State OF South Carolina
In The Appe’ late. Court

Appeal Fron GY‘PEYIV;NQ, Coum"g
Honomé/e, Letitia . Ver'(/i'n,ﬂ'&Jge,

The State,_ _ ___ f? es pon dent,
Vs,
Nothanie! Glenn, Tt — - _ Appej lants

Briep ot /Q,Ope”amL

Case No: 2013-000919

A/ad'l\am'e! Glenn, ¥, #303542
L.ee C.T.
990 Wﬁackl_/; #wg.

BTSAOP Ville..S.C ﬁ’l EO(,IOE VED

SEP 0 8 2014
SC Court of Appeals



I NDE X

Table op Contents . _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ __|

Table of Authorities - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ___Q.
Statement of the [Ssue on 4,9,0?&4/ _____ .

S tatement of #he Case — — — _ _ _ _ _ __ %5 and 6.
Argumwfl___ e e — _ 7.3 and 9
Arqument IL _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ 910,11 and 12.
Conclusion— — _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ IR and 13,



Table oP /4141%(”‘7-/-763

Cases and Statutes page
BB+T vs Taylor. 633 S.E.ad 501 (2006)._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ 12,
Ber'gef vs, United States, 295 Us 7885C1935)- - _ _ _ _ _ __|ll
Blandshaw vs, State.2¢5 s.¢.385.190 s.Ead 784 (1968) . _ _ . __Q,
Butler vs, State. 302 SC. 446, %5297 SEA §788(1990)— - — - |2
Chewining vs, ford Mortor Co. 579 S.ERd 605 (009 - _ _ _ 12
Giglio, %05 LS. at 154-55.92 S.ch 763 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ __3l.

Harris vs. U.S. KR Ketirement Bd, 198 F7d 139 (¥4, Cn 1999)_ _ _ 8,
dohnson vs. Catee, 345 5.G. 399,401,548 s.E2d. 567,593 Caoo) ___ 12,

McCufg vs. Deaton, 67/ SEQ §7(R008)_ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~
Nopue vs. Illnois, 360 us. 264 369, 79 5.ct H73i77.3L.E4Z 1212035D) 91112,
K)ogens vs. State. 6l SC.R88.1995.Ead 761(1973)_ _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ ‘)
S.G Code Ann Cib-9-I0XAXD_ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ ____ b
S.C Code Ann Cl6-9-30) - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ __ ___|l.
State vs. Needs.333 5.C. 134,508 s.Ead $57(199%)_ _ _ _ _ _A.
State vs. Spann, 334 S.C.C18, 513 SERd 98 (99D — _ __ 7
United States vs. Blackburn, 9 F3d 353,357 (54.Cor. 1993) _  _ _ 2.
United States vs. O'keefe. 128 K34 985,893 (S Cin 1997)— __ _ _. 12
Washing fon vs, State., $78 s.£.2d 837(5c.199) - _ _ _ _ _ _ _8,



Statement of the [ssue's on 4;@@4

Whether the lower Court erred in conc(ac{fng that Appzj/am'— s
not entitled 4o have an evidentiary hearing ugon his Kule 29(b)
Motion for afver-discovered evidence of false testimony given

by the States witnesses under Oaths due 4o fathre 40 File
his qppPﬂJ of Rule G3) within OO)Ja_t/s atrer his trial.

Whether +he Appe//am"!f fourteenth Amendment ConSHJ'u.ﬁ'owa/
IQ.‘9L+ 076 Due Yrocess o?b Law was violated once +he /awer Court
refused +o 9r'an+ his hea m'ng of a nen- statutery /l"mh“af’/'on

Issue. wﬁen +/7e,r'e is ilr\*auc/ upon the. Court ﬁ/;af' /)aa/ enaé/ea/

Hhe jurors +o wea'y/:—ouf the inconsistancies and Falsehoods
of the +wo main witnesses testimony.



Statement of Case.

T/le /Oo,ﬁ'f—:'nner, A af/?aﬂ/ej Génn, s pres zn%{l/ con Il}ﬂed " ‘Me/

Sou*l'/'l Carolina De,pam"lﬂenf JIP Corrections par_manf +0 Orders oP
Commitment of the, Clerk of Court of Greenville Cﬂun‘/'_y. The

¥ etitioner was indicted for #a#)’c/(}’hg cocaine. indictment number
002-Gs-23-6529. T+ a//e‘?ef that Glenn did in ére.envf//c County on or
about 4mgus+ 2. 2002, +rafPick cocaine. He was represmfed £_I/
Tame.s Goldsmith, Es?uire,on July 15,200%. Glenn proceeded +o a Jury
Frial and was ‘l’c\mnd guf/v‘_lf d‘P "'f‘a‘Pr[}ckfry Coccine. He wias +then
sentenced +o (37) year's (g 5)peﬁcenf.

A Nobice o /4ppea/ utas Filed on +he Rotitioners Ae})a/ﬁ at Hhe
Seuth Carolina Court of Appeals. The Fetitioner had chosen
Yo withdraw his appea/. The Court issued the Onder of Dismissal
and Rem:+titur on dane. 23,2005

betitioner tiled an app/:'ca,ﬁan For (PcR) on Ebruar_t/ X, 6.
( docket no. 2006-CP-23-1230. The State mude. its Keturn on or
about May 2. 2006. Botitioner Filed o Su/).fe?u&ﬂvL amendment o his
Opp/:'CaHon dated June. 26.2006. n ai/lfc/z he. a//ege:/ .S’m/em/

ns+ances n{'\ inefective of +rial Co:mse/.

Alrer +he dental of his (OCK) ép_ar/‘}?g, the Ptitioners attarney
F./&I a motion +o alter or amend +he. juo@mwf wlich was dented

Uanuary 18,2005, L y e //dﬂoraé/e, c fr/u/an/ Welmaker, Tua/jé_
lgr‘ ‘/’Ae, T/?fr"/'een th Fadiclal Crreult



A Notice. of 4ppeal was Tiled on Ua’muwg 24,2008, with +he.
Sou+l1 Caralina S upreme. Ceurt: TA‘L South Cafd/fna Supr‘?mb Court
issued 7ts Onrders on May 8. 2009, The Remit#itur bolbwed on
Jane 15 2009,

On Auguﬂ- 1§, 2004 ﬂaﬁ'ﬁaner filed a wrtt of Habeas Corpus
raising Four gro:mds for relsef On January 152010, +he. ﬁaespom/em*
Filed a motion for summary jur/gme,nﬁ

B_L! Ocdex Fiked danuary 19. 2010, R#i+ioner was advised o1
Summary U&dgmem‘ DTS'm:'SSa/ pr'ocedur e am/ +A9, pOSSa’A/e,
Consequences £ he fatled 4o adequately respond +o the mation.

Pe,HHoner failed ‘o responc/ to the Motion and +he. Court Filed
an Order on Februacy 24,2000 giving him another apportun’ty,
%raug/) Marcl) 22,2000, +o Frle hes resoonse.

On Apr,’/ 5, 2000. +he. Rtitioner moved for an extension olo time. .
which was 9r~an+ed +/:/'ou9/: 4pr.’ [ L3000 The Botitioner Filed his

Rasponsa in apposition to the wiotion Qr summar_lfjualgmm on
APm'I 5,200, and sub mitted additional attachments support of
his vesponse. on April 92010, May (%2010 and Tane 82010. May 25,
010, lze filed an OMOL!UH' n Support o ATS response and on Tane 2% 2000.
On Uﬂg 2, 00, the. Honorable Kevin - Me Donald. lintted Ssates
Mogistate. Tadge recommended that the fe.gponc/anﬂ Motion tor

Suvnmary U.Tr/ymen'f be gmnfec/ . The. recommendation usus gr'arzf-en(
and +he /fppe:a/ o the. United States Court of Agpeals for +he

Four th Circuits on Augus+ 18, 2009, /4pri/ 2. 20/ his appeal was

dfsmissed Ag fmpuL/f"s/ler/ per curiam opinion and a. Certificate.
of Appealabil+y dented,



O o bt He man#) of May Wil +he Petitioner Filed a motion

for Rule 2905 £ a New Trtal based on atter-dsscovered
au}'dence " qu, court 070 Genera/ Sessions -I'/’la'f’ was C,-/dck—
dated Sfampaa’ copted and #led on /l’/ay [9.201l,

Ua/g 2011, /h"s’ il;mi/y /rFrez/ 4++or’np_v/ me_u./ ﬂomas +0 amem/
further evidence towards his orfg/na/ motion Hhat was tiled
May 192011,

January | %, 2013, his atforney Llod an amended wiotion 4o He
Clerks office. of Greenville Coum"g March 192013, +he State Filed
a mation +o dismiss his anmended wmotion. //prf/ 92012 #e. Hororad/e.
Letitia HVerdrn. LTur/ge, drsmissed the amended motion

4pr7 / R, 013, ln's a.f'-fof‘neif )0 )’/ea/ a Metice. 070 Motion +0 Alter or

Amend to the Boti#ioners Om‘g»’na/ Bled Motion on 4he olate oF
Mag 19,201l Talu 132002, Bets tloner £led a BoSe. Motion Des;'gna,#on
a{l Motter +o the Clenks office oft Green ville, Caum*g and the Court
of Agpeals

,4ugu.rf' 14,2013, /13'6‘ a‘/fom&_/ Za—mmy 7%.9/%1? Mm%r/ a copy 07[1 +/~e_,
denial order Prom ?/—Jaée, Letitia K Vordim

J;f_y 10, 2013, +he. Honorable Letitia H Verdsr denied A% mstion 4o
Alter or Amend. July 25,2013, +he. Order of Denial was filed
Lefore Hie Gresnville COunf_l_.j Clerks OFPrce.

S'Q,p-fzmlaer 12. 2013, he_ was notifred b_«f attorney Tommy Thomas
that his case dees ot meet +he rectu.'re_mmf's of +he. /m/fgenf

Dm(\e,nSe cmr/ he /705 (30)days to Q:mp/d—a his BrieP o +the.
Appd/af'e, Caourts. (as Aer&) fg:l-n‘h'one(’ }ias Comp/e:hu/ 'f'/’l-e,
a%m_me,nﬂomm’ Brief o the best of hss azl;/#lj.
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Arqume,n+ I
(VA

\u'AdIner the lower Court evred in Conc/ur/:"ng *n%af’ Petitioner is not

entitled +o have. an evidentiary hearing upon his Ruale. 29(b) motion
for aftec-discovered evidence of false 4es timony given Af/ the Stutes
two main witnesses under Oath, due. to -/Ae 7%7/11/'?, 1o ‘Ff/e l)f.&‘

a ppeal 070 Kule 29 withen /004155 d./fef’ Afi’ 71'/‘/2[

The Retitioner submits #hat the clerks f‘i’ﬁ m‘o -h4e Combf'r/m#a/
infoemants coiminal /h"ffonj record, the. infremants '/‘esh'mong and
the. detectives +es timony on Jaly 13 R60%. amounts o after -
discavered evidence under Ku/a 29(b) SCRCotm Ps became
due process vislation under both the State and Eaéra/ Const'tution
under &mﬁépann.

Dun‘ng the Course o)p e Rotstioners jua//m‘a/ process }’UL (was
alapr‘fved of due. process. He. was never tound ri'th any cﬂﬂugs, vior
imoney that Ae‘/ongea’ to +he. par<otic agercy and +he. on/u_.f
witness aho {dentibled bim as Aa‘n\q Hhe w/pm'f— was He. i )t:or'mmt

The ¢ nlomrman‘l’ and +he. cletective a/ong wirh #he <ollcltor
misled the Cour# inits entirety. into %fm(”;’n\g ar assuming Hiak
+1'|Q/ Rtitioner was +he Au‘ghe{‘ -wd dea/er oF +he ?npor’man-l-’s
arrest of cocaine the summer of 2002, as stated among.sl- the.
+rial %answfpf's . And Hhat statement of ‘pq,S& sty mony wunder
aaflv fm the, 400 main witnesses ¢Jds the 7¢'w'7‘* 07L\ the States
O‘FPEIIS@ /eadfng 10 /’175 arrest anc/ conviction,



TA@ I@Hh‘oﬂer /w 7"/)@ Au/’c/en 0# pmw'ng 1‘74&1‘ 7"4@ gf’ouﬂ([f
raised in his motion r Kule 29%4),SCRCrimb, could not Aat/e b een

raised in any previous appeals, Lecause A% case involves ’?m."(tue)‘
fa,chua, circumstanc.es. And +Ae atter-discovered evfdence.

mb Ma.Jreria.l @zcﬁ States #;e, oﬁoosfﬁ?, /anguag-z aP 7%@, Lwitvesses
ﬁfa} +esﬁmon_¢:/,wéf6/1 Yerd s)"gm%"canf fmpa_c+ on +he jur_b}’s

Ver (j ||C‘f'.
TAe, [ler’efﬂ a//p,gah'o;os present a “ um"«zua " combimatlon oJL\

1[ac+5 aﬂd unis ua/ circurnstances wﬂ’cﬁ warrants re w’ew. TZtuS,
foo.+u‘+:‘d ner S/wu/c/ Not be. pam’:ée/ 7€r He actions anc/ mactlons

of his appo;‘ﬂi"ed attornelys +/7mug}mut+ hs jud:'c_n‘a} process. |+
is gonera//g Qf’Q,JL\ef’f’e,c/ that a A/dme/ejj‘ party not [De,d»'sac/\/aﬂ'/ajet}

f
QAS l’le.re) Eg J—Ae ,Or’Och/um/ eyrors or n@g/@cf a?b ATs a'H‘orney.
rris S 1
The., Voltiisncen fs a//eg‘fng atter-diccovered evidence. rfub to the.
conduct mt\ State. Offrclals and He. Inbemants, ﬂaf such conduct
amounts o fraud ugon the Coart.denial of a tiy toial and Fallse.

+estimony wider Oath. See Mashington vs State, and Giglta .

The. Btitisners trial transc ripts hears our the. a//ega t+ions
before the. Court are submitted as eXA‘;’Za?’ s ﬁq,s’uppom‘ ‘/J}P/'Q,O’h
Each numbered page indtcated shows where the detects ve. and
#)Q, Intormant commitied Fraud uﬂa/@r sath b A/s’e festimony .
W/zen@ The L #olds? dhere. e atforney Liled 4o correct the witiess
fulse. Mf;‘mnydf/@y/ she c/zaf_/y(as Aenz) knew it o be Fakse.

771’2, Suprzrna Court held +/ld* 7[21/52 +4>_€h'mong 11546/ A_l/ +A.ce_,
S'tate 7:’! S?c,ur:'ng ‘/'Ae. Ca)w'ch'on ma_l/ /ht/ﬁ /)aa/ an e#’e& on ‘f/?e,

8.



outcome cﬂn +Ae, +rfa/ anr/ OCCCN‘C{;ﬂg@/ r’evaﬁsac/ +/m, (/mﬂzn c/an+5

conviction. Id. ot LTX.T9s.C4, //7J_Afjauz_uzzmzs. Inthe
instant case. +/uz, State a,++cnmet_4 a-?’/?// +o correct MQ wﬁa)Se,
festH mony a,nJ she wepeaﬁ;o/ the witnesses 74/5@%006/ a//m(ng her

summation. Cas here.)

4 rgumenf 17

Whether +he. bo+'+ioners Fourteents) Amendment Cons h'faﬁ'nnd/
ﬁ.’glw 070 Due, ﬂ‘ocess was v;‘o/a ted once +he. lower Courts I’)dc/
refused +o grant his p,v,‘dwrarg Aearfng of a non-statu fory
[imitation Tssue. /x//?p.n thers 7s traud upon the Court that bad
enabled 1—/19, jum rs 1o [ue}'g/rwf the. fnconsistanc: es and

7%/5(%00& o# -/'}ze WitheSses -/-e,s#monlj-

The. a//egaﬁ'OnS Set J%r% below presents a Prima facla Vislation o]b
p@ﬁ'ﬁ‘onem Cons+itutional @9/&5. ﬁn\;_wo:_z&__&ate.'l%a a//egctﬁ'o ns
in the. motion must be accepted as +rue untss and unt!
Success Pu//g refutec. Bﬁgﬁdww_/ State . On +he Matter at® Sub-
Tndice, the Potitoner s a//zgf'ng atter ~discovered evidence. that
warrants a New Toial and, or Vacotlon of his Conviction. To pPrevai |

on 141‘.’5 c/afm 1/)@ Bot'tioner “Ynus + s/mw +/;a7“ Me mA/zr— discovered

evidences (0 is such that 1+ would pmt.’;aﬁ/_c, c’.]mnge- the result HFa
Vew Trial were. 9r*an+2d,' (D) has Been discovered sice Hi. trlals ()
coald not n Hhe exerclie of dus r/?/;'gence_ heen discovered prior

to +rial: (4) s material; and (5) is not merely cumulative or

f’mf)&aa/w’/lg. s.veeds



The Bt Honers d;zfmse was pred" ud'ced é_q both +4e, detective.
and intormants 4ol 425 timony A_q e /o//aum'of wiaterinl aib e

d'scovered evidences

() detective an/ DErmants FeStunony on Ve cond S#‘zﬂl'?[/ Hhat
the. infarmant was arrested fir dotn'bution o cocaine Hhe
Sumimzr ot 2003. /V/ar'c/7 6 02, 4% arrest warrant .3'7%/'@(/

the mtoemant was (/mrge/ with mef/amﬁ/eﬁ/mﬁer Cesdhibit on
reco r‘(j e

(2) detective test:bied that the. sntsrmant had pen/f/y Céardmes
on the. date of Jagusf— R W02, a5 +he video 75#03&; was A@hg
p/agzr/ betore. +he. jur’ar's (fur’)’ﬂg +m"a/./"/ay R 2002, +he i'rngrmanf—
C[nafg?,s were. dfsmissed. Cex/f:AH on re_com()f and

(5) fnparmanﬁ rme /aAar'af‘of’_q t"epor"/' Aom #& Y’esuj{- G'F}ﬂs
af'f‘?,S‘/‘ an Mar'c,l’l é.o/\’ﬂﬁz@ Sfa'fec{ ///1/0 Cnm‘m/ Su los-/-anr.«e.
Dej'e,c,{'o_[! “an /V/a.f'c/a 25, 2003.( ex/ﬂ,’[)ff on V‘e,comD

T/le State:S witness, detectve Lawson +est! Ned +Hhat +he rnltc\xmn-/-
was arvested Por cocane Ho perSuar/e the. j’umrs that the D%Hﬁbner

(was %Q/ /’@A?J“UIO d@d/ﬂf O)Adn @ﬂj@:ﬂg Cﬂﬂsﬂf’r’acg CTP "'AQ, ?nPormani—J'
af'f‘Q,S“l'-(-n"r’p. 5, 2 ano/ %)

The. material evidence of the witnesses +estimon and +he
Selicitors summation that were made 1nder 0a+/l/ P/’QJUC”CQJ the
fotitoners defense and violated +he 7%//0(4)1"’1‘9 SC. Code cDD Lawss

(1) SC. Code Ann (/érq-ld)@b) “It 5% wntawtid for a person +o

wilully give false., wiisleading. or fncomplete. testimony under
Ooth in any Court of Kecord, Tadicial,adwministrativa., or

10.



-“{‘egu[ai“or_q pf‘ocezding n +l175 S+a+szl\:' am/

(D S,c. Code. Ann (6-9-70) “ I+ 15 unlawrtul Hor person 1o w:’//ﬁ‘/_/g
and Knawthg/_tf Swear 1[21/92/3 in 1“akfng any sth regw'mJ A_L/ faw
that 15 administeared Af/ a person directed or permf++zr/ éy
law 4o administer such Oa#h "

TZ.@ St+ute. LyMHresses mt'S/eaJ/hg ‘/‘?S-hfﬂ’)ﬂﬂ—q 4a/ ijr/;(m@f/ theo.
B irionerts dafmse,Be.cg.e.u&Jln&g.Lgraim, “It 75 as much [ +he

Sofl'c,thor"Sj du+_g 1o r‘:a[‘mfn ﬁ‘am f'mpmp?f mo%or/s Ca/cu/méea/ Yo
pﬂodu,cz n wr\ong‘Pu,f convicHon as '+ §s 4o Use every /eg.'h'mau#&
means +o Lm’ng about ajus'f one. "éw }Jer'e) 7%2 Kot/ Homer's -lm’a/
+fan5cm’pf5 bears aut +he a/@aﬁ'oﬂs bebre the Court as ar
exhibit i Support thereof of Qmur/ Ae]n‘q committed under Oath.

TAe Supmamcz, Court /Leja/ 1%4% 1‘%& 7@4/92 -fesﬁ'mony use// Ly
the. State. In S(mwn‘ng the conviction may have. had an enq)eu‘ on
'HDL Outcome (ﬂC +he, +f’}a/, mJJ a,cc(srv/:'ng/y ’ V‘e.vaf’w.(/ -/—/»e,

erﬁe,nJavH's mnvfcffon..&p&m_ﬂﬂnaisl in the. instant case.,

the. selicttor fikd 4o correct Hr. perjury and repeated +he
witnesses 141/552/100(1 n /ru"s summiation. Gee. +rial '/'rlan$Cm'p"/'j‘). TA-e,

Supmame, Court reve rszr/ «hée dO,JDanjanﬂ convleflon
be,caus.z 1‘/4?"*@, Wwas Y‘easonaé/e A“ke/j/tooc/ -//m+ -ﬁ/m aHvrneyr
know:‘./tg (ASe. mﬂ per'ju.rg on an issue. So re/e-Van+ +o -I—/w,

Ipitngss Cr'ec/féfl;'-rg ap#em'-er/ the judgmen*/' 07A the jur’_g.
G"gl 0.,

[l



T/)LIS, +I\e Sranf O'P a /Vfaw 77':'21/ Aasw/ upﬂn _A[ap.u& vfo‘/ah'on s
proper on/_c/ ! ID Cas Aer‘e) () the. statement In Cluacﬁon are. shown
+o be ad“ua/@ )[;1‘52} @) (as /7@!’-&) the. a%%omey krews Hhat %A@ry

Were. 1[;,/52," cmc/ ( 3Yc:s }zem) 1%0. Statements (ere ma/ve,wfh/.

B&M&M&aj_&am , and United States us Olsete. .

WA@m?CamJ 1%9, R Honer urges Hiis Court +0 Comsider Ais
C,’a':’m cﬂé a70+er-dz‘3‘cwer'eo/ evidence and +he 7@//)/4;:‘}43 -/zsh'mony
and e)(/ﬁ bits upon +/7:z/ record +/7mL are A@'ﬂg pfzsem‘?.r/ Fhart
FA.,LH not Ae, }9/" ARG ﬁ%/ pn?or +o %ﬂfa/, sz;ﬂ'enc?‘ny, anr/ A/’S ,MSJ—
conviction hearing: ot informant Teas leye arrest repart and

Jrug ana/gsfs ﬁm/fﬂgs. See dahnson ve Catoe (Waller T, r]esenh'n\cp

(_Guo‘h‘;-lgt E u;l’/er Vs, Sfaﬁa).

Conclusion

805011 upon +lm, ﬁ//owing cases an.c/ au%am‘ﬁe,s m[\ /aw, +Ae,
Q?:}-\'Honef‘ states «[—}m— upon ‘I'ASL (/Pjaya(/ CJJ'SCIOSL(V‘PS 070 af&r-
discovered ovidence. there was an fna/:f/H'_l/ +0 @,#e_d?ve/y

Cross-examine the witnesses +es Hmon_(/.
He. a/5’o States ‘de' 1"/1@ ISSUES m[‘ -r[)'aljf/ uﬂon /JZS case (oere
+;'mej_g A"/Q(] There is 1o statute of limitatlons when a Party seelk

tn Set aside. a. | udgmenf due. o Fraud upgen the court, _C_Iags.zma_gm
_Fard Mator Co.
ﬁm'i_q maKing a motion 1(23(‘ relet from jua/gmpm Aas the. Luﬂc/en
010 pms:zn,ﬁ'ng evidence. pr'ovfng +he. ﬁmtg essential 4o en+.’+/a

him 4o relsef. Ms.ﬂu_f’g_u_DaaiQn

[



The movant in a motion 1[c\>r reliet pmm jua’gmenf* on Z)aS/S mD
mista k’ DY, Tnad vertence.. e)(cusaé/a ﬂ@g/ec;%, H&d{t/ c/fscovp.wpf/

6Vfdence, or fmuc/ Aas 1%@ Aurc/eﬁ m“ pres o,m‘-,'ng a//‘b/enoe,
prauf ng the, Ticts essential o0 entitle her o velet BBt T vs.

Taylor , |
7#u5, resulted (as /lar'e) Hie Btitioner was denled a farr and

un-ambiauous +r?’a/ A_q the Solleiter. dotective. and itormart because
of fraud upon +the Coart.

T/)P,re,lcam./ -I-/q:e, /awmf’ courts dnc/em r/m_l/fng -I—Ae. f%h'h‘onems

Moton for MNew Trial should be ﬂyenf?a/ and 4 Aeon/‘}?y be Grarrted
o prove his essential focts Maf twould entHe. éf’m 4o relief,

QQ C'hobt, / Sul) /%+ +€A ’
%A}G-F%am'e{ Glenn, V- Pz@on}f‘
[ee C.T.

990 Wisacki Yy l—/w_tf
7 SAO,DVT//Q/, SC 9010

I3



Stare df Seuth Canolina
[n T/’I-Q, 4,0;9%]/01’2/ Court

Appea/ from Greenville County
Hono ra[) le. Letitia H Vordin, 7&(/3@

The State, }?e,s ponc/e,n%,
v, RBCEII v
Nathanie! Glesn g, _ /4ppe llant. f
SEP 0 8 211
Case No: 2013- 000919 SC Courtot Appe

Cerﬁ'ﬁfcafe C)P Service

"T/m um/zrsayneo( Am!:_q C,en+:")4‘e5 1%41"& true Copy @p }ITS Bm‘@h
of A pf’)e,//oﬁ i the. above referenced case has been served
Ugon Cl)!’f'ﬁ-h\na . Cotoe., /455‘{:/44‘7‘ ,General oF p 0. BOK 1549,
Columbia.S.C. 2921 and +he. /tgmr’aé/a V Claive Allen. Clerk &
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