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SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON INDIGENT DEFENSE

Robert M. Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender
Wanda H. Carter, Deputy Chief Appellate Defesder
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Re: Your appeal

Dear Mr. Ashford:

Enclosed is a copy of the Initial Anders Brief of Appellant in your case, which [ have filed

with the South Carolina Court of Appeals.
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Please contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

(. Wanda H. Carter
Deputy Chief Appellate Defender
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STATEMENT OF ISSUE ON APPEAL

The lower court erred in denying appellant’s directed verdict motions on the two
charges of assault with intent to kill because the one single gunshot that was allegedly fired
by appellant in the path of two police officers, who were camped outside the residence

where appellant was housed, did not support the two assault charges.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Appellant Randolph Ashford was convicted per jury trial of assault and battery of a
high and aggravated nature, first degree burglary, two counts of kidnapping, three counts of
carjacking, and two counts of assault with intent to kill during the March/April 2009 term of
the Richland County General Sessions Court before the Honorable G. Thomas Cooper,
Judge. Appellant was sentenced to imprisonment for a period of forty years.

Appellant. appealed. This brief follows.



ARGUMENT

The lower court erred in denying appellant’s directed verdict motions on the two

charges of assault with intent to kill because the one single gunshot that was allegedly fired

by appellant in the path of two police officers, who were camped outsidethe residence where

appellant was housed, did not support the two assault charges.

The state presented evidence of a series of events that began in Richland County on
February 24, 2007, when appellant allegedly committed a carjacking on QOakland Avenue,
and then another alleged car jacking on North Main Street, and yet another alleged
carjacking (cab) on Cushman Drive, where a kidnapping allegedly occurred at that time
also. Ultimately, appellant ended up at the residence of a woman whom the state alleged
was kidnapped and raped by appellant while they were inside the residence. Additionally,
the state alleged that appellant fired a gunshot in the path of two police officers who were

camped outside the residence while other officers prepared to enter the residence.

Oakland Avenue

Barry Taylor testified that on the morning of February 24, 2007, he was driving on
Oakland Avenue in Columbia when a male holding a .32/.38 weapon stopped him and
ordered him out of his (Taylor’s) Oldsmobile (88 Delta). Taylor stated that he exit_ed out of

his car and watched the perpetrator drive off in his car. Taylor learned later that his vehicle

was located at Wash World on North Main Street. Tr. p. 159,1. 19 - p.: 169, 1.6.

North Main Street

Olin Kelly testified that he and his wife were inside their car (Lincoln Town Car) in
the parking lot of Wash World on North Main Street in Columbia on the morning of

February 24, 2007, when a male pulled up in a vehicle and stopped at their vehicle. The



male pointed a gun and said he was going take their Lincoln Town Car After Kelly got out
of their car (Kelly was already out of the vehicle), the male perpetrator got in their car and
drove off. Later, when shown a photographic lay-out containing possible suspects in the

case, Kelly selected appellant’s picture and identified him as the perpetrator. Tr 173,1. 18—

p. 195,1.13.

Cushman Drive

Gregory Fleming and Kimberly Galliard testified that they were on Cushman Drive
in Columbia on the morning of February 24, 2007, when they saw the driver of a Lincoln
Town Car crash into a pole. Then, they saw the driver get out and approach them, but they
drove off. However, Fleming and Galliard went back to the area to observe the driver’s
subsequent actions. They saw the perpetrator approach several females who were standing
outside Gill Street Church,’ apd then they saw t}}¢ ‘male enter ‘the church and come out
holding a woman by the name of Evelyn Worthy,2 whom he later released after he hailed a
Blue Ribbon Cab’® that was in the area outside the church. Both Fleminmg and Gilliard

later identified the male driver and perpetrator as appellant after having viewed a

P—

photographic lay-out shown to them by police. Tr. 206, 1. 14 ~p. 219, 1.20; Tr. 5228, I 14 -

p. 236, 1. 24, T L

' Kelli McQueen testified that she and her friends were listening to music inside her.mother’s white Tahoe
parked in front of the Gill Street Church on February 24, 2007, when a male whom she identified as
appellant approached with a gun. Kelli McQueen and the other girls then ran inside the church. Tr. p. 241,

line 19 — p. 261, line 20..

? Evelyn Worthy testified that she was inside the Gill Street church when she heard Kelli McQueen scream

call 911. Worthy stated that she was dialing 911 when a male approached, took the Ebgp&ﬂlqihigbsrquﬁ

her outside the church, wherein after he ultimately released her and got into a cab. Tr. p. 276, line 22 < p. -
294, line 18. Ty .



Deborah Ann Simmons

Ms. Simmons testified that she was inside her residence on February 24, 2007, when
she saw a blue cab pull up in her yard. Simmons stated that minutes later, appellant, whom
she knew as her relative Roberta’s boyfriend, came bursting through her front door holding
a gun and asking gbout Roberta’s whereabouts. Simmons added that during the time
appellant was inside her home with her, he (appellant) fired a gunshot through the window*
and also forced her to have sex with him on the kitchen floor. Simon testified that she was
freed wh¢n police officers e_ntered and took her an appellant out of the residence.” Tr. p.
341,1.22~p. 364, 1. 2. . |

At the close of' the state’s case in chief, the defense moved for directed verdicts of
"~ . acquittals on the two charges of assault with intent to kill two police officers because there
was insufficient evidence establishing proof on those two assault charges. Tr. p. 756, line 16
—p. 762, line 18? : |

In State v. Walsh, 300 S.C. 427, 388 S.E.2d 777 (1990), the court held that where
the defendant fired a single shot at the victim there was no error with respect to the charges
of assault with intent to kill and pointing a firearm because the two offenses were separated
aﬁd distinct as both offenses contained different elements. In Walsh, the Court held that “a

defendant may be severally indicted and punished for separate offenses without being

" Cab driver Malachi Jones testified that he was on Cushman Drive when a man holding a gun approached
asked him and his passenger to step out, and then off in the cab. Tr. 294, line 2 — p. 299, line 12.

* Deputy Unger and Deputy White testiﬁed they were establishing boundary parameters around §immbri§'
residence and were between the van and trailer when a shot was fired and they, both dropped to the ground

T P 4)! hne9 <p. 449 line 3; Tr.p. 4; Trp 459, line 17 - p. 566 line 24.



placéu 1n double jeopardy where a single act consists of two distinct offenses. This begs the
question in the instant case of whether a single act of the alleged firing of one single
gunshot would constitute two counts of the same offense (that offense being assault with
intent to kill). Police officers Unger and White testified they both dropped to the_‘grounci
“ when a single gunshot from Simmons’ trailer came_Wwhizzing by them m their direction
where they were cémped outside Simmons’ residence. Clearliy,*bnc gunshot could not
possibly have constituted two counts of assault with intent to kill both Officer Unger and
Officer White. An election of one officer for one assault charge to correspond with the one
gunshot should have been made in the case.

One is guilty of assault with intent to kill if a person attempts to cause bodily injury
to another (that another being a single being). State v. Sutton, 340 S.C. 393, 532 S.E.2d

283 (2000). Assault is defined as placing another (that being a single being) in

apprehension of harm. State v. Sutton, supra. All definitions of assault and assault with
intent to kill speak in terms of a single act against a single person. In State v. Mims, 286
S.C. 553, 335 S.E.2d 237 (1985), the court defined assault as “an unlawful attempt or offer

to commit a violent injury upon the person of another, (that another being a single being)

coupled with a present ability to complete the attempt. Again, the definition refers to one
single person acting singularly against another_single victim. Also, in Sutton, assault is
defined as a single act of placing another (single being) in apprehension of harm. Again,

the assault theory is singular, i.e., one person putting another person in apprehension of

harm. Apparently, assault cases are singularly oriented.

3 Police Officers Marcus Brown and James Abraham testified that they entered Simmons' residence afler
throwing .flash bangs (tear gas grenade) into the house and then pulled Simmons and appellant out. 7. p.

516, line 1 -ip. 537, line 17; {Tr. p. 550.



In the case at bar, one singular gunshot allegedly fired by appellant could only
constitute one act of assault with intent to kill either Officer Unger or Officer White, but not
two counts of assault with intent to kill both Officer Unger and Officer White. Had two
punshots been fired at two persons (i.e. both officers), then there would have been arguably
grounds to raise two allegations of two counts of assault with intent to kill. The state must

prove beyond a reasonable doubt all elements of the offense charged in order to obtain a.

- conviction. Jackson v.Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979). The trial judge violated the due

process clause of the Fourteenth Amendment and article 1 §3 of the South Carolina
Constitution in denying appellant’s directed verdict motions on the two assault charges in
the case.

CONCLUSION

Based on the following argument, appellant’s two assault convictions and sentences

should be reversed.

Respectfully submitted,

"(-Wancli'a H. Carter
Deputy Chief Appellate Defender

ol

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT

June 1, 2010
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Appeal from Richland County
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THE STATE,
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RANDOLPH F. ASHFORD,

APPELLANT

PETITION TO BE RELIEVED AS COUNSEL

Counsel for Randolph F. Ashford states:

1. She is Deputy Chief Appellate Defender for the South Carolina Office of

Appellate Defense, and was appointed to represent appellant.

2. She has reviewed the record of appellant’s trial before Judge G. Thomas

Cooper, which was held on April 3, 2009, and, in her opinion, the appeal is without legal merit

sufficient to warrant a new trial.

3.

She has, pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396

(1967), briefed an arguable legal issue which arose during the course of the trial.

WHEREFORE, she asks the Court to relieve her as counsel for Randolph F.
Ashford.

Respectfq)ly submitte

S A oS ST
AL LA
(Fanda T Canol 7

Deputy Chief Appellate Defender

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT
June 1, 2010
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The %upreme_@uurt of South Carolina
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

Lesley M. Coggiola Post Office Box 12159
Disciplinary Counsel Columbia, South Carolina 29211
Tiffany N. Richardson Telephone: (803) 734-2038
Staff Attomey Fax: (803) 734-1964

August 6, 2010

PERSONAL ANDA CONFIDENTIAL

Randolph Ashford #256638
Lieber Correctional Institution
Stono-B-60

P.O. Box 205

- Ridgeville, SC 29472

RE: Lawyer: Wanda H. Carter, Esquire
Case Number: 10-DE-L-0906

Dear Mr. Ashford:

We have received and reviewed your complaint against Wanda H. Carter,
Esquire. The authority of this office and the jurisdiction of the Commission on Lawyer
Conduct concerning complaints against lawyers are limited to issues of whether a
lawyer has committed misconduct or is incapacitated within the guidelines of the Rules
- for Lawyer Disciplinary Enforcement, Rule 413, SCACR, adopted by the Supreme Court
of South Carolina.

These rules do not apply to matters related to whether or not the outcome of a
case handled by a lawyer was fair. We do not have authority to intervene in any matter
presently pending before a court or to change the outcome of the decision of a court.
These are legal matters that must be addressed by you to the court or raised by you on
appeal using appropriate appellate procedures.

In addition, this office does not seek to get a lawyer to do something a person
wants done. We cannot give advice about your case or the legal system in general.
This is not a place for an individual to seek relief, but a place where institutional values
- are promoted for the good of everyone who has dealings with our legal system.



¢ - StahC
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA In the Court of Common Pleas

County of_Richland d”/ﬂ cpw /0

Randolph Ashford # 256638)

Full name and prison number, if any, of applicant.

INSTRUCTIONS - READ CAREFULLY

) ’ o
) APPLICATION FOR ‘;: 2 p.:)
V. ) : e Q
- , )  POST-CONVICTION RELIEF el & MT
State of South Carolina ) -o;a',\ f:%
Name of Respondent ) gi - mg
) nx E e
' » T
o =<
&

301483

In order for this application to receive consideration by the Court, it shall be in writing (legibly,
handwritten, or typewritten), signed by the applicant and verified (notarized), and it shall set forth in
concise form the answers to each applicable question. If necessary, applicant may furnish his answer to a

particular question on the reverse side of the page or on an additional page. Applxcant shall make it clear
to which question any such continued answer refers.

Since every application must ,be sworn to under oaih, any false statement of a material fact therein

may serve as the basis of prosecution and conviction for perjury. Applicant should, therefore, exercise
care to assure that all answers are true and correct.

If the applicant is taken in forma p aﬁperig, it shall include an éfﬁdavit (attached at the back of the
form) setting forth information which establishes that -applicant will be unable to pay the fees and costs of

. the proceedings. When the application 1s completed, the ongmal shall be malled to the Clerk of Court for
the County in which applicant was convicted.

1. Place of detention \- € & Qorrec-\—\on?\ INS‘\'&\"\J""uQﬂ 990
WisacKy HighWay, €olein B.shopw lle, Sadh quoEna. zqmo

’ .

. 2. Name and location ofCourtwhlchmeOSCd sentence Richland COunty Court of ,* '
vy General Sessions.1701 Main Stre: 0ia, SC. 29201 T R
3.

The indictment number-or numbers (1f 1mown) upon whlch and the offense or offenses for wluch
sentence was imposed: :

() 2007-63-40-1919-41; 2000_2003; doas -

4. The date upon which sentence was 1rnposed and the terms of the sentence v
_ (a) _April 3, 2009. ( See Attachment=0-), o co -
o ‘ - ] .
©) |




4. This Court intended that Mr. Ashford's sentence should be a total of forty (40) years.'

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!

Ql- : \0 d-1d~pQg

G. Thomas Cooper, Jr.
Judge, Fifth Judicial Circuit

Columbia, South Carolina

This a] day of Aprii, 2009
ON MOTION OF:

6 Mer
eon ONeil
Assistant Public Defender
Attorney for the Defendant

( ATTACHMENT - 0 - )

" If correction of the Sentencing Sheet is necessary for clarification of this senlence, please advise.



5. Check whether a finding of guilty was made
(a) after a plea of guilty
(b) after a plea of not guilty v’

(c) after a plea of nolo contendere

6. Did you appeal from the judgment of conviction or the imposition of sentence? Yoag

7 If you answered "yes" to (6), list
(a) the name of each Court to which you appealed:

1. The South Carolina Court of Appeals,

il

ii.

(b) the result in each such Court to which you appealed:
i.  unpublished Opinion NO. 2012 -uP-035

ii.

11.

(c) the date of each such result:

i. Subm'+ted &ngarx 3, ZOIZ-'-F?)Q_-! Uonggr;( 25, 2012

11.

i1

(d) if known, citations of any written opinion or orders entered pursuant to such results:

i . _uNKnowned
1.
itl. A . . _
8. If you answered "no" to (6), staté your 'rea'so.n.s for not so"'appéal'in'gf.. B
®) . -' ~ ‘ : ) N/A
© - . S R T2

‘9. State concisely the grquri;ison which you base your allegation that you are 'beljng held in custody
unlawfully: ) - T :
(3) 1neffective assistance of trial counsal, .

) Ineffectiva aésistahée of Appellaﬁt Counsel®’
. — >

(c) Prosecutorial Misconduct ' :



. L
10. State concisely and in the same order the facts which support each of the grounds set out.in  (9)

(2) I Randolrh Ashford received Inefective Assistance of Gunsel crice and during the trial
tet's in violation of ny right's pursent to the sixth and fourtsenth Atendienth to the 0.5 cast—

(b) Rancl ch- Ashford recedvad Tnefective Assistance of Aoeelladt aorsel that's in v
ation of ay richt's pursent to the fifth, Sixth, and Fartheenth, Atendrent to the United -
(C) iverl Prreseatorial Misoxdxct d

( See Atachment Of Page-3, 10.(a) (b) (c)

11. Prior to this application have you filed with respect to this conviction
(a) any petition in a State Court under South Carolina Law ?
( NO ),

(b) any petitions in State or Federal Courts for habeas corpus or post-conviction relief?
( NO ).

(c) any petitions in the United States Supreme Court for certiorari other than petitions, if any,
already specified in (7) ' N/a

_ .(d) any other petitions, motions or applications in this or any other Court?

N/A

12. If you answered "yes" to any part of (1 1), list with respect to each petition, motion or
application: .

(a) the specific nature thereof:

i. /A
ii. ‘ N/A
1. N/A
v . : . 8/a

: (b) ‘the name and location of the Court in which each was filed: )

.o : _ - . . o N/K

e . - wa
" Ty, : ' . n/a
.  (c;) the disposition there'o‘f:A | : * . T e
A S _ §/a
o | ' - N/A*
N2 ' . . §/a

L]



( .

( ATTACHMENT TO PAGE 3r(a) (b)) (c¢) ).

(a). itution.

(a). Defense counsel failed to object to the Court Improper

jury instruction by the court.

(a). Defense counsel failed to make a through examination of
the evidence prior to trial.

(a). Defense counsel failed to impeach any of the State witnesses

(a). Defense counsel failed to pursue obvious leads provided
by defendant prior / during the trial.

(b). States Constitution.

(b). Appellate counsel fail to make a sufficient record for

rewiew on direct appeal.

(b). Apretlate Counsel fail 4o Present the Solictor uh-
-H\helcl evidence +hat +h e_.c\e'Cend_ar\'-\' requested.

(B QPPe\\mLe Counse\ Fa\\ +o do-\am —\'he defendant
' Pu\e 5. Motion o Discavery from. Yhe Trial Cou-

‘nel and oF the(@liTape. be%re &3 le 3 recach
Yo +he P\Ppea\ C_our"—

(c). trIal ‘that's in v1olat10n of my rlghts pursuant to the
6th and 14th Amendment of the” United states Con;titutlon.

(C);.5011 1tor withheld 5vidence,favdfable to ‘the defendants

defense.

. : . ’ K - .- .
(c). Solicitor vouch for the credibility of the states witnesses.
' .@_ . B



13.

14.

15.

(d) the date of each such disposition:
1. N/A

iii. ' N/A

iv. N/A

(e) 1f known, citations of any written opinions or orders entered pursuant to each such disposition:
1. N/A
ii. N/A

1. ~N/A
iv. N/A

Has any ground set forth in (9) been previously presented to this or any other Court, State or Federal,
in any petition, motion or application which you have filed? N/A

If you answered "yes" to (13), identify:
(a) which grounds have been presented:

i. N/A

ii. N/A

1. : N/A
(b) the proceedings in which each ground was raised:

i. N/A

il N/A

1. N/A

If any ground set forth in (9) has not previously been presented to any Court, State or Federal, set
forth the ground, and state concisely the reasons why such ground has not prevnously been presented:

. .(a) N/A

- 16.

‘(a) y6ur arraignment and plea?

(®) N/A _
‘@) - N/A .
Were you repi'cseﬁted by an attorney at any.time duﬁng"the course of: - -, o e

®) your'tri_al, ifany? _( ves ). ' _
(c) your sentencing? : { Yes ). .. : : .

(d) your appca] if any, from the Judgment of conwctlon or the lmposmon ‘of sentence? h

{ Yes ).

(e) preparatlon presentation or consideration of any petitions, motions, or application with respect to - - -
this conviction, which you filed? N/A .




17. If you answered "yes" to one or more parts of (16), list:

(a) the name and address of each attorney who represented you

i DEON O'NEILL, ASSISTANCE PUBLIC Defender / NICOLE

ii. SINGLETARY, ASSISTANCE PUBLIC DEFENDER

B o nde - carter NANDA H. CARTER/ APPELLANT DEFENSE
(b) the proceedings at u:hich each such attomey represented you: '

i TRIAL

ii. TRAIL

1il. SCCID DIVISION OF APPELLATE Defense / APPEALS COURT

18. State clearly the relief you seek in filing this application.
New Tri ali

19. Are you now under sentence from any other court that you have not challenged?

( NO ).

{ See ATTACHMENT TO PAGE -( 5 ) Ccontinued Answere
TO 17. (a). ).



ATTACHMENT TO PAGE-( 5 ). 17. (a).

17. (a).Nicole Stnaletary/Deon oNelliRssistance Rab\ic
Defender. 1101 motin Streetr Caumbia S.C. 29z02

i Deon Oneil/Nicole Singletary / Assistance Public Defender

Richland.Couhty Public Defender Office 1701 Main Street Columbia,

South Carolina- 29202

iii wanda H. Carter / Appellant Defense, P.0O. box 11589 Columbia,
South Carolina-29211

. {5).
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) VERIFICATION
COUNTY OF _ RICHLAND )

I RANDOLPH ASHFORD # 256638 , being duly

sworn upon my oath, depose and say that I have subscribed to the foregoing application; that I know the
contents thereof; that it includes every ground known to me for vacating, setting aside or correcting the
conviction and sentence attacked in this application; and that the matters and allegations therein set forth
are true.

ALNNOD OGNV THOIY

DS
Swomn to and subscrifed before me . = 32
This l day of 20§ >0 8,
o=t ‘_L.
: O T-
wm- o= 3 M
wXx X 0O
Notary Public for South Carolina : % o
My Commission Expires |- k}‘QO AY § &
APPLICATION TO PROCEED WITHOUT PREPAYMENT
OF COSTS AND AFFIDAVIT
IN SUPPORT THEREOF
I’ RANDOLPH ASHFORD # 256638 - y hereby apply for leave to

proceed in this action without prepayment of fees or costs or security therefor. In support of my
apphcanon I declare under penalty or perjury that the following facts are true:

(1) I am the applicant in this action and I believe I am entitled to redress

therefor.-

T | Rowclolh il fy [

LT

Thls I day of

Swom to and subscr‘led béforé me o

. LS. .
"Notary Publlc'forSouth Carolma : T . . SRR SR -"',.I'

My Commission Expires: ‘." EIAY

V)] Beca}use'of my poverty T'am unable to pay the costs of proceeding or give security . .

b3



RandolPh Ashiord 756638
Lee (orr. Ansh F-1-B-%2250
90 wisacKY Wighw 2y »
Righopviile, South (arclina
24010
Aeril _&. 1015

David E. Be\c\'\ﬂ‘ﬂ‘

Atdarney 2+ Law
Yost dfice Box 11a64
Columbia. Sauth Caralina

Zzazl

Re: Slate V. RandolPh Ashbord. Case NO. 2012-cP-4000-1053
Deor MR. Belding

T4 s my undersdanding of Sechion V. of +he States return
Pa. bof 1 in resmonse 1o myY PCR 2PPl cation. o my Knowledge the
Hororable Judae did no¥ dismiss the ineffective assistance of
aprellant Counsel: nor +he Prosecutorial Misconduct: nor did I
Wwaive dhose claim s T roised in mY PER apPhication.

Ns You Maywell Knaw 'n Qice v. State, Hoa SE. 2d o
395 every PCR arPlicant 15 entitled Yo 2 Cuil addudication on
merits of Yhe application-or ene full bite of +he aPPie.and
T request ‘o Pursue dhose issues T raised in the arplica-
+ion. )

Piecase inform dhe Honor able Judae of my wntentions or by
CoPd of 4+his ledier.

Thank You Yery much.
Sincerelv,

RendolPh Oontard T 256638

ces




RandolPh Ashiord ¥256638
Lee Corr. stk F-1-B-%2250
9490 wisacKyY Hiahw oy
B‘iS\r\OPV\\\\ﬂa South Camnlina

Laolo

Aeril 7. 12015
The Honorable dudae
Brecks P Coldsmith

P. 0. Bex 845
Edicdo Tsland

South Carelina- 29438

Re: PR arelication Claims and Amendment of arelication
Dear dudae BrooKs:

Enclosed You will find 2 Courtesy CoPd of +he letter
Ac\dress 4o 2Horney. MR, Dav]d E. Reldina’ c\z\'ec\ Aer: | )
L. 1015 and the Cact Yhat Tve reauested my PCR 2¢Ph-

Cation be 2mended ‘o include not only indietments. T
hope +hiS reauest are noet 2n inconvenience 4o Your

Cour¥:. T wish 4o Persue 21l mosible arounds Pursuan+t
to S.C. Cw. P16,

With best Pereonal reqards. T am.

Case ND. 2011-CP-H000- D53 Respe cAfully, Submited

Rondolof Qadh ol

RandolPh Ashbord 256638

cc: David E. Belding

YN Y937

DE——




SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

Division of Inmate Services

AGREEMENT TO DEBIT E.H. COOPER ACCOUNT

Inmate’s Name:

Qahéc\@h HSH%KJ

SCDC #:
256638

Housing Unit:

F-1-B 2o

Date:

17]i5

** Inmate must hav

GENERAL MATERIAL
e the funds in his/her account to pay for the materials.

To be completed by
SCDC staff:

Fihaeagy tR

Cost .

Envelope

Pen

Paper

Postage

Tape

Box

Electronic Repair

Other

** Inmate is not requi

Sub-Total:

LEGAL MATERIAL

ired to have the funds in his/her account to pay, for the materials; however, his/her account must

be debited for all materials s/he elects to receive.

lo 2 compieied by

SCDC staﬁ"

The, Honorab\e, Su dg@

}tem : AmOum BrooKs P GQ\ASmrH\ N eCost

Envelope P.0.Box QA5
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Paper South Caroling

Postage Zq U3 8

Other

Sub-Total:
PHOTOCOPIES

** [nmate may be required to have funds in his/her account. See SCDC Procedure GA-01.03(OP), “Inmate Access to the

Courts,” to determine

if inmate may receive copies with/without funds.

To be completed by

SC DC staff
hem | Amount e COSL
Photocopies -
TOTAL
lnmatesSlgnaturﬁ>%i L%/ /)(
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
Division of Inmate Services

AGREEMENT TO DEBIT E.H. COOPER ACCOUNT

Inmate’s Name: SCDC H- Housing Unit: Date:
Randolph Ashfard (2566 3 |FEB-*2250 |4]6]15

GENERAL MATERIAL
** Inmate must have the funds in his/her account to pay for the mateials.

To be completed by
SCDC staff:

Item R o Amount-:‘ : » Cost__

Envelope

Pen

Paper -

Postage

Tape

Box

Electronic Repair

Other

Sub-Total:

LEGAL MATERIAL
** [nmate is not required to have the funds in his/her account to pay for the materials; however, his/her account must
be debited for all materials s/he elects to receive. '

To be comnleted by
i .

. SCEC staff:
— ———1®orney ot Lawy T Cost
S Mem o | cAmount gyid ELBelding | SO
Envelope LQ) \e--\-—\'ers . 0. E@( Wa L4y
Pen (olumbia S:.C.
Paper 1922\
——{C/A ND. 2011~ CP-HOwd
V] Postage Qb Toy=ye
Other
Sub-Total: | -
PHOTOCOPIES

** [nmate may be required to have funds in his/her account. See SCDC Procedure GA-01.03(OP), “Inmate Access 10 th;
Courts,” to determine if inmate may receive copies with/without funds.

To be completed byh
SCDC staft:

E _‘Item' B A * Amount Cosl

Photocopiés * R B S : B

TOTAL

?m@wepu&l\ INY B

e

Mreen’f ntéen lgnature (keques{ filled by) /DaFe’

White - 1
Canary - Mallroom/Canteen Employee
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