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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Attached is the State’s return to the motion to unseal all trial exhibits, along with a
certificate of service and a copy of the service email, which we submit for filing with
the court.  Thank you.
 
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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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 


___________________________ 
 


APPEAL FROM AIKEN COUNTY 
The Honorable Martha M. Rivers, Circuit Court Judge 


___________________________ 
 


Appellate Case No.  2025-001967 
____________________________ 


 
THE STATE, 


 
RESPONDENT 
 


v. 
 


ALVIN ARTIS, IV,  
 


APPELLANT. 
 


___________________________ 
 


RETURN TO MOTION TO UNSEAL ALL TRIAL EXHIBITS 
___________________________ 


 
Appellant has moved to unseal Court Exhibit 6, and all ex parte motions and orders 


maintained by the Aiken County Clerk of Court “for the limited purpose of review by appellate 


counsel and counsel for the state.”  (Mtn. at 1).  Respondent largely agrees with the motion; 


however, Respondent objects and opposes the relief requested as it pertains to Court Exhibit 6.  


The objection is based on the existing provisions of the prior order for sealing that allows appellate 


counsel access to the matter through defense counsel.  In support of its position, Respondent 


submits:  


1. Court Exhibit 6 contains sensitive matter that the circuit court judge deemed should 


be sealed to prevent harm to a witness and investigation(s).  (Mtn. Exhibit C).  Specifically, the 


circuit court judge found that the protective order and sealing was necessary for witness safety and 
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to “preserv[e] the nature of confidential relationships in investigations” by law enforcement.   


(Mtn. Exhibit C at [unnumbered] p. 1-2).   See Ex parte Cap. U-Drive-It, Inc., 369 S.C. 1, 12, 630 


S.E.2d 464, 470 (2006) (“In deciding whether to seal or unseal a court record, the court must make 


specific factual findings, on the record, which weigh the need for secrecy against the right of 


access.”).  To underscore here the sensitive nature of the material, the judge noted that the State 


sought to have the matter–which after review by the judge was deemed irrelevant and inadmissible 


for this appellant’s trial—to be destroyed.  


While the circuit court judge sealed the exhibit for discrete reasons, the judge also expressly 


provided that appellate counsel could have access:  “Defense counsel shall not provide the 


information contained in the records to any person or entities except the Defendant, Alvin Artis, 


and his counsel for the limited purpose of appellate and Post-Conviction Relief proceedings.”  


(Mtn. Exhibit C at [unnumbered] p. 2).  Thus, current appellate counsel has the authority to review 


the matter through defense counsel. Essentially, the judge balanced the interest of all involved by 


sealing the exhibit and restricting dissemination while also providing permission for appellant’s 


future counsel to review defense counsel’s copy.  There is no obvious reason, or any reason 


presented, that the protective order sealing the court exhibit should be nullified in full simply to 


facilitate review of the matter (which may not even be used in the appellate process) when the 


order provides for adequate review of the matter in question through defense counsel.  This portion 


of the motion should be denied.     


2. Respondent consents and joins in the request for an order unsealing the ex parte 


orders and motions and to allow both parties access to those filings.  
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THEREFORE, based on the foregoing, Respondent respectfully requests that this Court 


modify the proposed order to the unsealing only of the ex parte motions and orders maintained by 


the Aiken County Clerk of Court.   


Should the Court disagree with Respondent and find the court exhibit also subject to 


unsealing, Respondent respectfully moves to hold an order to unseal the exhibit in abeyance until 


an attorney for SLED may address SLED’s position on continued sensitivity of the information 


before directing unsealing and public access to currently protected matter.   


 


Respectfully Submitted, 
 


ALAN WILSON 
Attorney General 


 
DONALD J. ZELENKA 
Deputy Attorney General 
 
MELODY J. BROWN 
Senior Assistant Deputy Attorney General 
 
Office of the Attorney General 


         Post Office Box 11549 
             Columbia, South Carolina  29211-1549 
             (803) 734-6305 
 
        s/Melody J. Brown 
       By:_________________________ 
              S.C. Bar No. 14244 
 
May 15, 2026      ATTORNEYS FOR RESPONDENT 


 


 


  








  


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 


___________________________ 
 


APPEAL FROM AIKEN COUNTY 
The Honorable Martha M. Rivers, Circuit Court Judge 


___________________________ 
 


Appellate Case No.  2025-001967 
____________________________ 


 
THE STATE, 


 
RESPONDENT 
 


v. 
 


ALVIN ARTIS, IV,  
 


APPELLANT. 
_______________________________________ 


 
PROOF OF SERVICE 


________________________________________ 
 


The undersigned certifies that pursuant to Rule 262(c)(3), SCACR and the Supreme 
Court order of April 24, 2024, the Return to Motion to Unseal All Trial Exhibits, along with 
Certificate of Service, has been forwarded to Appellant's counsel, W. Chandler Norville, 
Esquire via email today to cnorville@sccid.sc.gov and to his assistant at 
KWarren@sccid.sc.gov. 


 
This 15th day of May 2026.          


        s/Melody J. Brown 
       By:_________________________ 
              S.C. Bar No. 14244 
       ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
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Dear counsel:
 
Please find attached a copy of the State’s return to the motion to unseal all trial exhibits,
along with a certificate of service.  The return and certificate will be filed shortly with the
Court of Appeals. 
 
Kind regards,
 
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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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 



___________________________ 
 



APPEAL FROM AIKEN COUNTY 
The Honorable Martha M. Rivers, Circuit Court Judge 



___________________________ 
 



Appellate Case No.  2025-001967 
____________________________ 



 
THE STATE, 



 
RESPONDENT 
 



v. 
 



ALVIN ARTIS, IV,  
 



APPELLANT. 
 



___________________________ 
 



RETURN TO MOTION TO UNSEAL ALL TRIAL EXHIBITS 
___________________________ 



 
Appellant has moved to unseal Court Exhibit 6, and all ex parte motions and orders 



maintained by the Aiken County Clerk of Court “for the limited purpose of review by appellate 



counsel and counsel for the state.”  (Mtn. at 1).  Respondent largely agrees with the motion; 



however, Respondent objects and opposes the relief requested as it pertains to Court Exhibit 6.  



The objection is based on the existing provisions of the prior order for sealing that allows appellate 



counsel access to the matter through defense counsel.  In support of its position, Respondent 



submits:  



1. Court Exhibit 6 contains sensitive matter that the circuit court judge deemed should 



be sealed to prevent harm to a witness and investigation(s).  (Mtn. Exhibit C).  Specifically, the 



circuit court judge found that the protective order and sealing was necessary for witness safety and 
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to “preserv[e] the nature of confidential relationships in investigations” by law enforcement.   



(Mtn. Exhibit C at [unnumbered] p. 1-2).   See Ex parte Cap. U-Drive-It, Inc., 369 S.C. 1, 12, 630 



S.E.2d 464, 470 (2006) (“In deciding whether to seal or unseal a court record, the court must make 



specific factual findings, on the record, which weigh the need for secrecy against the right of 



access.”).  To underscore here the sensitive nature of the material, the judge noted that the State 



sought to have the matter–which after review by the judge was deemed irrelevant and inadmissible 



for this appellant’s trial—to be destroyed.  



While the circuit court judge sealed the exhibit for discrete reasons, the judge also expressly 



provided that appellate counsel could have access:  “Defense counsel shall not provide the 



information contained in the records to any person or entities except the Defendant, Alvin Artis, 



and his counsel for the limited purpose of appellate and Post-Conviction Relief proceedings.”  



(Mtn. Exhibit C at [unnumbered] p. 2).  Thus, current appellate counsel has the authority to review 



the matter through defense counsel. Essentially, the judge balanced the interest of all involved by 



sealing the exhibit and restricting dissemination while also providing permission for appellant’s 



future counsel to review defense counsel’s copy.  There is no obvious reason, or any reason 



presented, that the protective order sealing the court exhibit should be nullified in full simply to 



facilitate review of the matter (which may not even be used in the appellate process) when the 



order provides for adequate review of the matter in question through defense counsel.  This portion 



of the motion should be denied.     



2. Respondent consents and joins in the request for an order unsealing the ex parte 



orders and motions and to allow both parties access to those filings.  
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THEREFORE, based on the foregoing, Respondent respectfully requests that this Court 



modify the proposed order to the unsealing only of the ex parte motions and orders maintained by 



the Aiken County Clerk of Court.   



Should the Court disagree with Respondent and find the court exhibit also subject to 



unsealing, Respondent respectfully moves to hold an order to unseal the exhibit in abeyance until 



an attorney for SLED may address SLED’s position on continued sensitivity of the information 



before directing unsealing and public access to currently protected matter.   



 



Respectfully Submitted, 
 



ALAN WILSON 
Attorney General 



 
DONALD J. ZELENKA 
Deputy Attorney General 
 
MELODY J. BROWN 
Senior Assistant Deputy Attorney General 
 
Office of the Attorney General 



         Post Office Box 11549 
             Columbia, South Carolina  29211-1549 
             (803) 734-6305 
 
        s/Melody J. Brown 
       By:_________________________ 
              S.C. Bar No. 14244 
 
May 15, 2026      ATTORNEYS FOR RESPONDENT 



 



 



  



















  



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 



___________________________ 
 



APPEAL FROM AIKEN COUNTY 
The Honorable Martha M. Rivers, Circuit Court Judge 



___________________________ 
 



Appellate Case No.  2025-001967 
____________________________ 



 
THE STATE, 



 
RESPONDENT 
 



v. 
 



ALVIN ARTIS, IV,  
 



APPELLANT. 
_______________________________________ 



 
PROOF OF SERVICE 



________________________________________ 
 



The undersigned certifies that pursuant to Rule 262(c)(3), SCACR and the Supreme 
Court order of April 24, 2024, the Return to Motion to Unseal All Trial Exhibits, along with 
Certificate of Service, has been forwarded to Appellant's counsel, W. Chandler Norville, 
Esquire via email today to cnorville@sccid.sc.gov and to his assistant at 
KWarren@sccid.sc.gov. 



 
This 15th day of May 2026.          



        s/Melody J. Brown 
       By:_________________________ 
              S.C. Bar No. 14244 
       ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
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