicant, counsel
discussed the pending charges, thc.elcments of the charges and what the State was required 10

4
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prove, Applicant’s constitutional rights, Applicant's version of the facts, and possible defenses or
lack thereof.
~ The record reflects that Applicant understood the nature of the charges and the possible
punishments. At the plea b?grizig, he indicated thﬁt he was satisfied with counsel and that no one
threatened him or promised him anything to get him 1o plead guilty. He tola the court that he
was pleading guilty of his own ﬁ_-ee.wx'u. He also agreed with the State’s version of the facts and
apologized to the Court This Court finds that Applicant’s pk-a was entered voluntarily and
inteDigently with a full understanding of the consequences. This Court finds that it was
Applicant’s decision to plead guilty. '

Regarding Applicant's claims of ineffective assistance of counsel, this Court finds
Applicant has failéd 10 meet his burden of proof. This Court /inds that Appﬁant's attorney
demonstrated the normal degree of skill, knowledge, professional judgment, and representation
that are expected of an attorney who practices criminal law in South Carolina. State v.
Bendsrgrass, 270 S.C. 1, 239 S.E.2d 750 (1977); Strickland, 466 USS. at 668; Butle, 286 S.C.
441, 334 S.E.2d 813. This Court further finds counse! adequatily conferred with Applicant,
reviewed the discovery with him, conducted a pmper investigation, and was thoroughly
competex;t in his representation. This Court finds thar counsel’s representation did not fall below
an objective standard of reasonableﬁess.

This Court finds that counsel was not ineffective for failing to move to quash the
indistments. Counse] testified that there were no problems with the indictments. .This Court
finds that Applicant fully understood the nature of the charges aé:dnst him. “{A]a indictment
passes legal mustér when it charges the crime substantially in the language of the starute
prohibiting the crime or so plainly that the nature of the offense charged may be casily

5
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understood.” State v, Tumbleston, 376 S.C. 90, 98, 654 S.E.2d §49, 853 (5.C. Ct. App. 2007)
(citations omitted). Here, the indictments outline the nature of the affenses in plain language.
The Applicant was on notice of the charges against him. Counsel and Applicant -sufﬁcicmly
discussed the elements of cach charge, and counsel believed that Applicant understood the nature
of the offenses. . |

Accordingly, this Court finds the Applicant has failed 1o prove the first prong of the
Strickland test, specifically that counse! failed to render reasonalily effective assistance under
prevailing professional norms. The Applicant failed to present spevific and wmpcﬁing evidence
that counsel committed either erross or omissions in his represeniation of the Applicant. The
Applicant failed to show that counsel’s performance was deficient. This Court .also finds the
Applicant has failed 1o prove the second prong of Strickland, speciiically that he was prejudiced
by plea counsel's performance. This Court concludes the Applicuat has not met his burden of
proving counsel fa.iled‘ to render reasonably effective assistance. $ge Frasier v, State, 351 S.C.
385,389, 570 S.E.2d 172, 174 (2002). . - |
 AllOther Allegations

As to any and all allegations that were raised in the applicution or at the hearing in this
matter and not specifically adglressed in this Order, includiag Au,nlawful sentence and
prosecutorial miscanduct, this Court finds the Applicant failed to present any evidence regarding
such allegatons. Accordingly, this Court finds the Appﬁcut waived such allegations and failed
to meet his burdea of proof regarding them. Thérefore, they are hefvb)" denied and dismissed.

| ' CONCLUSION
Based on all the foregoing, this Court finds and concludes the Applicant has not

established any constitutional violations or deprivations before o during his guilty plea and

6
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sentencing proceedings. Counse] was not deficient in any inanser, nor was the Applicant
prejudiced by counsel’s representation. Therefofe. this applicatron fo} PCR must be denied and
dismissed with prejudice. |

This Court advises the Applicant thathe'mus;t file a noticx- of intent to appeal within thirty
(30) days from the receipt of written notice of entry of this Orde: to secure @pﬁp&te appellate
rcview: H:s attention is also &ireczed to Rules 203, 206, and 243 of the South Carolina Appellate
Court Rules for the appropriate procedures to follow after notice of intent to appeal bas been
timely served and filed.

ITIS THEREFORE ORDERED:
1. That the applmnon for post-conwcuon relief be denied and ‘
dismissed with prejudice; and

2, That the Applicant be remanded to the custody of the ReSpondent

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this par dayof 7% 2011,

7, /ézé——

D. Craig Bro
Presiding Judge
: 14“‘ Judicial Circuit

/ ‘””‘“ , South Carolina.




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA |

) IN THE COURT OF (Select one.)
COUNTY OF COLLETON ) Xl COMMON PLEAS [] FAMILY COURT
) 14TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
STANLEY LINDER #137337, ) CASE NO.: 2009-CP-15-830
Plaintiff(s), ' ) APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL OR GAL
-vs- ) (Select one.)
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, )y [ ORDER
Defendant(s). ) [ AMENDED ORDER
TYPE OF CASE/PROCEEDING: (Check one.)
,k] Post-Conviction Relief (PCR)/habeas case = [] Adoption [ Juvenile
{J SvPcase . (O Custody and/or Visitation {1 Abuse and Neglect
[T Minor Name Change [ Other:

It appears that STANLEY LINDER. who is a litigant in this case. is entitled to court-
appointed counsel or a guardian ad litem.

It turther appears that: (Select only one.)

& counsel/guardian ad litem has not yet been appointed by the court; therefore, an appointment
for counsel/guardian ad litem is necessary.

[J counsel or a guardian ad litem was previously appointed by the court but has indicated either
a possible contlict of interest, an entitlement to exemption, or other 5ood cause warranting
the appointment of-new counsel or guardian ad litem based on:

O counsel was previously appointed by the court but has not indicated that the litigant has
retained private counsel and is no longer entitled to appointed counsel.

U coun appointed counsel has obtained . Esquire as substitute counsel pursuant to Rule
608(h)(2); provided. however, only the member who originally received the appointment
and who sought substitute counsel shall receive credit.

O Other:

Therefore, it is ordered that JOHN D BRYAN, P O BOX 1111, WALTERBORO SC 29488,

X counsel (] tead counsel (if capital PCR case) [] guardian ad litem
hereby is appointed as (Select one.)
for the above-named person. Any counsel or GAL prev1ous|y appointed is/are hereby relieved.

[ (4 Death Penaliy PCR Case) 1t is further ordered that , Esquire, is hereby appointed
as.second counsel in this capital PCR case. ‘

The clerk of court is directed to forward a copy of this order to all persons entitled to

ITIS SO ORDERED THIS 13TH DAY OF AU(?OIO )
[ it

[ICircuit Judge ” XClerk of Court

NOTICE: SC Supreme Count Order of September 29, 2006, requires appointed counsel entitled to payment from the Office of Indigent Defense
(OID)_to gegister the case_untine with Ol within fificen (13) days ol this_appointment at_www.seeid.se.goy,_and _further dircais that
reimbursement vouchers be submitted directly 10 SCCID and not o the trig! Judge or clerk of court See SCCID website tor further delails.

n‘otice

SCCA/267 (03/07)



J.D. BRYAN

ATTORNEY & COUNSELOR AT Law

STREET ADDRESS: - TELEPHONE: . ’ MAILING ADDRESS:
209 EAST WASHINGTON STREET 843-549-9455 PosT OFFiIcE Box | 1 1]
WALTERBORO, SOUTH CAROLINA WALTERBORO, S.C. 29488

Tue, Aug 2, 2011

Joe Savitz -

Chief Appellate Attorney/ Division Director
S.C. Office of Appellate Defense

P.O. Box 11433

Columbiag, S.C. 29211-1433

Re:  Stanley Linder, #137337, v. State
Case No. 2009-CP-15-830.

Our Case No: C 272.

.Dear Sir:

This is to notify you that I have filed a notice of appeal in the above case, held
in Walterboro before the Honorable D. Craig Brown. I was appointed by the Court to
represent Mr. Linder. Please feel free. to contact me if you need any further
assistance. Pursuant to the Supreme Court Rule, the hearings on the matter were as
follows: L

Hearing One:
1. Date of Hearing: 21 Aprll 2011

2. Place of Hearing: Colleton County Courthouse

3. Presiding Judge: D. Craig Brown

4. Name of Court Reporter: Vivian H. Cross

5. Brief description of the nature of trial or hearing: Post Conv1ct10n Relief

Hearing Two. :
There were no other hearings.

Please find enclosed a copy of (1) the letter to Daniel E. Shearhouse, Clerk, S.C.
Supreme Court, and (2) the notice of appeal and proof of service, as well as (3) a copy
of the Order appointing me to represent the Appellant, (4) -a copy of the cover letter
to the Attorney General, and (5) copies of the Order.

With highest personal regards, I remain

:D. Bryan
cc: . client
clerk, S.C. Supreme Court
file

enclosures



J.D. Bryan
ATTORNEY & COUNSELL-UR AT lLAaw
P.O. Box |11
WALTERBOFRO, S.C 2c488

. - The Hon. Daniel E. Shearouse
Clerk of the South Carolina
Supreme Court
P.O. Box 11330
Columbia, S.C. 29211
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