From: Melody Brown

To: Robert Meek; Kyle Ratliff; Emily Borneisen; robin blume@scd.uscourts.gov; Billie Goodman; Brian Shropshire;
Shealy, Brenda

Cc: Charles Grose; j.welling@phillipsblack.org; j.perkovich@phillipsblack.org; Lindsey S. Vann; Emily Paavola;
Zelenka, Don; Angela Brown

Subject: RE: South Carolina Execution Scheduled for Friday, June 13, 2025 at 6:00 pm - Stephen Stanko

Date: Friday, May 30, 2025 5:36:33 PM
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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

STATUS UPDATE: Still scheduled as noted

Please be advised that the execution referenced above is still scheduled for Friday, June
13 at 6:00 p.m. As of this email, there is no presently pending litigation.

The Supreme Court of South Carolina denied a motion for stay earlier this week. The basis
for the motion was related to a request for additional information on the available methods
of execution in South Carolina. The litigation may be accessed here:

https://ctrack.sccourts.org/public/caseView.do?cslID=83308 . The May 28, 2025 order is
attached.

Sincerely,

MELODY J. BROWN, Senior Assistant Deputy Attorney General

Office of the South Carolina Attorney General

Capital and Collateral Litigation Section | Office 803-734-6305 | mbrown@scag.gov
P.O. Box 11549 | Columbia, SC 29211

scag.gov

This email, along with any attachments, is considered confidential and may be legally privileged. If you have received it in
error please notify the sender immediately by reply email and then delete this message from your system. Please do not
copy it or use it for any purposes, or disclose its contents to any other person. This email, and attachments, are subject to
FOIA requests. Thank you for your cooperation.

From: Melody Brown

Sent: Friday, May 16, 2025 9:59 AM

To: 'Robert Meek' <rmeek@supremecourt.gov>; 'Kyle Ratliff' <kratliff@supremecourt.gov>; 'Emily
Borneisen' <Emily_Borneisen@ca4.uscourts.gov>; 'robin_blume@scd.uscourts.gov'
<robin_blume@scd.uscourts.gov>; 'Billie Goodman' <Billie_Goodman@scd.uscourts.gov>; 'Brian
Shropshire' <Brian_Shropshire@scd.uscourts.gov>; 'Shealy, Brenda' <BShealy@sccourts.org>

Cc: 'Charles Grose' <charles@groselawfirm.com>; 'j.welling@phillipsblack.org'
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina

The State, Respondent,
V.
Stephen Stanko, Appellant.

Appellate Case No. 2025-000889

ORDER

Appellant asks this Court to oversee the execution method certification by the
Interim Director of the South Carolina Department of Corrections (SCDC) and
seeks information from SCDC concerning the firing squad and lethal injection
methods of execution. Appellant further asks for a stay of his execution to permit
SCDC to collect and provide the requested information.

SCDC has developed and implemented protocols and policies to carry out
executions by firing squad, and the affidavit of the Interim Director states SCDC
has the necessary firearms and ammunition for the execution and that members of
the firing squad have completed all required training. Appellant has not shown -
that any variation in the firing squad execution of Mikal D. Mahdi from that of
Brad Keith Sigmon was caused by SCDC's failure to. follow the protocols for
execution by firing squad or that the Director's certification in Mahdi's case was
incorrect or insufficient in any way. Citing the Court's statement in Owens 11, 443
S.C. at 284,904 S.E.2d at 600, that "[t]he outer limit of the period of time in which
an inmate will suffer pain—unless there is a massive botch of the execution in
which each member of the firing squad simply misses the inmate's heart—is hardly
more than fifteen seconds," Appellant asserts Mahdi's firing squad execution was
not conducted according to protocol because Mr. Mahdi remained conscious longer
than expected. However, the autopsy shows the firing squad did not miss Mahdi's
heart but shot through the pericardial sac and the right ventricle. Further,
Appellant admits that various factors, such as whether the inmate is given anti-
anxiety medication prior to the execution and the positioning of the body during
the x-ray compared to the positioning during the execution, could account for the





differences in the two executions. The State additionally notes the evidence shows
the target was placed on Mahdi's chest as required by protocol, the bullets hit the
target, and Mahdi was struck with three bullets.

Appellant has made no showing that Mahdi's execution was "botched" or that
protocols were not followed such that Appellant needs further information to make
an informed election of the method of his execution. We conclude Appellant is not
entitled to the information he seeks about the firing squad.

As to Appellant's request for information about lethal injections, the affidavit of the
Interim Director states "lethal injection is available via a single dose of
pentobarbital." It further states "the dosage called for by [SCDC's] lethal injection
protocol is sufficiently potent such that administration in accordance with the
protocol will result in death." Appellant asserts the three most recent lethal
injections have deviated from the protocol by administering a second dose of
pentobarbital; however, the protocol specifically provides for a second dose and
subsequent doses, if needed, and states, "This process will continue until the
physician determines death has occurred.” The reasons for the second dose, and
any further doses, of pentobarbital are specifically set forth in the protocol, which
was followed in the most recent lethal injection executions. Therefore, Appellant
has not shown any need for further information on lethal injection.

Appellant has failed to present any basis for the additional information he seeks.
Therefore, the requests are denied. Moreover, because there are no exceptional
circumstances warranting a stay of Appellant's execution, the request for a stay is
denied. See In re Stays of Execution in Cap. Cases, 321 S.C. 544, 548,471 S.E.2d
140, 142 (1996) (requiring exceptional circumstances warranting the issuance of a
stay of execution).






Columbia, South Carolina
May 28 , 2025

cc:
E. Charles Grose, Jr.
Lindsey Sterling Vann
Emily C. Paavola
Alan McCrory Wilson
Donald J. Zelenka
Melody Jane Brown
Salley Wood Elliott
Barton Jon Vincent
Joseph Welling
Joseph Perkovich

Joel E. Anderson






<j.welling@phillipsblack.org>; 'j.perkovich@phillipsblack.org' <j.perkovich@phillipsblack.org>;
Lindsey S. Vann <lindsey@justice360sc.org>; Emily Paavola <emily@justice360sc.org>; Don Zelenka
<DZelenka@scag.gov>; Angela Brown <abennett@scag.gov>

Subject: South Carolina Execution Scheduled for Friday, June 13, 2025 at 6:00 pm - Stephen Stanko

Please accept this email as notice of an upcoming execution in South Carolina. The Clerk of
the Supreme Court of South Carolina issued an Execution Notice this morning (attached). By
operation of statute, the execution must take place the fourth Friday after the notice is
received. See S.C. Code Ann. § 17-25-370. Consequently, the execution will be Friday, June
13, 2025. The time is set for 6:00 pm. There is no litigation presently pending. Contact
information for the attorneys follows.

For the State of South Carolina:

I am the primary contact for the State. I may be reached at this email address, and my direct
line at work is 803-734-3742. My cell phone number is 803-622-3582.

For Mr. Stanko:
Charles Grose, Esq., is the primary contact for Mr. Stanko, and his contact number is 864-

538-4466.

All attorneys presently listed for Mr. Stanko are:

E. Charles Grose, Jr., Esq.
The Grose Law Firm, LLC
305 Main Street
Greenwood, SC 29646
(864) 538-4466

charles@groselawfirm.com

Joseph C. Welling, Esq.
Phillips Black, Inc.

100 N. Tucker Blvd. Suite 750
St. Louis, MO 63101

(314) 629-2492

j.welling@phillipsblack.org

Joseph J. Perkovich, Esq.
Phillips Black, Inc.

Post Office Box 3547
New York, NY 10008
(212) 400-1660

l.perkovich@phillipsblack.org

Lindsey S. Vann, Esq.,

lindsev@justice360sc.org
Emily Paavola, Esq.

emily@justice360sc.org
Justice 360
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900 ElImwood Avenue, Suite 200
Columbia, SC 29201
(803) 765-1044

Sincerely,

MELODY J. BROWN, Senior Assistant Deputy Attorney General

Office of the South Carolina Attorney General

Capital and Collateral Litigation Section | Office 803-734-6305 | mbrown@scag.gov
P.O. Box 11549 | Columbia, SC 29211

scag.gov

This email, along with any attachments, is considered confidential and may be legally privileged. If you have received it in
error please notify the sender immediately by reply email and then delete this message from your system. Please do not
copy it or use it for any purposes, or disclose its contents to any other person. This email, and attachments, are subject to
FOIA requests. Thank you for your cooperation.
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