77/*2 STHTE OF. uﬁl’ﬁ/ C/?/?M@//f’
:ZEV /;Z/if J //}@fg/t’/zf 5’.’/7/%?7/#}&4 STUTH CARGL (1A

— RECEIVED
APPKAL F?gaM é’/\”EEN WiliE C&z/Wy  MAY 1352026
VERNOM £ DR cf/m//fc’aym%
- Couerbe (m//mm FLEAS

@ c’/v///m/ PLEAES M&éﬁ%’ ﬂf’%’&%’

8.C. SUPREME COURT

g

L

25’

gﬁgﬁyfémmﬂs @‘ & 4 & w a 8 i g .m w v 5 p ’API%/LZJ}A@V
STE OFSUHARIMA, , . ., . APEILFEE.

—

" N@“@g 0F APPEAL

AFPELI T, 4%7/96445 T DR DISissInG 4/ CASE BY /7%5 Kﬁz/ﬂ’

0F Comiion %MF%W%/W@WJ&/WL CikewiTon e _’7/_,
DAY OF__ Aty 2924 .

AppeLin W’ﬁ/ﬁ%s TTHE LS ) ST F%MMER/ Wiy S AUS
ZAD/ BERTAND /5 REPHESTTNIG 4%9/017//\;@/’%0/5 COUMSEL. ,

Sweien) prip scined Brorents  f Bully et
7#/5 B/}}’ ﬁ/—’ er)k.v ZﬁZéi : : 1 v

J

/Wm,ey %L/ ¢ 7'/77&50&/77/ CHROLINA
MY Comintis St EXPIPER 5 05222034

AN AUDREY AILEEN WEBSTER HORTON

| 3.3 e
MY COMMISSION EXFTR So;z:a,;
(& BoBgy JoEBARIO, yse | Y




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Bobby Joe Barton
Plaintiff
ORDER
2025CP2305538

VS.

State of South Carolina
Defendants,

On March 19, 2026, Bobby Joe Barton, Plaintiff, filed a Motion for
Reconsideration and to Alter and Amend; and Objections regarding the Court’s
issuance of Order Instructions.

After further review of the file, exhibits and arguments, the Court finds
Plaintiff’s Motions and Objections are Premature. In the absence of a final formal
Order of the Court, Plaintiff’s Motion is respectfully denled and Objections are
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“Vernorn F. Dubar * ™
Circuit Court Judge




) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE ) THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUT
)
Bobby Joe Barton )
) Case No.: 2025CP2305538"
Plaintiff. ) :
) |
V. ) S
. ) ORDER INSTRUCTIONS
State of South Carolina )
)
Defendant. )

A hearing was held on January 28; 2026, to address the Motions filed by Bobby

Joe Barton, Plaintiff and State of South Carolina, Defendant.

Appearing at the hearing were Bobby Joe Barton, unrepresented or Pro Se

Defendant, and Carly Davis from South Carolina’s Attorney General’s Office on behalf of

the State.

The Motions are addressed as follows:

1. Plaintiff's Motion for a Continuance is respectfully denied.

2. Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss is granted with prejudice.

Ms. Davis please prepare a formal order consistent with this decision.

And It Is So Ordered.
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The Honorabld Vernon F. Dunbar
Thirteenth Judicial Circuit )
Greenville, South Carolina
March 10, 2026.
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