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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE ROCK HILL
N . ) MUNICIPAL COURT
COUNTY OF YORK )
| %
CITY OF ROCK HILL )
' . ) . ORDER
Plaintiff, ) TIGKET #: 35592GE
)
VS. )
. )
JAMES D, ALLEN, 1T )
)
Defendant, )
)

THIS MATTER is before the Court on the Defense Motion to Dismiss the charge of
DUI currently pending against the Defendant named above. The basis of the Motion is that
the Deferdant was stopped by Officer Rivera of the Rock Hill Police Department, but the
traffic citation was issued by Officer B. K. Lambert also of the Rock Hill Police - _
Department. The defense contends that since Officer Lambert never saw the Defendant
operating a motor vehicle, it was legally impermissible for Officer Lambert to issue the
" citation and fhe case must, therefore, be dismissed, The prosecution agrees that Officer

| Lambert did not observe the Defendant operating the motor vehicle on the night in

| gquestion. However, the prosecution contends that the “corpus delieti” of a DUI may be

| established through eircumstantial evidence citing City of Easley v. Portman 490 S.E2¢,
613 (Court of Appeals 1997). ' )

The Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss ]'S,DENIED. .
" ol |
day of June, 2013
Peter J. kehzi -
Associate Jidge, Roek Hill Municipal Court

Copy: - . Michael L. Brown, Jr., Attorney for Defendant
Paula Knox Brown, Solicitor ,

DONE AND ORDERED this
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. FORM 4
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF YORK : C CASE NUMBER 2013CP4602634
-IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS : B '
James Delaney Allen ITI ' Rock Hill City Of
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)
o . _ " Attorney for: [_] Plaintiff [ | Defendant
Submitted by: ‘ . L] Self-Represented Litigant

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)

(] JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a verdict rendered.

0 DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court, The issues have been tried or heard and a
decision rendered. [ ] See Page 2 for additional information.

[] ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): ' (] Rule 12(b), SCRCP;. - dJ Rule 41(a), SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);
(L] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [ Other: ' '
‘[0 ACTIONSTRICKEN (CHECK REASON):  [] Rule 40(j) SCRCP;  [] Bankruptoy;
[[] Binding arbitration, subject to right to restare to confirm, vacate or | Other:
modify arbitration award;
X DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX)

[ Affirmed; [ Reversed;  [] Remanded: X Other: APPEAL IS GRANTED ,
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTI FYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE
CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.
IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [ Sce attached order; (formal order 1o follow) [] Statement of judgment by the Court:
ORDER INFORMATION
This order X ends [ ] does not end the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk: ORDER (APPEAL IS GRANTED)

]

: INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Cnmplete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount should be enrolled, If
there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes.below.

Judgment in Fayor of Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be Enrolled
{List name(s) below) (List name(s) below) (List amouni(s) below)

If applicable,-dcscribe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order;

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contajned
in this form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed
- such as interest or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge
may be provided to the clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for

judgment details.

s/ Jobn C. ?[a_yes, I, , - 2049 4142014

Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date
CPFORMACH:

SCCA SCRCP Form 4C (Rcv:sed 32013)




v I : - 000003
For Clerk of Court Office Use Only.

This judgment was entered on Aprxl 18, 2014, and a copy mailed first class or placed in the appropnate attorney’s box on April 18,
2014, to attomeys of record or to parties (when appeanng pro se)-as follows: :

Michael Langford Brown Jr. PO Box 1025 Rock Hill, SC Paula Knox Brown 201 E. Main Street Third F loor Rock
29731 . - Hill, SC 29730 .
. A_’_I"I‘ORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAlNTlFF(S) ' ' "~ ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

David Hamilton

Court Reporter. David Hamilton - Clerk of Court

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGA'RI-)IN,G DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON PAGE 1.

" This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.

-CPFORM4Cm
SCCA SCRCP Form 4C (Revised 3/2013)
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON_ PLEAS
SIXTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF YORK
James Delaney Allen I,

Appellant,

-V- .
o File Number: 2013-CP-46-02634
City of Rock Hill, :

Respondent.

)
1 e

. This matter comes before the undersigned in thé York Couﬁty Court of Common Pleas on
March 12, 2014. Appearing for the Appellant was Michael L. Brown, Esguire. Paula Knox
Brow,n; Esquire, appeared for the City of Rods Hill. Appellant 'wa_s arrested and charged witﬁ'
DUI First Offense on September 22, 2012. Appellant filed a Motion to Dismiss, which was
subsequently denied. The case then proceeded to a bench trial. On August 21, 2013, The
Honorable Judge Peter Lenzi found the Appellant guilty of DUI First Offense. Appellant now
appeals this conviction. |
Facts
| On September 22, 2012, Sergeant Rivera, of the City‘of» Rock Hill Police Department,
came into contact with the Appellant's vehicle traveling down Ogden Road. Sgt. Rivera then
begﬁn "pacing" the 'Appellant"s vehicle in an unmarked police vehicle and _tesﬁﬁed that the
Appell';mt was traveling at a speed of 53 miles per hour in a 35 m?le ;;er hour zone. Sgt. Rivé_ra-

also testified that he witnessed the Appellant's vehicle swerve a(;rO'Ss the yellow line on sev;;raf
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" occasions. Sgt. Rivera then conducted a traffic stop, pulling over tﬁe Appe]iant and idéntifying
himself as a City of Rock Hill Police Officer. Sgt. Rivera testified that he déiactéd a strong odor
of alcohol coming from fh;a Appellant's véﬁicle and/or breath. The officer then inquired as to
how ‘much alcohol the Appellant had consumed whereby the Appellant responded that he had
consumed "one beer." Sgt. Rivera then contacted the police traffic unit and Officer La;nbert of }
the City of Rock Hill Police Department was dlspalched to the scene. ' | |

" Officer Lambert amved approx1mate]y ten minutes upon bemg dispatched and "took
over" the mvestlgatlon He testified that when he asked the Appellant how much alcohol he had
tonsumed the Appellant was not'sure. Officer Lambert additionally testified that he offered the
Appel]ant three staﬁdard_Field'Sébriety.Tests which disclosed clues concerning the Appé]lant's
impairment level. The officer subsequéntly arrested the Appeilant for DUI._

At the bencﬁ tﬁal held by the Honorable Judge Lenzi,_‘both Sgt. Rivera and Officer
Lambert testified for the City. .The only question posed to Sgt. Rivera by defense counsel during

 cross-examination was whether he had issued the Uniform Traffic Ticket charging the Appellant
with DUI, to which he responded '.'No, Officer Lambert did." The only Ac']uestion posed by
defense counsel during the cross examination of Officer Lambert was whether he had séen the
Defendant driving on the night-« of the incident, to which Officer Lambert responded "no.” The
City entered five exhibits into evidence: the road side v_ideé; the Data Room video, advisement
of the Iinplied Consent form, the Data Master Test results, and the notice of Silspension due to

- Appellant's failure to provide a breath sample. |

Law

This appeal is based on the following ground: _ _ o

(Y-ﬁ g
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The Trial Court shonld have dismissed the charge againét the Defendant because the
arresting officer did not witness the conduct prescribed by the charge he was convicted of
- and arrested him on a uniform traffic ticket. The arresting officer should have obtained a
‘warrant because he did not witness the crime. ' :
~ On the Uniform Traffic Ticket included in the Return, Officer Lambert is listed under the "Name
- of Arrestingj()’fficer;" At trial, the prosecution agreed that Officer Lambert did not observe the
Appellant operating the motor vehicle on the Anight in question. The prosecution relied on the
argument that the "corpus delicti” of a DUI may be established through circumstantial evidence,
citing City of Easley v, Pbrtman, 490 §.E.2d, 613 {Court of Appeals 1997). Appellant‘ relies on.
§17-13-30 of the S.C. Code of Laws, which states:
The sheriffs and deputy sheriffs of this state may arrest without warfant" any- and all
persons who, within their view, violate any of the criminal laws of this State if such arrest
may be made at the time of such violation of law or immediately thereafter.

South Carolina courts have held that the acts "must become known to the officer, at the time of

their commission, through his sensory perception, and he must infer that they constitute an

offense.” Prosser v. Parsons, 245 S.C. 493, 141 S.E. 2d 342, " A crime is committed in the

presence of an officer when the facts and circﬁmstances occurring within hié observation, in

co_nnectioxﬁ. with what, under the circumstances, ﬁa§ be considered as cdmmon knowledge, give

him probaljale cause to believe or reasonable grounds to suspect that such is the case.” State v.

Williams, 237 S.C. 252, 116 S.E.2d 858, In Williams, the South Carolina Supreme Court cited
‘with approval that: | '

Although a person may actually be .comm.itting a criminal offense, it is not _committed

within the meaning of the statute, if the officer does not know it. And where, the officer

could not observe nor become cognizant of the act constituting the offense by the use of

his senses it could not be committed in his presence so as to authorize an arrest without a
warrant. State v, Pluth, 157 Minn. 145, 195 N.W. 789, 791.

|
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e

Analysis
Here, we have an oﬁiéer who made an arrest, but did not Witness'or‘perceive any of the
events giving probable'caus'e for the ipitiz;l traffic stop which re'sulped in th‘«a arrest. Sgt.‘ Rivera
began l “pécing" the 'Appellantsf vehicle andl' conducted a traffic stop upon perceiving the
- Appeliant speeding as well as seeing the Appellant's_vehide swerve across yellow lines. Thus,
~ under the statute .and épplicable South Caroliria case law, Sgt. Rivera, and not Officer I.arﬁbert,
perceived the Appellant committing the criminal acts giving rise to the traffic stop and therefore .
Sgt. Rivera, rather than Officer Lambert, shoﬁld have been the arresting officer. Officer Lambert
arrived at the scene of the traffic stop approximately ten minutes upon being dispatched and
therefore could not ha{re observed the acts of Appellant speeding and swerving across the
median. The record indicates that Offic_er{aihbert "tqok over the inﬁestigatiou" once he arrived
at the scene. The record does not indica_te that Officer Lambert in any way perceived thg acts
lwhiél;, allcgedly gavé Sgt. Rivera probable cause to conduct the >initial traffic stop on Appellant's
‘vehicle (speeding or swerving). Nor dées the record indicate that Officer Lambert observed, with
any of his sensory perceptions, any act of Appellant which, in itself, would give rise to an arrest
for DUI First Offense withouf a warrant. The crime here qf DUI was not committed in Officer
Lambert's presence. Officer Lambert neither observed nor pefceived the Appellant speeding and

or swerving his motor vehicle. Officer Lambert camnot justify an arrest simply by relying on the

hearsay of another police officer. The issue in this case is outside the scope of ‘Portman an
concerns whether the arresting officer actually perceived the acts giving rise to establish
_ probable cause to initiate a traffic stop of the Appellant, and not whether circumstantial evidence

can be used to establish the "corpus delicti" of DUIL

L
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Conclusion
For the above stated reasons, the Cdu;t hereby reverses Appellant's. conviction for DUT -

First Offense on the basis that the arresting officer, Officer Lambert; of thé City of Rock Hill

Police Dcpartmcnf, failed to comply with §17-13-30 of the SC Code of Laws. Officer Lambert

did not perceive aﬂy of the acts giving rise 1o establishing probable cause to engage in an initial-
traffic stop of the Appellant. Additionally,'nothing in the record indicates that Officer Lanibért,, .

upon‘a'rriving at the scene of the traffic stop, observed the Appellant commit any acts, which in

and of themselves, would give rise to an érrest for DUI without a warrant. The Appellant's

" - motion is hereby GRANTED.

IT IS SO ORDERED. M
’ : - C. Hayes, 111
St 11 e

'mdmm@ | iy
B _ :
York, So_uth Carolmd
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IN THE COURT OF *

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
o ) ' COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF YORK ). ' . :
)
CITY OF ROCK HILL ) |
: | ) RETURN TO APPEAL 2
-Plaintiff, ) ~ TICKET 35592GE N T
- S : - < o
Ve ) ' Qi 9
| ) e
JAMES D, ALLEN, 1II, ) [0k
Defendant, ) WS o
. ) o (on}
APPEARANCES: Michaél L. Brown, Jr., Attorney for Defendant .
Paula Knox Brown, Solicitor — City of Rock Hill

PROCEEDINGS:

The Defendant restated his Motion to Dismiss based upon the previous representatlons
arguments and authority that had been presented at a Hearing on the Motion to Dismiss on 5-16-
13. TheMotion was again denied and the case ploceeded toa Non-Jury Trial,

The Defendant was arrested and charged with Driving Under the Influence First Offense
on September 22, 2012. Attorney Michael L. Brown, Jr. made an appearance on behalf of the
Defendant on October 5, 2012 whereby he requested a Jury Trial on behalf of Mr. Allen and
submitted Rule 5 and Brady motions on Mr. Allen:s behalf, THe ease was originally set for Jury
Trial on Jammary 15, 2013. The Defendant had] m‘Hy requested a Trial by Jury; that request
was ultimately withdrawn, The Defendant filed a Motion to Dismiss which alleged that Officer
B. K. Lambert who issued the Uniform Traffic Ticket charging the Defendant with Driving
Under the Influence had not witnessed the Defendant driving on the night in question. A hearing
was held on the Defendant’s motion which resulted in the issuance of an Otder dated June 1,
2013. Upon the issuancé of the Ordet, the case ploceeded as a Bench Tual on August 20, 2013. .

The City called two witnesses, Sgt. Rivera who testified that he came in contact with the
Defendant on Ogden Road ori the 22"“‘ of Septembel, 2012. Rivera described “pacing® the
Defendant’s v_ehmle in an unmarked police cruiser and testified that the Defendant was going 58 -
miles per hour in a 35 mile per hour zone, Durmg the “pacing” Rivera testified that the vehicle.

- swetved across the yellow line on several occasions. Rivera pulled over the Defendant and

"~ identified himself as a Rock Hill police officer. Rivera testified that he detected a strong odor of -
alcokol coming out of the Defendant’s vehicle and/or off his breath, When asked how much -
alcohol he had consumed the Defendant responded one beer at which time Rivera contacted the
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traffic unit and Officer Lémbert was dispafched to the scene. The only question posed to ﬂlié
witness by the defense was whether he had issued the Uniform Traffic ticket charging the
 Defendant with Driving Under the Influence to which he responded “No, Officer Lambert did.”

Officer Lambert atrived approximately ten minutes after being dispatched and took over.
the investigation of Mr. Allen, Officer Lambert testified that when questioned about the amount
- of alcohol he had consumed, the Defendant was not sure. Lambert offered the Defendant three-
standard Field Sobriety Tests which in Lambett’s opinion, disclosed numerous “clues™
concerning the Defendant’s impairment level. The Defendant was arrested for DUI and
mirandized. The City entered five-exhibits into evidence; road side video, the Data Room video,
advisement of the Implied Consent form, Data Master Test results and the notice of Suspension
relevant because of the Defendant’s failure to provide a breath sample. On cross examination
the only question posed by defense counsel was whether or not Lambert had seen the Defendant
driving that night to which Lambert responded “No.” » S

The City rested it’s case and the defense once again renewed it’s Motion to Dismiss on
the same grounds, arguments, representations and authority as previously presented to the Court;

that Motion was again denied.

Based upon the evidence presented the Court found the Defendant guilty of Driifing
Under the Influence First Offense. - _ .

). Respectfully submitted by:
| 3/ (e
. \ .

Peter J. Denzi (R A
Associate JudgeyRock Hill Municipal Court

 EXHIBITS: 1, Copy of Ticket # 35592GE.

2. Order dated 6-17-13

3, Roadside Video

4, BA Room Video

5, Implied Consent Rights Form
6. BA Test Report ' ‘
7. Notice of Suspension

Michael L. BroWn, Jr., Attpmey for Defendant
Paula Knox Brown, Solicitor ,City of Rock Hill
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 EXHIBIT 2
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE ROCK HILL
, B ) MUNICIPAL COURT
COUNTY OF YORK - )
: )
, o - )
CITY OF ROCK HILL ) S
| - ) . ORDER"
Plaintiff, ) TICKET #: 35592GE.
V8. )
o ' )
JAMES D, ALLEN, III )
' : )
Defendant. )
)

Ty

THIS MATTER is before the Court on the Defense Motion te Dismiss the charge of
DUX currently pending against the Defendant named above. The basis of the Motion is that -

the Defendant was stopped by Officer
Officer B. X. Lambert also of the Rock Hill Police.

The defense contends that since Officer Lambert never saw the Defendant
it was legally impermissible for Officer Lambert to issue the

- traffic citation was issued by
Department,
operating a motor vehicle,
citation and the case must, therefore,

Rivera of the Rock Hill Police Department, but the

be dismissed. The prosecution agrees that Officer

Lambert did not observe the Defendant operating the motor vehicle on the night in
question, However, the prosecution contends that the “corpus delicti” of a DUl may be

established through circumstantial evidence citing

613 (Court of Appeals 1997). .

The Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss

" DONE AND ORDERED this

City of Easley v. Portman 490 S.E.2°,

jb,DENIED,

')T - -
day of June, 2013

Peter J. hehzi
Associate Jagdge, Rock Hill Municipal Court

Michael L. Brown, Jr., Attdrney for Defendant

" Copy2
' _ Paula Knox Brown, Soliciter -




000013 "

EXHIBIT 5
. ADVISEMENT OF IMPLIED CONSENT RIGHTS

Jomes Deloney Allen _ , _ SN (¢
‘Snbjcct‘s Name (Print) ‘ ’ ' Date of Birth N T ~ . "f? -
I _fce

Driver's License Number - . v . State Licensed v

| - DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE ADVISEMENT - |

(A) Wil test be video recorded? If answer is Yes, start herel - - Inform subject of video recording, - : .

) S Tfanswer is No, stacthers D - Inform subject of type samples requested(i.e. breath,blood,urine). -

'(B) Provide subject with a written copy of the following advisement and read the advisement to the subject: -

- You are under arrest for Driving Under the Influence (DUI), Section 56-5-2930, South Carolina Code of Laws 1976, as amended..

- The srresting officer has directed that samples be taken for alcoliol and/or drug testing,

- The samples will be taken and tested according to Section 56-5-2950 and SLED policies.

. You do not have to take the fests or give the samples, but if you refuse to submit to the tests, your privilege to drive in South’
Carolina must be suspended or denied for at least sik (6) months and your refusal may be used against you in court,

- Ifyou take the tests or give the samples and have an alcohol concentration of eight one-hundredths of one percent (0.08%) or more,
you may instead be charged with Driving with an Unlawfut Alcohol Concentration (DUAC), Section 56-5-2933.

- Ifyou have an alcohol concentration of fifteen one-hundredths of one percent (0.15%) or more, your privilege to drive in South
Carolina must be suspended for at least one (1) month. ° . . ' .

- You have the right to have a qualified person of your own choosing conduct additional independent tests at your expense and the
officer, wpon request, must provide you affirmative assistance. .

- You have the right to request an administrative hearing within thirty (30) days of the issuance of the notice of suspension.

- Ifyou do not request an administrative hearing or if your suspension is upheld at the administrative hearing, you must enroll in an
Alcohol and Drug Safety Action Program. . - ‘

If applicable, pexform the following procedures: »

{C) Check subject's mouth and remove any foreign material. (Not required if a refusal has oceured.)

(D) Enter biographical data into DataMaster DMT. (Required for all tests, including refusals.)

(E) Observe subject for a minimum of twenty (20) minutes before collecting breath sample, (Not required if a refugal has occured.)

I ADVERTENCIA PORMANEJAR BAJOS LOS EFECTOS DE ALCOHOL O DROGAS(DUL) : [

(A) ¢Se grabar4 en video el anslisis? Si la respuesta es Si, empicza aquill - Informe al sujeto que va a ser grabado en video,
: Si la respuesta es No, empieza aquill - Informe al sujeto de lo que se requiere(ejempto:
. R . . soplar, sangre, urins.)
(B) De al sujeto una copia escrita de la siguiente advertenocia y leala advertencia al sujeto: :
.- Usted queda detenido por Manejar Bajo los Efectos de Alcohol o Drogas (DU, Seccién 56-5-2930, del Cédigo deLeyesde
Carolina del Sur de 1976, segin s enmiends. : '
- El agente que efectud la detencidn dispuso que se sacaran muestras de aleohol y/o drogas para ser analizada(s).
- Se obtendrén y se analizarén las muesiras segiin la Secoin 56-5 2950 y las normas de SLED.

- Usied noestd obligado & hacerse los andlisis ni a sacerse las muesiras, pero si se niega & someterse a estos anilisis, se le tendrd que

suspender o negar el derecho de manejar en Carolina del Sur por lo menos durante seis (6) meses ¥ el hecho de que usted se niega,

podré usarse en su conira en un fribunal. : .
. 'Siusted se somete a los anglisis o se saca las muestras y tiene una concentragién de alcohol de ocho centésimos del uno por ciento

20,08%) c;’ més, entonces se lo podria acusar de Manejar con una Concenlracién Hegal de Alcohol (DUAC), segiin la Seccién

6-5-2933. : ,

. Siusted tieric una concentracion de alcohol de quince centésimos del uno por ciento (0,15%) 0 més, se le deberd suspender el
derecho de manejar en Carolina del Sur por lo menos durante un (1) mes. '

- Usted liene ¢l derecho de que una persona que usted elija y que esté oapacitada para hacerlo, realice sus propios andlisis

adicionales, los cuales usted mismo tiene que pagar y en ese caso, el agente debe brindarle-ayuda si usted lo solicita,

Usted tiene ef derecho de solicitar una audiencia administrativa dentro de los treinta (30) dfas de la fecha en que se emitiéla

notificacién de la suspensién. L : .

. S usted no solicita una audiencia administrativa 6 si se le confirma la suspension en la audiencia administraliva, usted tiene que
matricalarse en un Programa de Medidas Contra ¢] Abuso del Consumo del Alcohol ¥ las Drogas.

Si aplics, efectue los siguientes procedimicntos: * : :
(C) Inspecciona la boca del sujeto y quite material extrano de 1a boca. (Ignora si se niega el sujeto.) , i

) Anade datos biograficos en e} DataMaster DMT. (Bsto es requerido para todos los examenes aunque s niege el sujeto.)
(B) Observe al sujeto un minimo de (20) minutos antes de obtener un ejemplar de su respira.(Ignora si se niega.) :

—— —

5(/../') fé‘c?l /Qcoé‘séc/'%o Sun | ,% # 0.9 -/of
Subject's Signature S v/ . ©  Officer's Signatwre v O(f ¢ dateftime’

* Firma del Sujeto (Recibié una copia) . Firma del Agente - - fecha/hora

SLED Farensics Porm & ICS 010, February 2009
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EXHBIT ¢ _ .

- SOUTH CAROLINA LAW ENFORCEMENT DIVISION
BREATH ALCOHOL ANALYSIS TEST REPORT
DRIVING UNDER. THE INFLUENCE :
[ SUBJECT BIOGRAPHICAL INFORMATION . ]
SUBJECTNAME:  JAMES/D/ALLEN DLNUMBER: -
RACE: BLACK - DRIVER'S LICENSE:  SC 5
SBX: ‘ SUBJECT ADDRESS: 2774 ROUND HILL CT
DOB; . ROCKHILL, 8C
¢ ARREST INFORMATION I
OFFICER NAME: ~ BRIAN/K/LAMBERT ' AGENCY ORL: 50460300
TICKET NUMBER: 35592GE - COUNTY OF ARREST: 46 - YORK
ARRESTDATE:  09/22/2012 ARREST TIME: oL:15
| - OPERATOR INFORMATION ]
TEST OPERATOR; 'BRIAN/K/LAMBERT AGENCY ORI: $C0460300
CERTIFICATION #: DMTO001353 . EXPIRATION DATE:  02/21/2014
SOLUTION LOT#; 12802 ©+* BOTTLE 0996 :
BREATH TEST VIDEO RECORDED? YES . SUBIECH INFORMED OF VIDEO RECORDING? YES
SUBJECT'S MOUTH CHECKED AND SUBJECT INFORMED OF TYPE SAMPLE R.EQUBSTED? YES
ANY FOREIGN MATERIAL REMOVED? YES ‘SUBJECT OBSERVED FOR A MINIMUM OF (20)
SUBJECT ADVISED OF APPLICABLE RIGHTS? YES TWENTY MINUTES? YES
SUBJECT'S BREATH ALCOHOL TEST RESULTS : !
- DATAMASTER DMT SERIAL #100207 '
TEST DATE: ' 0912212012
OBSERVATION START TIME: 01:53:53
BLANK TEST 0.00 02:14:53
INTERNAL STANDARD VERIFIED 02:15:00
0.08% SIMULATOR TEMPERATURE 33.99°C 02:15:18
0.08% SIMULATOR VERIFICATION 0.078 02:15:18
BLANK TEST : :
SUBHICTSAMPIE Rt
BLANK TEST ) 02 18 53
INTERNAL STANDARD VERIFIED 02:18:59
é 86—71 léé’facaa/ %O 5‘34\ d‘/’ o o /o{/Oo!/é?
Subjeot's Sigrature ) (Recewed Copy{Date/’hme )
. ' An’cstmg Officer’s Slgnaturc Test Operator's S:gnature
VISIT WWWY, SLBD .5C.GOV AND CLICK ON RMPLIED CONSENT. THEN CLICK ON BREATH SITE VIDEO RECORDINGS. BNTER 'I'HE REQURSTED INFORMATION
_FROM THE BOXBBLOW TO AOCESS ‘THE VIDEO RECORDING OF THIS BREATH TEST:
SUBJECTID: 18245SFABI
SUBJECT PASSWORD: 78E9E
: ’ ' #*MPORTANT NOTICE#* .
INF ORMATION FROM THIS REPORT WILLEE USED TO ACCBSS THE BREATH TEST VIDEQ, ANYONE WITH THIS INFORMATION WL HAVE ACCRSS TO THE
VIDEO "PROTECT THIS REPORT AS YOU \WOULD ANY IMPORTANT DOCUMENT, SLED ASSUMES NO RESPONSIBILITY FOR UNAUTHORIZED ACCBSS
' ’ SLED Forensics Form & 108 013, Aprl 2010
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South Carolina Department of Motor Vehlcles MV-65
Rev. 12105
Notice of Suspensmn ‘
. Defendant’s Name Address
» 3 Vi : . Il’ " )
BP/DL Number - , State . Zip Code : Date of Birth -
Vehicle: License Plate Number, Vehicle Type: Commercial [ Yes I No Hazardous Material [ Yes [1-No
YOUR PRIVILEGE TO DRIVE IN SOUTH CAROLINA IS SUSPENDED IMMEDIATELY FOR THE FOLLOWING:
(CHECK ONLY ONE BOX)
UNDER THE AGE OF TWENTY-ONE (21) | ANY AGE UNDERARREST FOR DUI
AND NOT UNDER ARREST FOR DUI* ' '
I chistering an alcohol concentration of .02 or greater* [_] Registering an alcoliol concentration of .15 or greater
3 Refusing to submit 1o a breath, blood or urine test* E} ' Refusing to sublﬁit to a breath, blood or urine test

*A person who is taken for testing under 56-1-286 cannot be prosecuted under 20-7-8920, 20-7-8925, 56-5-2930 or 56-5-2933.

Everyone who receives this Notice of Suspension can have a hearing to challenge the suspension. A hearing will be seheduled if within
thirty days of the date on this notice of suspension the South Carolina Administrative Law Court RECEIVES your written request for a
hearing. There is a $150.00 filing fee for a hearing. (Parsonal checks not accepled.) See the back of this form for more mformat;on on how

to ask for a hearing.

If a hearing is scheduled, you may be able to get a temporary alcohol restricted license. The temporary alcohol restricted license costs $100.00
and aliows you to drive without restrictions until the hearing results are mailed to you. See the back of this form for instructions on how to get
a temporary alcohol restricted license,

If you do not get a temporary alcohol restricted license, your suspension continues. You cannot drive untll you either get a route-restricted
slicense or your suspension period ends and you; 1) enroll in ADSAP [if you do not complete ADSAP, your driver’s license will again be

suspended); 2) pay a $100.00 remstatement fee; and 3) have a Jicense issned to you,

If you do get a temporary alcoho! restricted license and the hearing officer rules against you after your hearing, your suspension will go back
into effect. If you were suspended after having been arrested for DUI, yrou may be eligible for a route- restricted license to allow you to drive
for the remainder of the'suspension. Thete are instructions on the back of this form Lo explain how 16 get & route- restricted license. If you do
not get a route-restricted license or if you are under the age of lwenty-one and were not arrested for DUT, you cannot drive until yowr -
suspension period ends and you: 1) envoll in ADSAP {if you do not complete ADSAP; your driver’s license will again be suspended): 2) pay

a $100.00 remstatement fee; and 3) have a license issued to you.

If you do get a temporary alcohol restricted license and the hearing officer rules in your tavor the suspension will be cancelled. Your driving
privileges will be reinstated. However, you must go to a DMV office and have a regular license issued to you.

If you were suspended aRer having been arrested for DUI, you may be entitled to have a route—:esmcled license during your suspension period.

You do not have to request a hearing to be eligible for a route-restricted license. The route-resiricted license casts $100.00 and allows you to

drive only to and from work, college, ADSAP classes, and a court-ordered drug program, plus during the course of your employment or
“college. However, you must enroll in ADSAP before a route-restricted hcense will be lssued See the back of this form for instructions on how

togeta mute-restncted licernise,

I understand that I cannot drive until a Heense has been fssued fo me, — _
- . ) : - Signature of Defendant

Defendant’s license or-permit surréndered (yesorno) . (If yes, ticense must be attached to yelfow copy of this form)

bate ‘Signéture of Arrésting Ofﬁc;r ' : - © Printed Name of Arresting Otﬁcer
Agency Name Agency Code _ » Agency chcphone Number
_ Date C . Signatm"e qf ISz;taMaster Operétor ’ .i - | f’riqitea Nae of DataMaster Operat(;r
" Agency Nam‘e Agency Codé v - Agency Teleghoné Number

Pink Copy-Defendant . Yellow Copy-DMV/Driver Records Green Copy-Olficer While Copy-Officer’s Agency
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NOTICE OF APPEAL FROM THE BENCH TRIAL ORDER ISSUED BY THE
‘ CITY OF ROCK HILL MUNlCIPAL COURT

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Common Pieas,for York County

APPEAL FROM ROCK HILL MUN!CIPAL COURT
Peter Lenzi, Presiding Municipal Court Judge

Ticket No.: 35502 GE

James Delaney Allen lll, | , Appeliant,

The City of Rock Hill, - _ Respondent.

NOTICE OF APPEAL

The Defendant James Delamby and through counsei,
MICHAEL L BROWN, JR., hereby appeals the verdict rendered by the
Honorable Peter Lenzi on August 21, 2013. - )

" The grounds upon which this Appeal is based as follows: 1.The Trial Court
should have dismissed the charge against the Defendant because the arresting
Officer did not witness the conduct prescribed by the charge he was convicted of

‘and arrested him oh a uniform traffic ticket. The arresting Officer should have

obtained a warrant becausé he did not withess the crime.

DATED this 27 day of August, 2013.

Respectively wd' | N

MICHAEL L. BROWN, JR.
Law Offices of Michael L. Brown, Jr.
P.O. Box 1025 '
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29731
(803) 328.8822 '

_ (803) 328. 0523 (vua facs:mlle)




000017

NOTICE OF APPEAL FROM THE BENCH TRIAL ORDER ISSUED BY THE .

'CITY OF ROCK HILL MUNIGIPAL COURT
* THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Common Pleas for York County .-

APPEAL FROM ROCK HILL MUNICIPAL COURT
- Peter Lenzi, Presiding Municipal Court Judge

Ticket No.: 355902 GE
- James Delaney Allen 111,  Appellait,

The City of Rock Hill, | Respondent,

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

. The undersigned hereby acknowledges that a true and correct copy of the
NOTICE OF APPEAL was hereby forwarded via regular mail, postage prepaid,
addressed o the following: '

Honorable Peter Lenzi
Rock Hill Municipal Court
120 E. Black Street

_ Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730 '
C\}\: m@

Loril Rodgers, Paralé =

Law Offices of Mich . Brown, Jr.
P.O. Box 1025

Rock Hill, South Carolina 29731
(803) 328.8822

(803) 328.0523 (via facsxmlle)
August 27, 2013




000018 -

NOTICE OF APPEAL FROM THE BENCH TRIAL ORDER lSSUED BY THE
CITY OF ROCK HILL MUNICIPAL COURT

_ THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
* Inthe Court of Common Pleas for York County

APPEAL FROM ROCK HILL MUNIGIPAL COURT
Peter Lenzi, Presiding Municipal Court Judge
Ticket No 35592 GE :

James DelaneyAI!en m, . ' Appeliant,

- The Clty of Rock Hill, : | - Respondent.

- CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby acknowledges that a true and correct copy of the
NOTICE OF APPEAL was hereby forwarded via regular mail, postage prepaid,
addressed to the following:

York County Court of Common Pleas Non Jury
Attn: Lynn Straight

Post Office Box 649

York, South Carolina 20745

Lorri Rodyers, Paralega

Law Offices of Michael L.B3rown, Jr.
P.O. Box 1025

Rock Hill, South Carolina 29731
(803) 328.8822

T S (803) 328.0523 (via facsimile)
August 27, 2013 : : _
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NOTICE OF APPEAL FROM THE BENCH TRIAL ORDER ISSUED BY THE

James Delaney Allen Hl

The City of Rock Hill,

CITY OF ROCK HILL MUNICIPAL COURT -

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of COmmon Pleas for York County

APPEAL FROM ROCK HILL MUNICIPAL COURT
Peter Lenzn Presmimg Mumc:lpal Court Judge

Tlcket No.: 35592 GE

- Appellant,

Respondent.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby acknowledges that a true and correct copy of the

) NOTICE OF APPEAL was hereby forwarded via regular mail, postage prepaid,
- addressed to the followmg

August 27, 2013

City of Rock Hill Solicitor’s Office
Attn: Chris Barton :

201 East Main Street 3™ Floor
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730

Law Offices of Michaet-lZ Brown, Jr.
P.O. Box 1025

Rock Hill, South Carohna 29731
-(803) 328.8822

(803) 328. 0523 (vra facsxmtle)
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IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

- APPEAL FROM YORK COUNTY -
- Court of Common Pleas

John C. Hayes, 11, Circuit Court J udge -

e
Case No. 20 I}CP4608‘67F5'

Gty OF ROCK Hill..ocoovtevvssnesvemsesceressssssmeeseoeomeeees s eoroossoomesssees oo Appellant,
V. |
Jartes Delatiey Allen, Mlu..u...ooccoevecosmeeessmesessessesneesssesssoseos oo sooees oo Respondent. :

NOTICE OF APPEAL

The City of Rock Hill appeals the judgment of the Honorable John C. Hayes, I1I, filed
April 18, 2014. A copy of the order was:mailed to the undersigned on April 21, 2014,

ke

PAula Knox Brown, Bar 469564
and/or Christopher E. A. Barton
Attorney(s) for Appellant
201 E. Main Street, Suite 300

. Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730-
803-329-5641

May 16,2014
Rock Hill, South Carolina
Other counsel of record: ' , < o _ ; :
Michael L. Brown, Jr. . : SOE & =
Post Office Box 1025 e A
Rock Hill, SC29731 v ' _ . 8“0, W r;‘U1
278 £ &
o fous) et
’ - o]
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IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM YORK COUNTY
. Court of Common Pleas

John C. Hayes, 111, Circuit Court Judge

2443
Case’ No 20 I&’CP46036‘4'5

City of Rock Hlll

crer e b R b RS EbeA e ettt e en e neee Respondent,
V.
James DeIaney_Allen; HL oot ess e ssessessesseesssenns e Appellant,

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Paula Knox Brown, hereby certify that I served the Notice of Appeal on Michael Brown,
counsel for Respondent, by deposmng a copy of the document in the United States mail, with
sufficient postage affixed, on the 16™ day of May, 2014. The envelope was addressed as follows:

Michael L.v Brown, Jr.
Post Office Box 1025
Rock Hill, SC 29731

Paula ox Brown
Attorney(s) for Respondent
201 E. Main Street Suite 300

Rock Hill, South Cf_lrollna 29730

R 803-329- 5641
April 16,2014 .
Rock Hill, South Carolina
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IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA _
: In the Court of Appeals B
- < 9 = G
— S0 = O
APPEAL FROM YORK COUNTY g?j AN ':—‘)
o
Court of Common Pleas SRR T
e =
v dep s _r:: full
John C. Hayes, III, Circuit Court Judge e o5 @
} Ap3t
Case No. 2011CP46Q3645
City of Rock H111 ........................................................................................................... Respondent,
v.
James Delaney Allen, IL........c.v.uuiiminioeriiesesessesesseseeseessssesssesesesssrsess Appellant.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

IR Paula Knox Brown, hereby certify that I served the Notice of Appeal on the York County Clerk
of Court’s office, by deposmng a copy of the document in the United States mail, with sufficient

postage affixed, on the 16" day of May, 2014. The envelope was addressed as follows:

Lynn Strait

York County Clerk of Court’s Ofﬁce
Post Office Box 649

York, SC 29745.

Paula Knox Brown
Attorney(s) for Respondent
201 E. Main Street, Suite 300

Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
803-329-5641

A/pril 16, 2014 - '
Rock Hill, South Carolina
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
~ In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM YORK COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas

JOHN C. HAYES, I, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2013-CP-46-02643

The City of Rock Hill, | Appellant,
. V. . -
" James Delaney Allen, III Respondent.
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE -

The undersigned attorney hereby certifies pursuant to Rule 203 (d)(2)(A) of the South Carolina
Appellate Court Ritles that a copy of the Notice of Appeal in the above captioned case has been served, upon )
opposing counsel by depositing one (1) copy via Regular United States. Mail, postage prepaid on the Zl{_é’iy of
October, 2014, to Michael L. Brown, Jr., Attorney for Respondent, Post Office Box 1025, Rock Hill, South
Carolina.29732. ' '

October ZY, 2014 .

. Christopher E. A. Barton
201 E Main Street, 3™ Floor
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
(803) 329-5692
Attorney for Appellant
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" COURT OF COMMON PLEAS.

STATE OF SOUTH CARCOLINA:

il county of York 2013-CP-46-02634

‘

City of Reock Hili,
Appellant,
vs. ' TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD

;James Delaney Allen,

Respondent.

March 12th, 2014
York, South Carolina .

BEFORE:

JOHN C. HAYES, III, JUDGE.

APPEARANCES =
PAULA BROWN, ESQ.
‘Attorney for the Appellant

MICHAEL L. BROWN, JR., ESQ.
Attorney for the Respondent

AMINAH R. HARDY, RPR, CVR-CM |
Official Court Reporter .
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EXHIBITS.
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(No exhibits were ‘marked.)
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 PROCEEDINGS

h:MR.déROWN: ~Chahging gears, this case is ‘different

vfrom the others.that we have before you today.' This case:. {

is unique.« Mr. Allen was stopped for speedlng on a county

road in York County He was stopped by two offlcers who

do not make the arrest. They detain Mr. Allen. Theyire.
) | _ e

within --
| THE COURT: is it Allen or Delaney2 Allen Delaney
looks like his name. |
MR. BROWN: We got James Allen. James Delaney Allen
is his_name; Delaney'is his middle name, Your Honor. |
THE COURT: I see his name. : ' !

- MR. BROWN: But he's'stopped for speeding on a coﬁnty
road'in York County-withih the jurisdiction of Rock Hill
Police Department. ‘These offiéers detain him, ask‘him a
few questions;-and_then wait for another officer, Officer
Lambert to arrive about ten minutes later: Officerr
Lambert makes the actual arrest. (At no time does-Officer
Lambert observe the conducted descrlbed by the statute,
56 5-2930, which requlres somebody dr1V1ng State V.

Graves, whlch I'm sure thls Court 1s well aware of

requires more than a car belng cranked up'and the car

being in drive' It requlres the vehlcle belng in wmotion.

At no’ tlme does Offlcer Lambert observe thls He

makes the- arrest and proceeds further ‘to charge him with
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.

1 dr1v1ng under the 1nfluence, gives a field sobrlety test
-2 7~and so forth. Pursuant to-17-13- 30 of the South Carollna
3 !%code of laws as amended the sherlffs and deputy sherlffs

4 of thls state may arrest w1thout warrant any and all

persons who, within thelr v1ew, v1olate any of the |

6 crlmlnal laws of this state if such arrest be made at the

time of such violation of law or immediately thereafter.
8 1 ‘ This was interpreted in State v. Mims,:which I'll

92 || hand up,‘give a copy to opposing counsel. Bottom

10 ]frightfhand corner of that opinion, Your Honor, if an

ll_F'officer doesn't know of,the acts comstituting an offense,

_ ) $
12 that offense is not being committed in his presence. With
13 respect to the Yustification of arrest by warrant, the

14 || acts must be known to the officer at the time of their

15 || commission through his sensory perception, and he must

| ,
16 Iinfer they constitute an offense. Same thing, Your Homnor,
{ A

——e—

17 || is recited again in the case. of .State v. Williams, which
18 this particular‘case'relies on. .The ekact same language
19 is used again in-that case. |

.20 - Your.ﬁonor, in essence what the Rock Hill Pollce

21 Department is trying to do is transfer a probable cause

22 from one officer to another, whlch I submit they can't do -

23 under th;s statute. I would have no argument 1f the

24 offlcer who stopped Mr. Allen orlglnally had been on the B

25 ticket or had been on the arrest. In this case,'they juSt
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10
11
12
13
14
15

16

24

25

hand it off,to.another'officer who'did_not‘witness the

conduct of dr1v1ng in thlS case.’

THE COURT: All rlght © Ms. Brown?

MS. BROWN: VYour_Honor, I do apologize to the Court,

It but we have the same issue that the Court had with respect

to this particular case;- I'actually just got'this file -
materlal just before leav1ng work because we were looking |
for this under James Allen Delaney.. )

THE COURT: I think that's just the way it was
printed on the;..'

JMR. BROWN:  Is that my fault, Judge?

THE COURT: No, it says filing party, James Delaney

Allen, and ‘then when it says the case, it has 1t as James

Allen Delaney, so that's -- I'm not going to blame anybody

in this. room. Just a'transpos1tlon of the name.

MS. BROWN: But Your Honor, I think there's a case
that needs to be read iniconjunction with:this, because I
remeinber researching this a good while ago. But I would

llke the same ten days that I've got on the other case.

1I'd like to respond to this, because I want to get that

case before-I_speak upon that.

THE COURT: All right.
MR. BROWN: Your Honor, I'd almost bet :the casé she's

going to pull out is Fradelld v. Town of Meunt Pleasant,

-and T want to distinguish this case'while-l'm here today. . :
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6

' That partlcular case --'and I know what you re pulllng

llout - that particular case, there S a wreck 1nvolved

nghway patrolman. goes out there, 1nvestlgates the wreck
'IGoes‘tc the defendant's house.; The defendant_admlts he
was the driver, -admits he had been drinking and‘wrecked~
1'the car, hadn't had anything to drink since the wreck.
‘This is complétely differeht Your Homnor, based on
hthe facts I've been -- presented this Court today in that -
Lﬂthere 8 no wreck 1nvolved There's no-c1rcumstant1a1
evidence here. This is a direct evidence case where they .
saw him driving, stopped him for speeaing;

S _ _

THE COURT: Wreck versue speeding. YCﬁ see the wreck
with the sensory perception. He could see that there had
been(a wreck, but they didn't see any speedihg because the
_car was'obviously stopped when he arrived. |

MR. BROWN:.‘Circumstantial.ewidence versus direct,
Your Honor. |
- MS. BROWN: . Your chor; that”e‘not thelcase I was
.planning to pull out, but I-appreciate'that. |

THE COURT:’ I believe I pulled that one out aAll'
| right.' I'll take that one under adv1sement too.

~(Whereupon, the proceedings were concluded.)7
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CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER:

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

| counry OF YORK o)

I, Aminah R. Hardy, RPR, Official Court’Reportet )
for the 16th Judicial Citcuit of the State of Soﬁth
Carolina, do‘hereby’certify that the‘foregoing is a true,
accurate and complete Transcript of Record of the
proceedlngs had and ev1dence 1ntroduced in the hearlng of
the captloned case, relatlve to appeal in the Court of.
Common Pleas for York County, South Carollna, on the 12th

day of March, 2014

July 8, 2014

Orvinacct. o,

Aminah R. Hardy, RPR, CVR-CM
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL

Counsel for the Appellant certifies that thlS Record on Appeal contams al] matenal proposed to be
included by any of the parties and not any other material.

_ Chnstopﬁer E. A.Barton .
201 E Main Street, 3™ Floor
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
(803) 329-5692 ’
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT

- This Z 'Zday of June, 2015.



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

RECEIVE]D
| : JUN 29 2015
APPEAL FROM YORK COUNTY -

Court of Common Pleas. SC Court of Appea]g
Case No. 2013-CP-46-02643 _ 4

JOHN C. HAYES, III, Circuit Court Judge

‘Appellate Case No. 2014-002286

~ City of Rock Hill, E : Appellant,
V.
James Delaney Allen, ITI, - ' Respondent.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that two copies of the. Record on jfippeal have been served upon
opposing counsel by mailing a copy via regular U.S. Mail to him on the Z L/ day of June, 2015, to Michael L.

Brown, Jr., Attorney for Respondent, Post_Ofﬁce Box 102 ck Hill, South Carolina 29731.

éhifgt‘(/)pﬁer E. A: Barton
201 E Main Street, 3 Floor
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
(803) 329-5692 :
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT



KHILL

SOUTH CAROLINA @*@ECEEVE@
JUN 29 2015

June 24,2015 SC Court of Appeals -

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals
Post Office Box 11629

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

RE: City of Rock Hill, Appellant v. James D. Allen, Respondent
Appellate Case Tracking No. 2014-002286

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Enclosed please find one (1) original and fourteen (14) copies of the Record on Appeal in
regards to the above-referenced case.

cc:  Michael L. Brown, Jr., Esquire
Post Office Box 1025
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29731
(803) 328-8822
Attorney for Respondent

CITY OF ROCK HILL SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

_ E& _ 201 E. MAIN STREET, 3RD FLOOR, ROCK HILL, SOUTH CAROLINA 29730
: .Recycled Paper OFFICE 803/329-5619 FACSIMILE 803/326-3865



