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Good Morning, 
 
Attached for service in the above-referenced case are the Final Brief of Appellant and Final Reply Brief of Appellant 
which will be filed today, December 31, 2025, with the Court of Appeals via email filing. 
 
Respectfully,  
Kaylynn 
Kaylynn Warren 
Administrative Assistant 
South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense 
Division of Appellate Defense 
(803) 734-1330 
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Charge on law and verdict 


The court charged the jury on the law, and specifically, as to ABHAN, the court 


explained that state must prove beyond a reasonable doubt that "the Defendant unlawfully 


injured another person; and either: that great bodily injury to another person resulted; or that the 


act was accomplished by means that likely produced great bodily injury or death." R. 319, II. 2-


6. The court continued that great bodily injury meant "bodily injury which causes substantial


risk of death, or which causes serious, permanent disfigurement, or protracted loss, or 


impairment of the function ofa bodily member or organ." R. 319, II. 7-11. 


The jury sent a note requesting the definition of great bodily injury. R. 329, II. 15-16; R. 


364. The court provided the statute's single-sentence definition to the jury. R. 330, II. 24-25; R.


365. The jury sent another note requesting a transcript of Cupid and Kimble's testimony. R.


331, II. 11-12; R. 363 The court had the court reporter cue the portion of the testimony that the 


jury requested to hear. R. 331, II. 21-22. The requested testimony was played for the jury. R. 


333, II. 14-15. 


The jury then returned a verdict of guilty as to the ABHAN charge, and acquitted 


appellant of kidnapping and first-degree burglary. R. 334, I. 14-335, I. 8. 


Sentencing 


Prior to sentencing, defense counsel renewed all prior motions. R. 338, II. 3-4. The court 


ultimately imposed a sentence of ten years imprisonment, with credit for two days' time served, 


and signed a permanent restraining order for twenty years prohibiting contact with Cupid and her 


children. R. 360, I. 20-361, I. 13. 
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