LAW OFFICE OF

Kristy Grafton Golcﬂ)erg, LLC

ATTORNEY AT LAW

October 4, 2013

The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse

Clerk of Court, South Carolina Supreme Court
Post Office Box 11330

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

RE: Mark Harmon, SCDC # 130332, vs. State of South Carolina
Case No. 2012-CP-40-04615

Dear Mr. Shearouse,

Enclosed for filing is a Notice of Appeal in the above referenced case. Also enclosed are a
certificate of service and a copy of the court order which is to’be challenged on appeal.

| would appreciate it if you could file the Notice of Appeal and mail a date-stamped copy back to
me in the enciosed pre-stamped envelope.

By copy of this letter | am informing the Office of Appellate Defense of this Appeal so that they
may begin representation of Mr. Harmon. | am also hereby requesting that Appellate Defense obtain a
copy of the court transcript within the time required by this court.

Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns regarding this matter.

Respectfully,

Yas
Kristy Goldberg ‘e“q‘e“o

CcC: Daniel Gourley QC" \ \)31
Assistant Attorney General E\‘\E cO
Post Office Box 11549 guP?
Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1549 5‘0‘

1720 MAIN STREET ¢ SUITE 301 « COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

PHONE (803) 252-2299 + FACSIMILE (B03) 799-4059 * MOBILE (803) 3151554



Mark Harmon, SCDC # 130332
Walden Correctional Institution
4340 Broad River Road
Columbia, South Carolina 29210

Jeanette McBride, Clerk of Court
1701 Main Street, Room 205
Post office Box 2766

Columbia, South Carolina 29202

Office of Appellate Defense

Chief Appellate Defender — Robert Dudek
PO Box 11433

Columbia, SC 29211-1433




THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Supreme Court

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY

Court of Common Pleas C.Ew E‘D

James R. Barber, III Circuit Court J u&

OURT
Case No. 2012-CP-40-04615 SQ_SUPR\‘—N‘EC

Mark Harmon, SCDC # 130332, ...................... Appellant
V.
State of South Carolina, .. ..................... Respondent.
NOTICE OF APPEAL

Applicant Mark Harmon hereby appeals from the Order of the Honorable James R. Barber,
111 presiding Judge for the 5™ Judicial Circuit, filed August 27, 2013 and received by counsel for the
Applicant on or about September 3, 2013 in the matter of Mark Harmon v. State of South Carolina,

Case No. 2012-CP-40-04615.

October 4, 2013

Kristy Goldberg
Attorney for Plaintiff

Law Office of Kristy Goldberg, LLC.
1720 Main Street, Suite 301
Columbia, SC 29201

Phone (803) 252-2299
kristy@kristygoldberglaw.com



Other Counsel of Record:

Assistant Attorney General, Daniel Gourley
Office of the Attorney General

Post Office Box 11549

Columbia, South Carolina 29211



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Supreme Court

APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas 8 CB“vE:D

James R. Barber, III Circuit Court Judg

3
oo 1o
URT
£CO
Case No. 2012-CP-40-04615 sC. guprEN
Mark Harmon, SCDC # 130332, . ..................... Appellant
V.
State of South Carolina, . ...................... Respondent.
PROOF OF SERVICE

Personally appeared before me, Kristy Goldberg, Esquire, who being duly sworn, deposes
and states:

She is the counsel of record for Applicant;

Service by mail is proper in this instance; and

She has served the NOTICE OF APPEAL on the following party on October 4, 2013 by
depositing one copy in the U.S. Mail, postage prepaid:

Assistant Attorney General, Daniel Gourley
Office of the Attorney General

Post Office Box 11549

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

October 4, 2013 V\M&m\m

Kristy Goldberg -




Attorney for Plaintiff

Law Office of Kristy Goldberg, LLC.
1720 Main Street, Suite 301
Columbia, SC 29201

Phone (803) 252-2299
kristy@kristygoldberglaw.com
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- FORM 4

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMf 1IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF RICHLAND : -
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS o - 4 - ‘ CASE NUNIBER 2012CP4004615
Mark W #130332 Harmon - .. . stateof South Carolma
CPLAINTIFE(S) . -~ . = ‘DEFE_NDANT(S)
Subrmtted by: S — Attorney for : [] Plainﬁﬂ' [] Defendant or D ‘S.elf—Represented Liﬁg'mt--' '

T DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) . :
] Jury V’ERDICT This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a verdlct rendered

D DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to tnal or hea.rmg before the court. The issues have been med or heard anda

decision renderecL 34
E] ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): " - ] Rule 12(b) SCRCP D Rule 41(a) SCRCP (\7531 Noxgmt) o
_ [ Rule 43(), SCRCP (Settled); D Other - . = =
[ ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): .~ =[] Rule 40(j), SCRCP; - D Bankruptcy, : OV"‘ e Mz .
[] Binding arbitration, subject to nght to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award er /C r
E DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPL[CABLE BO)O A oM Mo
_ O Affimed;” [ Reversed, [J Remanded; - [] Other ' : 9"5 == O (=0
NOTE: _ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOT[FYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR ADMlNlSTRATIVE AGENCY@F—I‘HE CI@JIT COUET :
" RULING IN THIS APPEAL." .
ITIS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED E See attached order (formal order to. follow) O Statement of Iudgmerm:by théXourt: —-(

' ORDER ]NFORMATION - _ 2
This ordet I:] ends [] does-not end the case. . . . ' i
 Additional In_formatlon for the Clerk :

.l . INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC INDEX .
o Complete thrs sectxon below when the Judgrnent affects title to real or personal property or 1f any amount should be enrolled Ifthere :
is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below. -

Judgment in Favor of (List name(s) below) Judgment Against (Llst name(s) below) Judgment Amount Te be Enrolled -

$ .

5

It apphcable descnbe the property mcludmg tax map mformatmn and address referenced m the order

The Judgment mformatxon above has.been provrded by the subrmttmg party D1sputes concerning the amounts contained in this form may be "
addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest or additional taxable costs not” - _ -
~ available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provrded to the clerk Note Title abstractors and researchers .

" should refer to the official court order for Judgment detaxls ‘

Circuit Court Judgev ) ) o - Judge Code B . Date
S For Clerk of Court Office Use Only N
This judgment was entered on the day of 520 and a copy mailed first class-or placed in ‘the appropnate

attomey s box on thlS 27 August 2013 to attorneys of record or to parties (when appea.nng pro se) as follows o
Mark W #130332 Harl’non e Kﬁsty Grafton Goldberg ) Robert Daniel Corney

" Mark W #130332 Harmon

“ATTORNEY(S) FoRTnnPLAmevF(s)_ R EC ST A

Court Repo'rter '

SCRCP Form 4C (10/2011).

SCANNED




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

,
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) FOR THE FIFTHJUDICIAL CIRCUIT -
MarkW Harmon., #130332 Ty .

Apphcant,' ) : 'E _ : -
V. ) .
K ) onﬁﬁhbpmsmssa%ﬁi &
) WRIZ: S - =

_State of South Carolma, ) SUPQEME co g§ § 8

| ) sc oy An

Respondent ) et T 9"5 ©. r’:%
S o3 ® o8

o ThlS matter comes before the Court by way of an apphcatron for post-congtl%rehef-%: _" :
_- ﬁled July 2, 2012 ' The Respondent made its Return on August 29, 2012 An evrdentrary _:‘
o hearmg into the matter was convened on June 5 2013 at the Rlchland County Courthouse The |
r;ili_ Apphcant was present at the hearmg and was represented by Knsty Goldberg, Esqulre The

Respondent was represented by Assrstant Attorney General Damel Gourley of the South -
| Carohna Attorney General's Ofﬁce o _" - " | o |
R “PROCEDURAL HISTORY
The records before thrs Court mdrcate that Applicant is presently conﬁned in the South '

Carolma Department of Corrections pursuant to orders of comrmtment of the R10hland County_ -
' 4-‘ Clerk of Court The Apphcant was mdlcted at the July 201 l term of the chhland County Grand -

. . Jury for four counts of Burglary 2" Degree (v1olent) (2001 -GS- 40 3113;5; 7 ;8)- Apphcant pled -'

gurlty as charged on Feburary 8 2012 on four counts of Burglary 2nd (vrolent) and:in addrtron

- warved presentment to an addrtronal count. of Burglary 2™ (vrolent) Apphcant also plead gu1lty

R to an addrtlonal indictment for Safecrackrno which had been d1rectly presented (2012 GS-40-

00694) to the Grand Jury on January 20, 2012. Immedlately after h1s plea the Honorable Ahson -

= s




"Renee Lee sentenced Apphcant to ten years for each Burglary o (v1olent) charge and ten years
for Safecrackmg w1th all sentences to run concurrent Appllcant d.1d not appeal lns sentence or
c_onv1ct10n
In hrs applrcatmn for post-conv1ctlon relief; Apphcant alleges he is bemg held n custody'

unlawfully based on the followmg allegatlons |
: 1.- | meﬁectlve Assrstance of Counsel
: a. "Failure to review discovery with Applicant.

b. Failure to review elements and consequences of

_ pleading to Safecracking charge.

C. Promrsed that I would attend Bethel House

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY PRESENTED

- At the ev1dent1ary hearmg, Apphcant testlﬁed on h1s own behalf The State presented‘.

’ testimony from plea counsel Jenmfer Dav1s Esqmre (Counsel) This Court also had before ita.

copy of Apphcant s gurlty plea transcnpt the records of the Rlchland County Clerk of Court _' )

and Apphcant's records from the South Carolma Department of Correctrons

Dunng the ev1dent1ary hearmg, Apphcant testlﬁed Counsel was appomted to representg

L -hlm for hlS various charges and he met w1th Counsel several tlmes pnor to h1s guﬂty plea o

'Apphcant testlﬁed he knew he could receive apossrble sentence of hfe ‘plus seventy ﬁve years -
- imprisonment on the Burglary charges alone Apphcant testlﬁed he d1d ‘not know about the :
emstence of the Safecrackmg charge unt11 shortly before hrs cullty plea, and adrmtted that at that-
t1me Counsel dlscussed Wlth hun that Safecracklng was a v1olen o offense Applrcant testrﬁed
-- ‘ -the Honorable Judge Lee adwsed him that the Safecrackmg charge would require h1m to. serve a
‘ mrmrnum erghty-ﬁve percent of the sentence Apphcant further testified “I know I deserved :

h tlme and [Judge] Lee gave me time I know I deserve
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Apphcant testlfied he feels Counsel was meffectrve for fa1l1ng to revrew all the dlscovery

.matenal w1th him.- Specrﬁcally, Apphcant testlﬁed Counsel “lrghtly” rev1ewed dlscovery wrth

’ hrm Apphcant alleges Counsel sent hlm a copy of hlS drscovery aﬁer hlS gmlty plea Applrcant'.

. testlﬁed Counsel adv1sed hrm that he would most lrkely be sentenced to Bethel House o

Apphcant elaborated that he was approved to attend Bethel House: However Apphcant testlﬁedn E o

o that he understood he was pleadmg wrthout negotlatrons
Followmg Apphcant s testrmony, Counsel was called to testrfy by the State Counsel'-

: testlﬁed she has practlced excluswely cnmmal law for apprommately six and a- half years

. Counsel testlﬁed she. rev1ewed dtscovery in full w1th Apphcant Counsel further testrﬁed: -

Applicant ‘never asked for a co_py of hls' dlscovery‘ and she typrcally does not give che_nts B

‘discove'ry. while thev are -incarcerated Counsel explajned to Applica‘nt'th‘e elements for- each:‘ I

charge he was facmg Specrﬁcally, Counsel testrﬁed she rev1ewed wnh Apphca.nt the new

Safecrackmg charge the elements and how he would be requrred to serve a mmunum of elghty- SR

. ﬁve percent of the sentence Counsel test1f1ed that she answered all of Apphcant s questlons and_' o

N Apphcant understood everythmg pnor to hlS gmlty plea Counsel further testlﬁed Apphca_nt 'i .

understood it was Judge Lee S decrslon as to whether Apphcant would be glven a sentence where -

he would be allowed to attend Bethel House rehabrhtatron facrhty

Add1t1onally, Counsel testlﬁed she ﬁled a motion for reconsrderatron on the Safe
: Crackmg charge Counsel attempted to mltlgate the charge on the basis that the Safe was not _‘ '
necessanly a bank safe but more hke a lock box, and presented prctures to Judge Lee. Counsel
further asked Judge Lee to consrder -Bethel House because Apphcant became addlcted to

Oxycontm, a pain klller -Appl-rcant was ongmally prescnbed. _
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. FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLI:JSAI'(')NS OF LAW
ThlS Court has had the opporturnty to review the record in 1ts entlrety and has heard the o

- testrmony at the post conthlon rehef hearmg Thrs Court has further had the opportumty to’.

R observe the wrtnesses presented at the hearmg, closely pass upon therr cred1b111ty and wergh thelr -

o -testlmony accordmgly Spec1ﬁcally, thrs Court ﬁnds that Counsel’s testrmony 1s very credrble' .

A whlle Apphcant s testnnony is less credlble Set forth below are the relevant ﬁndlngs of facts'
‘ and conclusrons of law as requrred pursuant to S. C Code Ann §17 27 80 (1985)
In a post-convrctron rehef actlon the Apphcant has the burden of provmg the allegatlons B

in the apphcatlon Rule 71 l(e) SCRCP Butler V. State 286 S C 441 334 S. E2d 813 (1985) .

Where meffectlve assmtance of counsel is alleged as a ground for relref the Apphcant must o

prove that "counsel's conduct 50 undermmed the proper functlomng of the adversanal process

- that the tnal cannot be rehed upon as havmg produced a Just result " Strlckland V. Washmgton,'
i 466 U. S 668 104 S Ct 2052 2064 80 LEd 2d 674 692 (1984) Butler 286 S. C 441 334'
: e-,waEzd 813 (1985) L R o

The proper measure of performance is whether the attorney prov1ded representatron-

S w1th1n the: range of competence requlred 1n cnmmal cases Courts presume .that ~counsel_ o ‘

- rendered adequate a531stance and made all significant decrsmns m the exerc1se of reasonable _

profess1onal Judgment Butler 286 S.C. 441 334 S.E. 2d 813 (1985) Appllcant must overcome

| ) thrs presumptron to recelve relief.. Cherrv V. State 300 S. C 115 386 S. E 2d 624 (1989).
. Courts ‘use a two-pronged test. in evaluatmg alleganons of meffectrve ass1stance ‘of
counsel | First, the Apphcant must prove that counsel's performance was deﬁcrent Under this -
) prong, attorney performance is measured by 1ts "reasonableness under professronal norms."

Che eIy, 300 S C. at 117, 385 S. E2d at 625 (crtmg Strrckland) Second, counsel‘s deﬁcrent
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3 performance must have prejudiced the 'Applicant such that "there is a reasonable prbbability’ that x
but for counsel's unprofesstonal erTors, the result of the proceedmg would have been dlfferent !
. Ch m, 300 S. C. at 117 18 386 S E. 2d at 625 Wlth respect to gurlty plea counsel the

AAppllcant must show that there is a reasonable probab111ty that, but for counsel's alleged errors,

- he would not. have pled gullty and would have msrsted on gomg to trral Hrll V. Lockhart 474 _ .
-_.U S 52 106 S Ct 366 88 L Ed 2d 203 (1985) Below are th1s Court s ﬁndmgs in regards to
| each of Applrcant s allegatlons of meffectrve assmtance of counsel

" | INEFFECTIVE ASSIST ANCE OF COUNSEL
ThlS Court finds. Apphcant's allegatlon that he was demed effectlve a351stance of trial
counsel due to Counsel’s farlure to adv1se h1m that Safecrackrng reqmres serv1ce of erghty ﬁve
percent of hrs sentence 1s wnhout ment Tlus Court ﬁnds the gurlty plea transcnpt along w1th'.‘ --

Counsel’s credlble testlmony, reveals Apphcant was well aware of the mrmmum erghty ﬁve

- percent requrrement Apphcant alleges Counsel falled to advrse hrm that he would be requrred to- V‘; ,

C s -'serve elghty-ﬁve percent of hrs sentence and had he known thrs requlrement he would have

| VmSISted on: gomg to tnal However Counsel testlﬁed that she explamed to Apphcant that- o

| : Safecrackmg reqmres he be mcarcerated for at’ least e1ghty ﬁve percent of hlS sentence Counsel |
explame‘d to Apphcant the elements of the offense and cons_equences of his plea. Further, the

plea _transcript shows that Judge Lee advised- him that Safecracking requires service of at least -

| eighty—ﬁve'percent'of the sentence imposed ' ThlS Court ﬁnds that Applicant has failed to meet' '

» 'hls burden of proof 1n regards to’ thls allegatlon and accordmgly thrs allegatron must be denied ,
and drsrmssed w1th prejudlce |
Addltlonally, tlus Court ﬁnds Apphcant’s alleoanon of meffectrve a551stance of tr1al‘ N

counsel due to Counsel’s alleged fa.llure to review h1s drscovery materlal is also w1thout ment
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Based on the credrble testrrnony of Counsel thls Court ﬁnds Counsel revrewed Applrcant s case, |
'mcludmg all drscovery matenals extensrvely with Apphcant and answered all of Apphcant s
questlons pnor to the gmlty plea Counsel testrﬁed it 1s her practlce to not grve her cl1ents a copy |

-. of the dlscovery 1f they are mcarcerated Where counsel artlculates vahd reasons for employmg :

a certam strategy, counsel's chorce of tactlcs wrll not be deemed meﬁ‘ectlve assrstance ) :

' Whrtehead V. State 308 S. C 119 417 S E. 2d 530 (1992) Thls Court ﬁnds that the Apphcant' -

attorney demonstrated a normal degree of sklll knowledge and professronal Judgment that i 1s;

expected of an- attorney who practrces cnmmal law Addttlonally, this Court ﬁnds that the, )

Apphcant has not shown actual preJudlce from thls alleged deﬁcrency of counsel Therefore thls
- Court ﬁnds thrs allegatlon must be demed and dlsmrssed with preJudrce |
Fmally, thrs Court ﬁnds Applrcant’s a]legatxon that Counsel was meffectrve for adwsmg' '

him that he would be sentenced to a year at Bethel House is wrthout merrt Appl1cant testrﬁed‘ _

L Counsel explalned to h1m pI‘lOI' to hlS gullty plea that he would sent to Bethel House due to his

S addtctron to Oxycontm a pam klller that he was prevrously prescnbed However Applrcantf’”:;'__‘ )

Afurther testlﬁed that he ‘'was aware that hlS gullty plea was- entered lnto w1thout negotlatrons and S

R ) Tudge Les »had_ complete discretion when sentencing App_hcant. :Apphc_ant.testlﬁed that no one

| had_promised‘ h1m anythrng in order for him to plead,guilty. . Counsel testiﬁed that ‘she asked
» Judge ‘L'ee to consider-allowmg 'Applicant to. go to B'ethel HoUSe but she also 'adyis'ed Applicant '
-+ that Judge Lee had complete drscretron in decrdmg Applicant’s sentence Apphcant understood '.
.- the State was askmg for twenty years. This Court ﬁnds that Apphcant has failed to meet his
burden of _pro_of in regards to this allegatron, and accordmgly thrs a]legatlon must be demed and :

dismissed with prejudice.
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_ ALL OTHER ALLEGATIONS

As to any and all allegatlons that were’ rmsed in. the apphcatron or at the hearmg in: thJS.

matter and not specrﬁcally addressed in thrs Order this Court ﬁnds the Apphcant farled to'

S present sufﬁc1ent ev1dence regardrng such allegatrons Accordmgly, tlns Court ﬁnds the V

'-Apphcant wmved such allegatrons and farled to meet h1s burden of proof regardmg them p-

’ ., Therefore they are hereby demed and dlsmlssed T .
| CONCLUSION

Based on-all the foregomg, tlns Court ﬁnds and concludes that the Apphcant has not

- estabhshed any constrtutlonal violations or depnvatlons that would requlre this court o grant lus E

: | apphcatlon Therefore tlns appl1cat10n for post-convrcnon rehef must be demed and d.lSInlSSCd_ :

N w1th prejudlce | " R | A

: ThlS Court notes that that Appllcant must ﬁle and serve a not1ce of appeal w1thm thrrty_ :

S . days from the recelpt by counsel of wntten notlce of entry of Judgment to secure the appropnate":: a

appellate rev1ew See Rule 203 SCACR Pursuant to Austm v State 305 S C 453 (1991), ) y )

Apphcant has a rrght to an appellate counsel’s assrstance in seekmg review of the demal of post-‘ o

o conv1ct10n rehef Rule 7l l(g) SCRCP prov1des that 1f the appllcant wrshes to seek appellate Sl

. '_revrew, post-convrctlon rehef counsel must serve and ﬁle a Notrce of Appeal on the Appllcant s .
"behalf. Applicant is directed to South Carolina_ Appellate Court Rule 243 for appropriate

proc_edures for appeal. '

[signature block on following page)-
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ITIS THEREFORE ORDERED

. 1. That the Apphcatlon for Post—Conv1ct10n Rehef must be demed and
' dlsmlssed w1th preJudlce and - ~

A 2 The Apphcant must be remanded to’ the custody of the Respondent

- ANDITISSOORDEREDt}us /7 day of /urv‘ | ,2013

A e

JAMESR BARBER, III -
Presiding Judge - :
Fifth Judicial Circuit -

@Mw , South Carolina

dP_age-80f8__
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

. ) IN THE - COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
-COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) ' - - : :
Mark W. Harmon, #130332 ) CASENO. |
[ Plaintiff _, ) - 2012-CP-40-4615.

V. ) MOTION AND ORDER INFORMATION

: ' ) FORMANDCOVER SHEET -

- ‘State OfSouth Carolma ). A -

EDefendant ) ; E -2

_ Plamtrff’s Attorney L ST | Defendant’s Attorney: = . . -€3=4 GE’ ks |-
© - | Kristy Grafton Goldberg, BarNo - | Daniel Gourley, Bar No L Pm i =
Address: - o .| Address:’ . R Rog.. . mg :
1720 Main Sireet, Suite 301 "~ - [P.O.Box 11549 - Sx JF Oo |
Colimbia, $€29201 .~ ... . | Columbia, SC29211 = Yo s T
| phone: © fax: T phone: (803) 734-3737 fax: (803) 734-5313{,;_. i3
- e-mail:" -other; -~ - | e-mail: “other: - . t:q CR

“| Xl FORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS II and III)
IZ_PROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT ORDER (complete SECTIONS I and III) '

] MOTION HEAR]N G REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete SECTIONS Iand ]]I)

_ SECTION I: Hearmg Informatlon
Nature of Mation:

| Estimated Time Needed: Court Reporter Needed ] YES / |Z NO
LT _ SECTION II: Motion/Ordeér Type B
{] Written motion attached R D : '
E Form Motion/Order : ; :
I hereby move for rehef or actron by the court as set forth in the atiached proposed order

: - SECTION III Motlon Fee
D PAlD AMOUNT S
X EXEMPT: []Ruleto Show Cause in Chrld or Spousal Support -
" (check reason) [_] Domestic Abuse or Abuse and Neglect -
) [] Indigent Status - [] State Agency v. Indigent. Party -
g Sexually Violent Predator Act X Post-Conv1ct10n Relref
] Motion for Stay in Bankruptcy T
- [] Motion for Publication. [ ] Motion for Executron (Rule 69 SCRCP)
O Proposed order submitted at request of the court; or,
- . reduced to writing from motion made in open court per _]udge ] msh'uctrons

L ' - uly17,201 B ,
Srgnature of Attomey for DPlamtlff /Defendant “. Date submitted . -

Name of Court Reporter
- [[] Other:
» JUDGE?’S SECTION - .

] Motion Fee to be paid upon filing of the attached | _ - L

order. - JUDGE‘

] Other: - o ' - o o

o CODE ~__Date:
CLERK’S VERIF ICATION . .

: " Date Filed:

Collected by: _ - '

] MOTION FEE COLLECTED:

[C] CONTESTED — AMOUNT DUE: __

SCCA/233 (11-03)
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