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"RECEIVED
paniel E. Shearouse »

D, Box 11330 - NOV 1 4 2014
columbia, S.C. 29211 ’

. : "s.C. SUPREME COURT
RE: SAMUEL WHITNER V. THE STATE C/A NO.: 2013-CP-23-00765

Dear Mr. Shearouse:

I'm writing with inguisition regarding an appeal that which by
a correspondence that was forwarded to me from the clerk of court,
Paul B. Wickensimer, in which Mr. W1ckensimer ‘had informed me |
that an appeal'had been filed by attorney Caroline M. Hor lbeck
whom which was appointed by the Court to represent me withln
P.C.R. HOwever, according to an October 10, 2014 correspondence
from the Clerk of Court thus infOrMing'me that an appeal was
filed on the 11th day of September 2014 (Exhibit A) that which
the correspondence from Mr., Wickensimer was with regards_to_awdkii
correspondence that therein 1 had requested for a.clock stamp -
copy of a.Motion to Relieve which was consolidated with a
preliminary injunction pursuant to 42(a) S.C.R.C.P. See Exhibit B.

A proposed order from either party has not been forwarded

to ne prior to. or after if the court had rendered an order of
dispostion concerning the matters within the above stated case.
This.fobligation;thus to inform me of a disposition prxor and
after a rendered court order, has been neglected per the Clerk
of court, Paul B. Wwickensimer as well as the Ass1stant Attorney
General Karen C. Ratigan and Attorney Esq; Caroline M. Horlbeck,
a court rendered order of d1sposxtxon had not been forwarded to

me -that .concerns the pro se Motlon to Rolleve that is consolidated

'a”preliminary injunction pursuant to 42(a) S.C.R.C.Ps See Exhibit




B. This in general does so deprives me thus impeding on the right
that which is entitled to me to justly exercise a cofrective
implement that is meritorious for interlocutory opposition upon
equilibrium access of the Appellate Courts pursuant to S.C. Code’
ann, §14-3;330} Moresoever, S.C. Constitupion Artical 1 &3
guarantees me thevright to appeal when an intermediate decision

has been erroneously executed. However, the decisicn in not
forwarding to me any disposition concerning all matters ‘regarding
an Appeal or my case is somewhat retributive towards me because

of the matters that are encompassed within my pro se Motion to
Relieve Counsel that is consolidated with an-preliminary injunction;
See Exhibit B. I am entitled to appeal by interlocutory concerning
the matters within the pro se motion to relieve. It was unlawful
for Esqg. Caroline M. Horlbeck to file an appeal concerning any

and all matter concerning my. case.,

/ﬁj;MWAnA//;Q%C/Qﬁ///

Samuel L. Whitner #263066
B.R.C.I. Wat,., 143

4460 Broad River Rd.
columbia, S.C. 29210

AND SU\&SCSI EFORE ME
T 1 DAY OF 2014

uX&\«\ 5 Ne&

Notary Public For South darogi
D“NH\QOF iras
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: Mzooh5, o

3, L0
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| | (Exinbit A)
| Office of the Clerk of Court
Paul B. Wickensinier

Clerk of Court for Greenville County
Greenville, South Carolina

EB‘EEEIE www.greenvillecog;nty.org
County

October 10, 2014
Samuel Whitner 263066
Broad River Corr Instit

4460 Broad River Rd
Columbia SC 29210

Mr. Whi"cner,

A notice of appeal was filed in this case on 9/1 1/14 by your
attorney Caroline Horlbeck.

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

GREENVILLE COUNTY CLERK OF COURT
CIVIL RECORDS

RECEIVED
NOV 1 4 2014 |

8.C. SUPREME count

Circuit Court 305 East North Street o Greenville, SC 29601 ¢(864) 467-8551
Family Court « 301 University Ridge, Post Gifice Box 757 » Greenviile, SC 29602 #(864) 467-5800



o . - Echibit A
fanl B. wickensimer (Exhibit A)
AGVCCmu/'”C Coumh/ Couvlhovuse
. 305 Enst Novth vaecl‘

Greenville s.c. 29601-1§S

KE.'. Foul A. Wn.C/«ems...me/'

SAMUVEL WHITNEN Vv THE STATE
Case No..1013-CP-13-00765

On the Dole of %/y Y st 1014. L fhe /APP/I‘CDMf hod Rled a

pro se Motion o velreve counsel with consalidation Pursuomf‘ te Aule

4L (o) SCACR of o prc’im.;mnn[ fn;unCHbo’l. bk T bhave mol heew
apprise by clet of covvl, Faul B. wicken sumer, that Hais mohian
has heen Fled on dockel, Enmelosed is a chY”o@ the wehion with

Hais covrcsbomdenca T He Appd:‘camf Vcspcd‘r'ully Vciued‘ ke thal
f'h(ﬁ b’(b"foﬂ b& C/QCLC&! SfGW\PfCA) QV\J [/\O’Cl Hhe dafc, ﬂ/\al‘ Hmﬂ A/V\Dl‘fot/l

bod been Filed en docket whith sheuld bhe sl«owH\( abfley Ju'(y 31 20M

%ﬁww%mé_/ﬁu

SAMUEL LAMONT WHITNERT 103040

Sworin fo and s-uhsch hed, befove we

% B.RCL WAT 43
(N S:aﬁk 4960 Bread River Rd
rHL LA Aaro[ *AQ\VHQ'/& Calumbia SC 19110

NBTONY PuBLIC FOR SOULTH CARDLINA

My Commission Expires
March 5, 2018



State of Seuth covoline. : IN THE COURT af ComMan CPLEAS
(.cuv.’r\f ef Grecnuille

_ (Exhihit: B)
Samuel Lament whitner . Cosc No 12013 -CP-13=00T65
APPIICAnf_ h
MohioN te velieve Counsel w‘.H«A
V. o o \_ Consa\\.dnh’om pu/ﬁh‘c\mf te Roule
Y (o) S.C.A.C.P, of o Pt’c.‘;m;-'\n(\/
s The. Stofe 6l Seuth Ceave lina Lnjumc.“oﬂ\
: Kcspow\dc_mf

Tlie IJ‘)pl:'canf' ‘f\e_fch meve hefore tais Honovable court te relieve.

his P.CR councel

N. eviden Houry hemf(./\g had convened on the (4t doy of June

2014, Hewever, thevein the App\{ca«\l‘ had Presanh’c‘ be fove The.  court

wmeni !, to p(e_sc_(\f hsma;ble. evidence . which ave -the _Appl.'ccm}s

»
phone vecords, ond fhe courl had evdered the record to vemain

opcn vithin o limitetian of ﬂn;rtx 'dmxs, from the wntial a\my that

which the PC.R lnem/;mS had C.om/cncd') wihheih o olleaw the A-pph&onf
Fe hove the oppcr\-unlh; te 4\3(65&1'\‘" tee racv)'c.sfcd phove vecords

os evidence that which the App\{mvﬁ hea oSserted thel '- Tlas]

phane vecords are essentiall thus fov the Appf{c_amf te mecet The
borden of proc.\c thot will Sa’(‘is{-’Y Lhis] incffeckhve of ns_sisfancr_
Clnim, that s setforth within the A‘gpli(anf\sn .P.(,.Il, App‘[(aﬁoﬂ

ond supplc,mc.y\f with  eftachments wineh wous filed to tas court

{ out o\L q

—_ .




Pyio/ fo when this hccwincl hod convencd .

upen the P.ER counscl) ) Fsa Covoline M. Horl beck conlrantation
with the A‘\phcauﬂ which teolk p|q(_<: vaf\m a a_mp‘(’_ o.mounf of time
priov fo when this P.C AL heaving e cenvened, the Applicont o d
tnformed  the counsel, Hhat the Appli;c;vxf“s phonc records needed Fe be

’ebh{mcd, becamusc the Applicant phone records will provide hefove the

court“‘exculpatery factors) (c(\:}ord:nci +he Applicant's 3uiH‘3 an o
discrediting, te  the stote’s cdaim of defense ) thus ccmLcncl;ng
that the App‘if.ow\l(‘s &uut}hfc?S mother had octed with 13003 o tin
basis when the Applicant’s daughterss mother had surveptitiously

Faped the Applicant conversation without the Apphicant’s  knowledge

or consent,

However, prior te Hie court’s orde( for the vecord to remain.
open, P.LA. tounsel hoad stated before the conrt thal tie. Appl:(qmik
phone. records were wno longer oarcssiblc,ano\ Can nal be obloined,
s assertion thalt which was i\mp\icafcd bY the P.C.R. counsel upon

c_or\*‘cvxé{mj that Hhe sfeq/n)cs’f(’d p\none. v’ecarc\s covld wel be obfo\'vxe_cl

u Wo S VCP\JH'CA;‘ l)y qccoréoﬂcc f'o the App“can" S:S‘”e,v’ whem wes

i

PrcsmT ot the P.C.Q. |r\eo(;n_cs and ettest to the Poct that the phene
vecovd con be o\%n;ned. '

L This court had ovdeved for The P.CR vecord to vemain opan ond

instvucted Hhe P.CR counsel te obfain the phene vecords ond bricf
on aquuc,w\&vﬁ“ whichh te provm\e Hie couvt witi r_wdumc.)fho\’ wil\

Sub«ionhah’_s the weffechive assistance of counsecl c,\cmrv\, w'f\/\ vuacwrl

ta the SooA faiba hosis C_OV\C.CJV\\V\(j vicovious (ownsew.

L oul of @



The (.1 counsel hed fowerded o Tuve 10 10/4 Cor/espona/amc'e,

te the Applicant /nporm;hg the lﬂpp//tanf thot the burden to obtan

fhe ewidence (e the /lpp//mmf‘s p/mn@. recovds ) was p/aceo’ vpen the
/]Pp/fauf/h sisferd (sce E;(/'i/‘BIT/V;, ) -

1 I.
The Pe . Counsel’s inadverfenf /cpr'c-scr)/aﬁ'g/l w.thin the P.CA

henxr[ncj) that 1975 ajay of Tuvne 1019, will establish a cavse for o

procedvral dcfdu/f, Covicerning fhe pmccdum/ mandales Vc’garo’zhg
due. process of low PU!’SUanf' to the Uniform Fost~ Conviclion

Trocedure. Actl. See Har_lfe?_ V. South €arolina (1970 Dt SC 310 £ spp

83. The inordinatness odminstered pev Esq Caroline. M. Ho//bec/ci
provides o unjustiFied delay within the state corvechive process,
which will vesult to fruslrafe He hlglzf's of the App//(anf and hc

sueh o circumstance as to vender that process ineffective see

Allen V. Leeke (1971 DCSC ) 328 F supp 292. olso sec Martinez. v.

Ryan _ S.ct__ 2011 wi 912950 (U.S)). Tt was held by the
. . «
Morbinez court] that for the Applicant [+]o present o claim of

ineflechive assistonce at trial in occovdance with the srete’s rules
. - : Y . - N
Hen a prisoner |.|<c|\/ needs on eflective aH‘o»rV\cY.

Upon the Apphtmﬂf\s _Cou)r\sd p|¢\cc_in<3 the burden UpoK Fhe
‘t}pp“co—\f\.\’\i F’am}ix{ te wmeet le(y:xl' expectation ond cv_mliﬁir_ohon
of that which the P.C.A. counsel is vested o.r.. ond b\{ duhl/

bdnc’ as ESG!.Carol{ne M. Horlback was court QPPoInhd te
vepresent the ApplicanT, and hewever, maﬂlcah‘nq o lowyer's
obligatien, ts  assure that vital evidence is hefore the couriti.
The Hpplicant’s Fom}I\/ is “wnlearned”in the law, and which |
will eveate o high risic that the npplicant’s Fom%ly will unknswly

foil to c,omp|\( with [state ] P(oceduo\ vules see Cf., e.quyrid.y
ot £20-621, 125 S.€F 188L. citing Marbinez v Ryan __ sct

3 oot of 9
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LOIL wL Q11950 (USH). The /-\pp/:.canf' Pl«omc vecords ave evidence

that consist eutside the trial vecovd. sce Marbinez Supra,.

The P.LR.covnsel conduct obstruct the Appl(m‘;\""g ab.lity e
comply with Lstate’'s 3 establiched proceduve. see steicklevv.

Greenc E1T u.S. 163,284, 11a s.ct. 1936, 144 L.E.1d 837 (1953).

Y

IT.

SURSTANTIVE GROUND FOR THE P.C.R CouNSEL
Y0 BR:C RELIEVED., .

As stoted wibhun SO R.C.P. 711, (d) e

(B TF offer the stote hos Filed iFs rebruvn the
applicabion presents question of law or fact
winch will requve o heaving the court shall
promplly oppoint counsel th assist e applicant
F he 1s ind]gtvﬂ‘_ Coungel sholl he given oo

veasonoble hwme te confer with the appheant

eounsel shall 1asure that all available Svouvmxs
fov velief ave wcluded in the applicohion and

S\/\n\\ awmend Hae opp\;cah'ov\ 1(2 V\c(e_SSau(\(-

The Applicant hod fited Vs PL.R. application on the 8™ day of Februavy
1013, ond Suppkmcwf and SUppor‘hng facts owvd ettachment was

F(\gx:\r‘bcﬁwe, the A(_'ouwf on the lqﬂ‘day of Febvuavy Mlvl,'nmd Hhevern
Appl.im_m\“s S\)pp\cw\evf\" the P.CR. couwnsel wos aduvised to

: . 2 . . _
amend all issucss sce Extubit X Page 3 ). However within the P.CR.

A sce Paaz.d of the Sup\ulcmcv\\‘oc 1ssues (Extibit X Y and Rule 710 (d)

|

S.C.R.C.P. Nov\(owxp\iqv\c; pursuomt to Rule TL1 (dYycom pvov;dr_ wmoots
te te e ffects Fhal (s c_x‘)c,c,t’CA oF vule 59 (e) S.C.R.C.-P,Sce, l"\ccullo\)gp\
v State..320 S.C. 270 27 4Ld SE.2d 3o A4l (14Qa5), .

Y eul of Q




"\t_(\hn% on [wat (9fh dC\Y of June 201. The P C.R counsel hael

contended thal the msc"wa‘s rc,acly te Prome_o\ with Fae heaving.
P.CA counscl, did so0 pmcccd wilth cohevence, with d{sre.a'arcls

Con(.crnunc_) the Applacanfﬂ nrocc_dnvn( on’s pur.‘)uam\* fo, S.C

code ann &817-27-20.(6). The Apphc_cmfs Covnscl” kad So Fonlec!

te omend htie Sup‘\le_me.v\\’a\ and oftach ments 05 evidence vnth

pm’Sua\n" te <.(C.€odec onnd (7= 17 -40 — 517- 17~ SO. Upow the

APPI.'C_OM\'\ counsel net omcnd}ntj fhe issue setforth within the
APpl.cfmi S SUPPICW\cni' before the PCR lne.ovrimj had Convened on
thot 18T doy of Tune 2o, frustrates the right of ﬂm-bAPphcanf‘

'Pursuanl” to U.S.C.A 14t amendment and  S.C. const Arhcal 1§ 3,

The A\)Pl:'r.anf tonfends that the FP.C.R. counsels \‘rv'uHFu“ m[swnn}uc/;

Is Considered prejudicial fo applicant pursvent fa “Nole of law!

See.: In ve Hatley 400 S.C. 470.735 SE.1d 445, alse Sce S.C.A.C.RQ
Yo7 Professional conduct Rule 8.4 (ed(el (£). Such wistonduel does

prowi/cs pass{blc Hl(ca‘f' nf unclerm..nl.ng oF fHhe Cou/fs v.n {’cgm’f'( See.
Howlkins V. Brune Yokt S'O'CS Inc &3 S.C. 3.2, 897 S.E. 2d

1061 . 108 (103). also sce Quina V. Shaven Corp. 343 S.C.T4 S4b

SE. 14 Y74 (ct. App 200L). Artical 133 of S.C. constitution

3 Sauth cavolinee Rules ot civil procc.duvc. 71.)0 snshrucks thhe po(ﬁcs

e follow the vules of ciuvid Prrcco\uve. fo the extenY H«c\( Ow ¢
mot inmconststent with the P.Cc.A. Ach

The I\Ppht_c\ﬂ\‘ wust w\cf_i the burden teo prove the o\\cﬂo\'ion in the
Applxumfs apphc_ahov\ cee. Matfhews v. State 505 Sr 2d 1ee

£ aut of 4



3uovon!‘e,£c‘ thot defemndent Cgu'o‘ serk a reme.ds( for Hae Vn‘o\qh';wrme r;ahts‘

in A ColleXeval oncccd{ng, see. U.S. V. Mavvisand49 Us. 3él 305 (1951)
» e

The P.C.R. counsel hod velieved the I\Ppc\\ofc counsel of his presence

from wiﬂqi.«_ the. Post convicbimn he_mwi»ma that 14t davy of June, 2014 \

without fivat conSulana with the Appl((.om’r_ mave se.eveyy The App\(@t;t

did nel wai\/a.)v\o( meve te waive. oy 1ssuc that was raised within ~
the k‘sp“c.omf’ﬁ Qgg“(c\\’;om nmo“Mﬂgmg_nf. This decision was wnel
Secured with tThe APpHr_on’r's ConccVﬁj prier fo ov upown fokivx% action
withia the Pest eonvichen hmvinca ow that 191h day of “Tune 1oiv. A

waaver of 1ssuc hed wel been made bY the APplimm+ pev se¢ ow the
VCCoWA fhat Iqr"‘cia\'/ n'(’; Juine 'I_Ol:f.q

MoTIGN FOR COMSOLLDATION oOF A PRELIMINARY TN JUNCTION P\)RSUM\\;J
RULE 41 {a) S.C.R.C.P

The Supvewme court has

VC.PCG*'C_A‘Y VC.W\;V\ACA all ;f\VQ‘\/e_A POJHCB

Hmf’“ﬁC‘JbUS&\ pvc.(\cw;vxcj o pvoposa§ ovder shauld he wmebculeus (n c\oima

se, o?posmca counsel <heuld call any omicsion fo the oltention of H.e DGR

(_ourh pv(m’ to (SSUaﬂ(,e_ 0(2 Hr.e_ owdex <ce H

all V. Catoe W0 S.C 383 36h
Lol SE24 338 34) (1005) al<e sec. S.C.

A.C.R 50l Jno“cic\‘ Com‘c’u(f1 CAanNBN

- The Applicant had admawishcd Hus Hanevable court of this evvor vesavin.

(ecjamolincj PR counsel’s wisconduch within a July a1 2014 Con’csponépnc&

te Hus Howevable couri’) wibh cerhificate of service. cevtiF’ins Hhat
VqU Po‘chs hoa been 55.5\/(;9\ o. Ccopy of the same.

b oul of A



A 8(’7)((:)),&\5:; sac7(EA\n\bH' KY, The Ap‘n\\'cay\’.‘ had fovwavded a 7-9-10M4
C0vvespondemcc, e Hris court while the vecovd had vemaived open that

wineh was h\( ovder of tais caurt. see (Exhibil K). And whiclh thal 7-9-101
(‘_gvrespovm\encc head =n addvesscd a delfinite e bu rih/ rcso.rcl{mj

appha;h.\.h/ of law in Pnrsuom\’ Fo S.C.code ann 117-19-30, for
several vemsons thal (1), The raisconduct pev Fhe P.C il counsel tea ack
ualaw Fu“\{) Hss D’o._nHY:I befave the courlt had waived the Apph(cmfs
1SSue, upen Fm\..mi ta suhpoena tie Appeliate counsel to Hhe Post
convichien hearing that 1gth day of June WY ounc\ w furthererance (2).

The Applucav\f did nel offer o waivey, thus NN a.nY I<suc to he oddressed...

(3). The issucs that concevned wneffective assistance of Appellate coonsel

Hoat was voised within the Applicants PR application, and &Tnp\e_mentﬁ

was mnet oddvessed becawse e ﬁ‘:\pc“'a\'c. counsel whom had vep(csa\h:d
the. /\pﬂ“(am" on t:‘waj Qppcd\ hefave the seuth Cq(el;V\o Suprewe

Ceur{' was net vcaluwc,d per the court te be Pvcscn\' within He Post
Covw.chm\ p\focee_dn/\d:j thos te offev {’c_s*‘;mom{. sce Euitts v Lucey 469 U.5:
147 .105.5.¢t. 330. 43 iF.2d 11 (1aB5),,

— Subjcci' r'\oﬂ*g; Pu\/sucm\” te S.C. code §1T-17

-80,1S _UnrIpe for tas

court considerabion of order)..

SthccT Maltter junsd\c}.ow\ s He power te heav ond delevmine Coses ef

aencva‘ class to whuch the prc,cc,c.clmcj bc.\cMCj see Dema w. Tenel

Phusician Services — Hilfon Head . Inc. .5 283 S.C. 1S5, 110, 673 SE. 2
435, 133 (1209). Tlne_Jufmcl-c_hon of o court sver the ﬂubjc.ci‘maﬂc‘/
of o PVoc:cAm(J s ddelermined by the constitohion . 7cmd Hie laws of

the state. Duckett v. Goforth 374 S.C. H4L, 456,619 sEad 71,77

( ct. App. 1007). [ssues W\\/olvma Such.cf waliter juv(sd{cHon maY

he- roused ot any’ tme . Sce Avnal v l’/aﬂﬂc/. AT SC SI?T,SIV n. by
L4l SE 14 419, YL v, 1 (eoT),

T.out oF q



The cardimal vule of S\'al’ufm/\, ;n\’c(P(e_fat‘ian is to oscertain and e Plectuate

Hie intent of Hie lnej{s!o\‘urc_. Sloon. V Havdee 371 §.C.H445. 498 640 SE 14

45T, 454 (roo7). “All vules of shnhﬂ‘o»/\( construchan ove subsevvient

te Mhe one thal fthe \csis\al‘(vé_ inkent wust prc\/m'\\ iF . F con he
i the \omjuaae_ used, cna thal \mma\.;ogé mush

Y&dSonob\\{ discovered
o? Hie Sh&\’u"e.i’ 5\'0"&\/

he Construed n \icj\/\\’ of the imbended purpose

uweat 38b S.C. 339,350 688 SE2d 56d. 575 (1010). |

uck which wos adwministed by the PCR. counscl Esq

The wﬁswnd
oce,c\u(cn\ dr_("cuun', \(\l‘kic_‘\

pv/ov{o\e_cl o cowise Por .o BC

Cb\/b\"me. ™M Hbf\\lcc’k) . - - sonh “\’ ovid
) rm\:\'\b\-h. \;\r\(S cowl Yo addvess o\l \ssues VQ\E’CA h\( e TP oviate
p . d twe chence Haal twe ovder wi Por\ ta make 099"‘? o
gveatly wevenss h the v'cépécf to coch 135U P"‘"Smh”at see Ponlt 25~
' : £. 2d

.- p '3 A-V‘ W;\—
ond sP&C\F‘c. naing er 375 s.C. of %10 LS S

. of 186,413 <E.1d oF V.

> g (o). $.€ RC.P. The A\\p\imn\"s P.Cn counscl .mlsccméud’
___/;,:"—-‘-——*"’""- :

o AL aud Rl " gourts jurisdiction to faw el
' ved by. S-C-

b wos

cee olso Mar)

e cPFccfs te the P.
for thesc pme\\‘mcxs as vest ‘
’LA LT4. The I\Qpl\(,om

state 1~8% 3E
()c,‘uvx V. HVCA
== y ud;c;ul o e y w\\de,fo'vc_ on evde? olve

o of e PRSI ame izt

e '
e W Nt \no\e\ S
v P - devahiovs
R ’S‘-o\tje_ const l n
] " | thet Hnlé' Hov\b-/&b\f, QOUV
ve
'P \{ Lcanl’§ (836

o vespect Pully
.

of the '\'PP\
c:\o.(d}\\e‘i‘ the ©

o 5"/\\5

C\’ Ve




Appelloate counsel. that which the Appellate Counsel prcs‘;v\aa wi thin

e P.C.R \Ae.Cl{\'V\% 1S rcq{u;re_cl -----

e bl

Soweel Lament w.hih\er?uaobb

B.R.C.L wWaT 3 o

4960 Broad RAwer Ad
SWORN AND SUBSCRIBED To REFORE ME columbio S.C. 19910 .

: S*Am( of j\v\\« 1014

Wran N\, S

AoTARY PUBLIC FOR SOUTH CAROLINA
+ Commission Expires
*farch 5, 2018

—

TH

Qoutof @



Coun#y of Cmrccn\/;Hc_

Samuel Lameat vehitner Casc No 1613=cP~ 13 - 005
’ Appl{ccmf :

y , CERTVFICATE oF SERVICE

]

The Stote of South Cavelina

Res‘\omley\f j

T the obeve stated I\N.\h.cam" ln\r.vr_by Ccrﬂ-('y thal have p&(cd o w\eh'ou\

fifled! Moliew to relieve counge! with (_b‘v\.so\icvzlo\'i.o,w»-P‘u;/suavﬂ; \‘6 f’\u\é.“

41 (o) s.c.rep of o prelimevy’ Tnjunction; and 1s depesiting o copy
i the U.S menl on the [ @] st 'IhAm/ of ‘lT(J\;L 10M. oddres<ed
fo the clerk of Couvt. Faul B.Wickensimes of Greewilic coonby
CourFhouse. 265 East Novth shveel Guecnwile <.C. 2960/-185.
and .cerhify thal all parties below e been served Hie Same

Esqy Covoline . Horlbedl | .
I01 Wi tse it st laven € Rahgon

Greenville S.(. 19601 office. of Aftorncy Geneval
of seuth Cavelina
Rewm bevt € Oevvus Boildina
V0. Rox 11849

Wodn AN sutﬁ%xﬁm REFOAE ME. B e
3]5_'?0»«0%\% . o B

Normrw PUBLTIC FDA . SDUTH CM\DLINA

TH
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