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qC Court of App2os ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

State of South Carolina
County of

Py

On this_ #{ day of, W ,20_2.§ before me personally

appeared, KMM, who provided satisfactory evidence ofher

Document Holder

identification to be the person whose name is subscribed to this instrument and she

acknowledged that she executed the foregoing instrument by her signature here.

Ao (ke

7 Document Holder's § ignature

Sworn to (or affirmed) and subs%ribed before me this the__ ¥ day‘of
20 8

Official Signature of Notary

T. Themas  NotaryPubiic

Notary's printed or typed name

(Official Seal)

MeLomueK county, South Catolina

My commission expires: 16 g % ¢ ZO&O

¥The county listed at the tap of the acknowledgenent is the county where the notarization is taking place. The cointy wear the
notary’s signature is the natary’s county of residence.

TALISA THOMAS
Notary Public

State of South Carolina
‘d My Commission Expires.Oct 28, 2030
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