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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) . - IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
, ) ' .
COUNTY OF FAIRFIELD ) CASENO: 2012-CP-20-00358
IN THE MATTER OF THE CARE ) ORDER OF CQNTINUARCE
AND TREATMENT OF ) S SC N <
AT ..
- - ) /*"-'}J? <
Larry Edward Hendricks, ) ‘6?\.\0(;': e}
RESPONDENT ) g @
) 55 . F
’é';,,/\/a -

This matter comes before the Court upon a Request for Extensjon pu}’éuant to S.C.
Code §44-48;80(D) (as amended May 12, 2010).

T hereby find and conclude that the qualified expert, Marie E. Gehle, Psy.D.,
appomted bythls éourt at the Probable Cause Hearing, has shown good cause fora
contiﬁuance and ‘that;a coﬁtinuance should be granted. |

NOwW 'I‘I-IEREFORE IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT:

This case shall be continued for good cause pursuant to S.C. Code §44-48-80(D)
(as amended May 12; 2010)' until the evaluation can be completed and until such time as
the Court is asked to set a trial date, or soon thereafter as fhe case may be sche&uled at the
convenience of tﬁe Court and the parties.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

The Homotdble Brooks P. Gbldsmith
Chief Administrative Judge for the -
Sixth Judicial Circuit

:D%WAV& ,2012

,ZMW _, South Carolina




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
- )  SIXTHJUDICIALCRCUIT _ %
COUNTY OF FAIRFIELD ) CASENO:2012CP20-00%587, %,
) AGT
IN THE MATTER, CARE AND )  ORDER L o
TREATMENT OF ) °xo v
LARRY EDWARD HENDRICKS, ) oo 2
RESPONDENT ) 225 %
) %

This is a pending sexually violent predator case, and Dr. Marie E. Gehle of the South

the Sexually Violent Predatqr Act, by Order filed October 1, 2012.

The qualifying convictions involve Sexual Exploitation of a Minor, and in order to complete

‘her report Dr. Gehle has asked if there exist descriptions of the images on which these convictions

were based, or copies of the actual images. S.C. Code Ann. Section 16-15-410 prohibits possession
of material that contains a visual representation of a minor in sexual activity. An exception is found
at Section 16-15-410 (D), regarding the South Carolina Attorney General’s Office and other law

enforcement agencies. The case file containing images relevant to this matter are, according to '

counsel for the State, in the possession of Richland County Sheriff’s Department Investigator Reggie

Gaymon.
Given the nature of the convictions for Sexual Exploitation of a Minor, and that law
enforcement has in its possession a file containing the images in question, Dr. Gehle and

Respondent’s attorney may, as part of the evaluation ordered herein and in furtherance of

representation of Respondent, schedule an appointment with the Attorney General’s Office or

Investigator Gaymon to view these photographs.

1

Carolina Department ofT K;I;ﬁtél Health was ordered by this Court to evalué_.te Respondent pursuaritto =~

Tin.
Bt 123




| ANDIT'IS SO ORDERED.

g i) ﬁ; / Ap. 2013 TheW6norable TAErhest Kinard, Jr.
Camden, South Carolina Chief Administrative Judge for the Court

Of Common Pleas Sixth Judicial Circuit.

18]
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF- COMMON PLEAS

)
, o : ) SIXTH JUDICAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF FAIRFIELD ) CASE NO.2012-CP-20-00358
' . )
IN THE MATTER OF THE CARE ) ORDER FOR FUNDING TO
AND TREATMENT OF ) PROVIDE PAYMENT FOR
LARRY EDWARD HENDRIX ) PSYCHIATRIC EVALUATION
)

This matter came before me on Motion from the Respondent, by and through his
undersigned attorney, requesting that the services of a Forensic Psychiatrist (Thomas V.
Martin, M.D.) be provided to perform a Psychiatric Evaluation of the Respondent that.
would specifically test the Respondents’ propensity to commit sexually violent crimes.
The Respondent has already been determined to be indigent. The Respondent further

requests that the expenditure be approved to compensate the expert at an estimated rate of

-Six Thousand One Hundred Dollars ($6,100.00 ($2,500 for evaluation and $3,600 for
court appearance if required)) for the performance of the evaluation and Court Testimony
if needed. The basis for this Order is that the Court has required that the Respondent
submit to an evaluation in this matter and the State has utilized the services of a forensic
psychiatrist. As such, the Respondent is in need of his own similarly qualified expert in
order to the address the contentions of the State of South Carolina. This motion is made
~ pursuant to 44-48-90 Code of Laws of the State of South Carolina 1976, as amended.

IT IS SO ORDERED:

That this Court authorizes the payment of approximately Five Thousand, Five
Hundred and No/100 Dollars ($5,500.00)

for Respondent to be evaluated by a forensic
psychiatrist. , '

Ihdge Emeg Kefard

Chief Administrative Judge for the

~ Sixth Judicial Circuit
’ r—
. 7/2-2/]3 =
Date: o~4/ % P-E- =
. 51 N —
e WP A S 2= L
_ e o
Emest M. Spong { %?ﬁ,g _E)
Attorney at Law . g}g% -
110 S Vanderhorst St =5 i
Winnsboro SC 29180 = s
803 3482175



Reo'd [0,

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) SIXTHJUDICIAL CIRCUIT
)
COUNTY OF FAIRFIELD ) CASENO.2012-CP-20-00358
) .
IN THE MATTER OF THE CARE ) _
AND TREATMENTOF = ) -
LARRY EDWARD HENDRICKS, )  ORDER SETTING JURY TRIAL
RESPONDENT.

)
)
)

This is an action brought pursuant to the Sexually Violent Predator Act. The evaluation
~ ordered by the Court has been completed by report of Dr. Marie E. Gehle, dated July 8, 2013. Dr
Gehle concluded Respondent did fit the criteria to be committed under the SVP Act.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this case be set for a jury trial in Fairfield County, as fhe

first case up the week of January 27, 2014.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.
T, .
Chief Administrative Judge for the
Sixth Judicial Circuit Court of C'%nmon
Pleas g,' oM ?;; '
~ g >
. ~Sm>x
-~ rm
23 5
_ ,2013 S S rff_'a N
- Winnsboro, South Carolina & Mo -~
- o888 =
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SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION:ON INDIGENT DEFENSE

' Division of Appellate Defense Robert M. Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender
1330 Lady Street, Suite 401 Wanda H. Carter, Deputy"eye ép llate Defender
Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3332 ﬁ'{k @

Post Office Box 11589
Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1589
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October 16, 2015 SC COUFi’ of Appea]s

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk, S.C. Court of Appeals

Post Office Box 11629 .

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

| Re:  Inthe Matter of the Care and Treatment of Larry Hendricks
| Appellate Case No. 2014-000205

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Enclosed is a copy of a pro se Motion for Leave to Supplement the Record, sent to me by
my client in the above-referenced case. The document sent to my office appeared to be a duplicate
copy of a motion filed with this Court, but a recent review of the on-line case management system
does not reflect receipt of the original motion by the Court. Therefore, out of an abundance of
caution, I am forwarding the motion on to you.

For reference, prior appellate counsel Ms. Ganjehsani filed an Anders brief in the above-
referenced case on December 12, 2014. Appellant filed a Motion to Expand the Record on Appeal,
which was granted by this Court on April 20, 2015. The Supplemental Record on Appeal was filed
April 23,2015. Appellant’s pro se brief was filed on May 26, 2015.

Please call me if you have any questions or need additional information.

Sincerely,

TR

Laura R. Baer
Appellate Defender

Enclosure
cc:  Deborah R.J. Shupe, Esquire
Larry Edward Hendricks



