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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ‘
IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF AIKEN

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ’
NOTICE OF FORFEITED

RECOGNIZANCE
A .
Indictment Number: 2014G30200826
JULIE ANN GETSON, Warrant Number; 2014A0210200244

Defendant,

CHRISTY NIMAU REPRESENTING

GEORGIA-CAROLINA ENTERPRISES, INC,,
Surety,

VI . I8 5’? a{,ﬂ

ACCREDITED INSURANCE COMPANY
. Insurance Company,

)
)
)
)
)
) |
} CP Case Number: ’&O!@Cp&ao;w&[
)
)
)
)
)
)

fré:’fgéig‘%f&m”'
(AT 2N i
bt A o] 2
tomadn., bt lat | g
T Depy Ll i

To: Julie Anh Getson,124 Golf Course Rd, Warrenville SC 29851-3604
Georgia Carolina Enterprises Inc.,, 245 Wire Road, Aiken, South Carolina 29801
Aceredited Insurance Company, 4798 New Broad Street, Suite 200, Orlando, Florids 32814°

YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the conditions of a certain Recognizance Bond dated
March 13, 2014 filed in the Office of the Aiken Co*lmty Cletk of Court on or about March 17, 2014,
have not been complied with due-to the Defendant’s failure to appear at the March 16, 2015 Term of -
General Sessions Court and that such Recognizance has become forfeit by non-compliance;
| You are, iherefore, summened to appear before the next ensuing term of General Sessions Court
for this County at 9:30 on Septernber 8, 2015, to show cause, if any you can, as to why judgment should

not be confirmed against you in the amount of such bond.

Y = —
¢ ¥STOM THURMOND
“w«&-ﬂ«‘;f‘i ‘ k;; f."),_i‘

Second Judicial Circuil

Date

,,,Q( [Efzw £\, South Carolina



Geargia Carolina Enterprises
245 Wire Road
Aiken, South Caralina 2980)

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
) SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF AIKEN )
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) CONDITIONAL ORDER TO ESTREAT BOND
) .
VS ) ’
: - ) Indictment Number:201 4GS0200826
JULIE ANN GETSON, : }  Warant Number 20144021 0200244
Defendant, )] DA )
, - y CP Case Number: 21% 15"9091 Df(i)&f
CHRISTY NIMAU REPRESENTING, )
GEORGIA-CAROLINA ENTERPRISES, INC,, ) T T AL
Surety,
% — ’é{\f}{‘& (;’ff’f‘ ;
ACCREDITED INSURANCE COMPANY ) Ji ‘ ” 1! {
i Insuz*ame Coipany,. ) — ﬁf"ﬁg@éﬁgp il | B

IT 1S ORDERED that the bond amount of Five Thousacd and No/100 (35,000.00) Dollars posted
by Cluisty Nimuu representing Georgia-Carolina Enterprises, Inc., and Accredited Jnsurance Cormpany
i ensurp the pr_essnce of ‘iﬁiia Ann Getson, before the Court upon notice by the Solicitor's Office be
estreated in full due to this Defendant’s non-compliance with the conditions of bond as cutlined in South
Carolina Code Annotated §17-15-20.

On September 8, 2015, Christy Nimau representing Georgia-Carolina  Enterprises, Inc.,
Accredned Insurance Company and Julie Ann Getson must appear at the Atken County Judicial Center,
109 Park Avenue $.E., Atken, South Carolina at 9:30, or as soon thercafler as a hearing can be held; to
show cause a3 {o w’i‘zy'z‘;uch forfeiture should not be confirmed finalized, and made absolute agalnst them
pursuant to South Carolina Code Annotated §17-15-18C.

IT18 SO ORDLRLQ"A’]T O SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF AIXEN
I Ll Godaal, Tlek of Gowt of Comess e gnd <4
Suesigns for Aken (pwmty South Cardlen ddu lz»‘.
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1 n‘”
iy @ ii‘ At immwmmve )l wlpe
Second Judicial Circuit |
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VS Taepraty ik

Indictment Number:2014G8020082¢6
JULTE ANN GETSON

Defendant,
CP Case Number: 2015CP0201621 ,
~ s BITNA ki s {1
CHRISTY NIMALJ, | - D i A L
GLORGIA-CAROLINA ENTERPRISES, INC,, - ‘ %;4) s
Slir(:t}‘, horon www-)qur%‘"f ..:».? E."AL""‘"“““ """"“‘, {){x

yys) %‘g& W,;j [,Z.J)

..,_....ng 45 ‘&..iﬁl.}’ oyt

ey 'T,!ML‘ -

ACCREDITED INSEURANCE COMPANY
Insurance Company, .

! el Mt N M S’ Nt e e et Nt

This matter comes helore the Court on a Conditional Qrder to Estreat Bond and a Notice
of Forfeited Recognizance as to why the bond posted by the above-named Surety should not be
estreated in whole or in part. A Conditional Ordef esireating the entire bond has been issued. It
appears tnat the above-named Surety signed a Five Thousand And No/100 ($5,000.00) Dollar
surety bond filed in the Clerk of Court's Office, the conditions of which having not been
complied with.

Said defendant did fail 1o appéar in the Court of General 'Sessions when duly summoned
or did net comply with the provisions of good behavior as reguired by the bond,

Uporn a hearing held September 8, 2015 it further appears that no lawful cause exists for
said non-compliance,

ITIS T ﬁ:RbI ORE ORDERED, ADIUDGED AND DECREED that the State has

Judgment againgt the above named dmeu lant and surety in the sum of Five hommd And

No/100 ($5,000.00) Dollars, 4 Get. S¢l Q }/ _
{ Cert G54 "‘
N o Clerk of Cour‘t
727
R 1 Acoountlng.£

EAUINNE O o . VAT VIO Y



It is further ORDERED, this Judgement shall be satisfied by pavment ¢f Two Thousand
Five Hundred And No/100 ($2,500.00) Dollars immediately to the Aiken County Clerk of
Caourt's Office. '

It is Qurther ORDERED that if the defendant is not in custody within Ninely (90) days
from the date of this order that another payment of Two Thousand Five Hur'tdred And No/100
($2,500.00) Dollars shall be due and payable to the Aiken County Clerk of Court’s Office.

It is further ORDERED that this is the final judgment against the defendant, surety and
the insurance company heréin.

IT IS SO ORDERED M L B w;f

ze:f Adrmnzxtt ative J ndpe
Sewnd Tudieial Circuit

£ 3evd UNITIOYD ¢IN0OED 8 Z 2597 518Z2/9g/G1



COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
AIKEN COUNTY

MOTION TO RECONSIDER
9.29.15 FINAL ORDER FOR
ESTREATMENT OF BOND

STATE OFSQUTH Q&ROLINA
vs.

JULIE ANN GETSON Indictment No.: 2014GS50200826
Defendant,
CP Case Number: 2015CP0201621
CHRISTY NIMAU, -
GEORGIA-CAROLINA ENTERPRISES, Y . cCOFY L} §§§

INC,, ORIGHNAL FILED
Surety,

I g N S IR . " W W N g

Ta g L
oct i ggz 1

AKEN COUNTY
CLERK OF GOWRT

ACCREDITED INSURANCE CO.
Insurance Company

Nt e N g S

PLEASE be advised that Surety Georgia Carolina Enterprises, by and through
their attorney, pursuant to rule 59(e) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure and
appropriate South Carolina Statutory and Case Law will move befom the Honorable -
Doyet A Early, III, within ten (10) days, or as soen thereafter as this Court will allow,
Requesting his Honor his Final Order for Estreatment of Bond, by which the entire Five
Thc‘msand Dollar (35000.00) surety bond in the above captioned matter was estreated.

The Order was entered and boxed September 29, 2015; a copy is attached to this Motion.

The grounds for this Motion are;
1. The matter was before the Court on September 8, 2015 for hearing on the
attached Conditional Order to Estreat Bond (Conditional Order) and Notice

of Forfeited Recognizance, each dated July 9, 2015 and attached hereto.



2. After hearing, the Court Ordered payment of the entire bond amount, with
half due immediately and half due in Ninety (90) days. No amount of the
bond was remitted by the Court.

3. By the terms of the Conditional Order, the hearing ;-x?as to be held pursuant to -
S.C. Code Ann. § 17-15-180, which holds “that upon cause, when a .
recognizance is forfeited from....unavoidable impediment and not from
willful default, the court...may remit the whole or any part of the forfeiture as
may be deemed reasonable.”

4, The Code Section for the forfeiture of bond is 5.C. Code Ann. § 38-53-70,
which reads in part:

At any time before execution is issued on a judgment of forfeiture
against a defendant or his surety, the court may direct that the
judgment be remitted in whole or in part, upon conditions as the
court may impose, if it appears that justice requires the remission of
part or all of the judgment. In making a determination as to
remission of the judgment, the coust shall consider the costs to the
State or a county or municipalily resulting from the necessity to
continue or terminate the defendant's trial and the efforts of law

enforcement officers or agencies to locate the defendant.”

5. The Appellate Courts have consistently insisted that trial courts determine
the costs to the State, see

Ex Parte: Polk v. Bartinicki, 354 S.C. §,12; 5795.E.2d 329 (Ct.App.2003);

10



“Unquestionably...bond was forfeited and the trial court properly entered
judgment on the bond. However, § 38-53-70 una mbiguously provides that
the trial court must consider the costs to the State in determining
remission of the judgment on a forfeited bond. Therefore, the trial judge
abused his discretion in failing to consider the costs to the State. We note,
however, that in determining whether any remission of the judgment is
warranted, the trial court is not limited to considering only the actual cost
{o the State. Our courts have held the following factors, at the least, should
be considered in determining whether, and to what extent, the bond
should be remitted: (1) the purpose of the bond; (2) the nature and
wilfulness of the default; (3) any prejudice or additional expense resuliing

to the State.”

State of South Carolina v. Hinojos; 393 S.C. 517; 713 S.E.2d 351 (Ct.App.2011),
wheré the Court estreated one third of a $200,000.00 appearance bond, the Court
held:

“We agree with the Appellants. As noted by this court in Polk, section 38-
53-70 unambiguously provides that the trial court must consider the costs
to the State in determining remission of the judgmentona forfeited bond..
The trial court should also examine, at the least, the purpose of the bond
and the natare and willfulness of the default. We believe Hinojos's bond
was forfeited and the trial court properly entered judgment on the bond.
However, because the trial court failed to address, at a minimum, the
throe factors set forth in Polk, we find it abused its discretion in ordering
the estreatment of I{inojos's bond in the amount of $66,666.66.
Accordingly, we reverse the trial courl's estreatiment amount

determination and remand to the trial court to consider the Polk factors in

11



~3

October 9,

Aiken, SC

its reconsideralion of the estreatment amount” (Internal citations

omitted).

At the llearj;lg, Surely presented uncontroverted information for the Court
detailing the sieps taken to apprehend the Defendant, up to and including
locating her in multiple states, hiring recovery agents in other states, and
even hiring counsel in California to pursue the convoluted statutory
requirements to recover a fugitive from. that State, and asked the Court to
consider the amount of money Surety had expended thereon.

The State of South Carolina did not suggest any of that presentation was not
accurate, except for disputing Surety’s allegation that Surety had offered to
pay the State for the cosls of recovery through extradition.

It was admitted as uncontroverted at the héaring that the Slate had entered
the fugitive’s bench warrant into the N.C.LC system as a “non-extradition”
warra n—t.

Suretyvbelieves it was error not to consider the actual costs to the étate of the
default, and also to not consider the lack of efforts of law enforcement to
locate: or apprehend Defendant, and respectfully secks the Court to

reconsider and amend its Judgment and Order.

2015

Aaron G. Walsh 7

12



SC Bar ID: 71222

WALSHLAW, PA

118 Laurens Street; Suite C (29801)
PO Box 639

Aiken, South Carolina 29802
803-642-9700; fax 803-644-6933
Attorney for Surety Georgia-Carolina
Esterprises, Inc..

i3



IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

iﬁ 2] st%&mvg £
Svedmy By M"
et e Pomgs

Julie Ann Getson,

“OEDER DENYING SURETY'S MOTION

S : o FORRBCONSIDERATION

- .
Christy Ninf#@iai#8srgin
Enterprises, Inc.,

Surety,

Accredited Insurance Co.,

Insurance Company

< .. -
R T " N W WP

This matter comes before the Court upon Surety Georgia Czs*:cl)ilina Enterprises’ (herefuafter
referenced asA “Surety”) Motion for Reconsideration of this Court’s Final Order for Estreatment of Bond,
dated Seprember 29, 2015, This motion was made px(rsuant to Rule 59¢e}, SCRCP.

By way of background, Notice of Forfeited Recognizance was filed by the State on July 9, 2015,
following the Defendant’s failure to appear at the March 16, 2015 Term of General Sessions Cowrt. In
accordance with S.C. Cede Arr. § I?—i.S*ISO, this Court issued a Counditional Order to Estreat Bond on
July 9. 2015. On September 8, 2015, a hearing was convened before this Court for consideration of the
Conditional Order to Estreat Bond and Notice of Forfeited Recognizance. At that time, this Court ordered
payment of the entire bond amount, the first half duc immediately and the second half due ninety (90)
days thercafier.

In its Motion for Reconsideration, Surcty now asserts (1) that this Court ecred in failing to
consider the acwal costs to the State; (2 that this Court erred in failing to consider the efforts of law
enforcement, or lack thereof, 10 locate or apprehend the Defendant; and (3) that this Court erred in failin
to consider the efforts of Surety to recover the Defendant. In making these assertions, Surety relics, in

substantial par, upoa E,\ Parie Polk, 354 S.C. 8, 579 S.E.2d 329 (2003).
fs? D o E%‘;J’“‘g{"f . 3
; 2,

LAY

‘m
,

14



In Poik, the Courl held that the tria) court had erred in failing to consider the cost to the State of
Henry Bartinicki, the Defendant, failing to appear in court in ordering the estreatment of his bond. 7d. &t
10,579 S E2d at 329. Ciing S.C. Code Ann, § 38-53-70, the Court held iha; the Defendant’s bond had
been forfeited and judgment on the bond entered properly. /d. at 12, 570 S E.2d at 331. However, the
Court continued that it was etror for the trial court (o not consider the cosis to the State in determining
remission of the judgment on a forfeited bond. In determining whether and to what extent bond should be
remitted, at a minimum, the trial court should consider (1) the purpose of the bond; (2) the nature and
willlulness of the default; and (3) anv prejudice or additional expense resulting to the State. Jd.

In the instant case, the Court considered all three of the above listed factars at both the hearing for
the Final Order of Estreztment of Bond and at the bearing of Surety’s Motion for Reconsideration. The
Court found that the purpose of bond was to assure the Defendant’s appearance in court, that the
Defendant’s failure to appear in court was willful, that Surety presented no mitigation or explanation
justitying the Defendant’s failure to appear at the March 16, 2015 Term of General Sessions Court, and
that while there may not have been expense 1o the State at this time, that fact does not foreclose the
possibility of future expensc. Likewise, the Court considered the extensive efforts made by the Surety to
recover the Defendant, but feund remission proper regardiess.

As to Surety’s sec«;m;l argunient that the Court egred in failing 1o consider the lack of effort by law
enforcement (o focate the Defendant, the Court finds that law c11f§r<:erxxen1 bore no responstbility for
insuring the Defendant’s appearance at the March 16, 2615 Term of Geﬁcral Sessions Court and has
entered information in the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) to alert law enforcement
natonwide of her pending bench watrant.

It is therefore ordered that Surety’s Motjon for Reconsideration is DENIED.

» e Zon
T IS SO ORDERED this 8 day of November, 2015 wt W:%‘; ‘7%&*,6"9&91‘1{.&1

Caroling, )
/ ";2 f??( i \j 32572

The Honorable Doyet A, By
Circuit Court Judge

e

15



JULIE GETSON - EXPENSES _

DATABASE REPORTS: ~$250.00
TRIP TO NORTH CAROLINA: Man-Hours $1,000.00
TRIP TO NORTH CAROLINA: Food / Drinks / Gas ~ $100.00
BAIL SKIP RECOVERY: T $1,519.53

" {Cost for Hotel, Rental, Fuel, Labor & Filing of Affidavit & Order

for Authorizing Apprehension of Defendant in Tulare County, California)
ATTORNEY FEES:
Estreatment Hearing | $225.00

| Motion & Reconsideration Hearing $750.00
ESTREATMENT PAYMENT MADE TO CLERK OF COURT: $2,500.00 |

|TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED:

$6,344.53

16



. ‘ " 33863 Patunia St
W Murrieta Ca 92563

P 6193338588
E baiiskiprecovgry@gmaﬂ.com

Invoice .
Bilf Ta: Georgia Carolina bail bonds Invoice No: 59
Date: Jun?,2015
Terms: NET 7
Due Date: Jun 14, 2015

Bryan Hapner / Julie Getson expense for furor locate. Hotel 1.00 $300.00 $300.00

Bryan Hapner / Julie Getson expense for furor locate. Rental 1.00 $406.98 $406.98
Bryan Hapner / Julie Getson expense for furor locate. Fuel 1.00 $41 .2.55 $412.55
Bryan Hapner / Julie Getson expense for furor locate. Labor {4 1.00 $400.00 $400.00
hunters)

* {ndicates non-taxable item

Subtotal $1,519.53

Tax 1(0.00%) $0.00

Total $1,519.53

T TR o e Paid $0.00

17
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& SIGAROCO EXP 3974
#:u6 M CHESTER ST
o HTONY A, MO

riginal - o
oceipt # 6T723
Hete B5/°14715 16:82
M., stexrCard
fuo GLE
ﬂfxxxxxxxxxx7836
Poump Gallons PPG

B, 18.982 £ 2.459
- oduct Amount
1IiL.EADED % 27.86

Nnypxroved 86
arpxroval # 39186J
Refer $# 9686698818162
‘nutch' g1
HM:I 16

nknet Ref ID:

Bealexrd#:
BunB8a1L26755—-84

?hans fox
+siting Kangaxoo
Express #3974

4< 1 u
KangarooExpress 3135
188 YauPON DR
0AK ISLANMD, NC 28465

918-278-5749
HHEKK

DATE 85714715 22:21
PUMP # 84

SERVICE LEVEL: SELF
PRODUCT: REG

GALLONS: 9.692
PRICE/G: £ 2.579
FUEL SALE $ 25.68
MASTERCARD

xxxxﬂxxxxxxxzasu

CAutn 37855
Refi 5IJ66HLA29

Raesp Codel 886
rerm:ID' 88884

Stan: 4259798940

SITE ID: 6751382

Earn rebates
with BP Visa
Take apeplication
and Apply Taday

Thanks forxr shopping
at the Root?t?t
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] Kangaroo Express 4135
100 YopON
OAK ISLAND, NC 28455
810-276-5749

6751282

",:7:;;ifi:§21125zr»*~

Desgripticn

Desgrip {ty Amount
" PNTRY HOT cUP-Mep . 1
2002 HT DEW VLTGE 1.69
Subtota| ?;jgé

0.2

TOTAL . .61

CASH § 5.0

Changs $ ~1.38

Thank you for shopping at Kan
n garog!
f‘ ?loS “TILL XXXX OR#-1 TRANE 1027885 -
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1601 East Main St, Lincolnton, NC
Phone 704-732-1523
General comments or suggestions?
Call Customer support at 1-888-300-4265
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1 SUPREMES COMBO 6.19
HONEY MUSTARD.
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PEPST. “
T SUPRENES CONBO 6.19
HONEY. MUSTARD,
IND-SEAS FRIES
PEPSI.
SubTotal = 12,38
Tax = 0.84
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|| VINCENT SHIELDS
33663 Petunia St ’

1| Mutrieta, California 92563

11(760) 622-5187

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF TULARE

{I THE STATE OF South Carolina, )

)

)
et ) ,
g}s ;i%}g&?% )  AFFIDAVIT; EX PARTE REQUEST FOR ISSUANCE OF}
|| A ) WARRANT AND AFTER HEARING ISSUANCE OF

Defendant, . }  WARRANT; ORDER AUTHORIZING AFFIANT TO
PETITIONERS: Accredited Surety, } RETURN FUGITIVE TO THE AIKEN COUNTY

Georgia Carolina Bail Bonds Real Partios in Interest) SOUTH CAROLINA COURT PURSUANT
, , ) TO CALIFORNIA PENAL CODE 847.5

" AFFIDAVIT INTRODUCTION

" 1, Vincent Shields, swear as follows:

01. Imake this Affidavit based on my personal knowlédge, and, if called, I can competently
testify as to the matters contained herein.

02, 1am licensed by the State of California Department of Insurance to transact bail as a Bail
Agent, in accordance with Ca. Penal Code 1299.(Refer to Exhibit “A” contained herein)

03. Iam ai:pointed as an ‘Agent’ of Georgia Carolina Bail Bonds.(Refer to Exhibit “B”

contained herein)

04. Tam qualified to investigate, surveil, locate, arrest and surrender California bail fugitives to
the proper authorities, in accordance with Ca. Penal Code 1299.

05. On 03-13-14, the following bail bond #5159790 was posted for Julie Ann Getson (hereafter

called “Julie”) by and through Georgia Carolina Bail Bonds.
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06. Julie was freed from the custody of the Aiken County Sheriff Department, subsequent to
the above referenced bail bond being posted. |
07. | I have obtained and am in possession of copies of the above applicaﬁén and South Caroliﬁa
ctimirial history of Arestee. | | |
08. Ozi or about 05-05-14, Julie failed to appear in open court in the county Aiken State of

South Carolina, resulting in the aforementioned bond to forfeit as the result of Julie’s

failure to appear.
. REPORTED DEFENDANT INFORMATION

NAME: ' Julie Ann Getson
AKA: S Misty Dean

SEX: female

DATE OF BIRTH: 09-14-72

HEIGHT: , 5°04”

WEIGHT: ‘ 155 Ibs.

ETHNICITY: | A Caucasian

WHEREABOUTS

09. According to Bail Application records, and Criminal History records and reports collected
during our investigation, Julie has personal associations within Tulare County, And it is

believed that she (Julie) is currently within Tulare County, residing ina motel‘é located at

22
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10.

11,

1111 North Blackstone St Tulare California with her boyfriend Bryan K. Hapner, Bryans
Father and daughter have-confirmed her living in the Motel with Bryan Hapner. It is believed ;
they are running a counterfeit‘ money operation. We have made contact with Austin an agent |
for the US Secret Service located in Fresno at (559)487-5204 just in case counterfeit money
and printing equipment is found. Through our investigation we have located the Silver Dodge |
Durango with Tennessee License Plate H1536Y Located at the Motel 6. Bryan®s daughter has
a friend who is assisting with the investigation. He worlgs for the Red Roof Inn located at
1183 north Blackstone St Tulare Ca he has also.confirmed Bryan living at the Motel 6 as
recent as of June 2™ 2015. We were able to recover a receipt from the motel 6 proving Julie
Getson was checked in from the 1% to the 2™ of June the clerk told us Julie and Bryan return
to the motel every couple days. (Refer to Exhibit “C” contained hérein)

OFFENSES

Julie failed to appear after allegedly committing the following violations in the

State of South Carolina;

Countl  Forgery possession of counterfeit currency

TIME AND PLACE

Julie is reportedly residing at 1111 North Blackstone St, in the city of Tulare, this has been

confirmed by the sighting of her by‘theA Qppﬁdential informant working at the Red Roof Inn |

located at 1183 North Blackstone st Tulare Ca. Also the vehicle she Has been known to drive

has been spotted in the parking lot of the Motel 6 located at 1111 North Blackstone St Tulare
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Ca; moreover, Petitioners 'pray that this Court grants latitude in order to expand the
investigation into the whereabouts of Julie within the County of Tulare to the extent that bail
bond investigations often result in learning of possible ‘new’ locations by and through contact

4o

at hom.ddmsws.

DETAILS OF VIOLATION OF BAIL,

PRAVE N2 Y PR LA Ll L e

12, Julie violated the conditions of her bond, totaling $5,000.
13. Julie failure to comply with the conditions of the South Carolina Court is a direct violation

of the undertaking of bail; consequently and pursuant to California Penal Code 847.5,
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|| hearing authorizing the affiant, Vincent Shields, to transport Julie to the jurisdiction from where she

Petitioners, absent an Order from this Court, cannot lawfully arrest Julie in the State of
California,

EX PARTE REQUEST FOR ORDER

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested, ptgsuant 1o California Penal Code 847.5, real party in
interest Georgia Carolina Bail Bonds, and Vincent Shields, are moving this Court to issue a warrant

for the arrest of Julié; furthermore, it is requested that this Court issue an order and an issuance after

(Julie) escaped bail,

JURAT

State of Cdfedulif-
County of _ T ANX = S8

Subscribed and sworn to (or affirmed) before me
This D dayof S 2015by

JOHN T BLANKENSHIP
Gommission # 1266735
Notary Public - Cafifornia
KMt Tulare County’

* My Comm, Expirad Feb 11, 2016

AL YN N Ty
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South Carolina County Court from where JULIE ANN GETSON escaped bail-at affiants own cost.
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person (Julie) alleged to be a fugitive, this court hereby orders that a warrant for the arrest of JULIE

' ANN GETSON is hereby ordered, pursuant to California Penal Code 847.5, and that said fugitive,

Penal Code 1299.01(d), shall be delivered into the custody of the Sheriff of Tulare County within the
‘meaningvof California Penal Code1301 from where said fugitive shall be brought before the Superior
lCourt of Tulare County for the putpose of allowing the Tulare County District Attorney to investigate|

‘and determine if said fugitive has been properly identified, and, if so properly identified, the Superior |

IT IS SO ORDERED:

ORDER AFTER HEARING

Having found that there is probable cause for believing that the above-described defendant is that

upon arrest by Petitioners or Petitioners lawfully appointed agent(s) within the meaning of California :

Court of Tulare County may issue an order authorizing affiant to return JULIE ANN GETSON to the ‘

)

;‘:_3‘: B P
« Dated thsg' Nday g

{3ie dovmment to which this certificate is a affixed is a full
“sue and correct copy of the original on file and of record

anw office, ¢ ; .
R (Q"g /S .
naitayne Check, Clerk oRihe Superior Court of the State
u Califoraia a1 and foetiie County of Tulare,
TRy . e e o Deputy
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EXHIBIT A




e

C Sacraments Regional
Public Safety Training Center
~ Certificate of Completion

Vincent M. Shields

has sntlsfotorily complated o coumse &

PC832 Arrest, Search & Seizure

POST Certifleation #2970-80102-12004
STC Certiflcation #0218-007898

<congisting of 40 hours of instraction :
dated this. 19" day of October, 2012

) N - . Y
A } t/{ o ey L :
T Leo Griwy

Fralaing Program Coardinater

.

American Rfver College / Los Rios Community College District

s bl Kt xdonrery e i w 8 Bt N4 i 1 brrar s 2 5 e,

Bt KT I RSN

Bail Resoume Conter-and Career Academy

Eoin) vaidﬂr #3G 7 BRPEASAD26S1 / 3318#‘!-2616 I aos #803874
" 350 1, Lonlane St, PO 0742, Carmeid, CA 830
") 2SR 056T (377) 2228400 * b (ws; 304-0057 'kaMm .

BA lusurance Ligenre #: BA 1648371

Cemﬁcate of ComplequComplmnce

20-Hr, FUG!TNE RECOVERY AGENT CERTIFICATION
tive Cada & §1810.7/Fugiitve Reoovery Parsarna Aot 84209, G413

8-Hdura:; Appréhenalsn,, Forfaltes antf Baft Lew CO4 Ccurﬂo #281 830
" ‘September 28, 2014 atthe Misalon Inn Hotel & 8pa’
3849 Migsion lnny. Avenue; Rivasslde, Califormla 92601
12-Hourg: BRG aall Pra-licanalng Soptammber 23, 2012 st o DoublaTras Club. Hotel & Spa
7-Hullon Contrg’ Dﬂva. Banta Ans,’ Oa!:fam?a 22707

Vmcent Michael Shields Sr

Has successiully completed the ahuve ccume(s) :

ARG
RN e Ry

JRARTES S S

'-:t{ggm’sx nuﬁm‘”np -

i i . e Lt ot N
R holde . 4. Gt thdm;.n [L.88. Siod

Gitrdont Neire (Printad) ‘lnmnmrlf’mderNemu(Pﬂnted) ’
N T September 26, 2014 .

Dats Dato’

Cabonds Lnntamaes Coas Sotian 17403, 17457 facicbon 150 bl Ares 040 LeeaTa o Seryean
Fun it mAG1is 'rf.f'} Fagiten fkﬁw:o I‘:ran w\n "(’br.om“'ir X ‘Mrn w-m*{rm"tca 2F TR 3 1y €4t Grnd« ;tm\ on W-a- Difle~s Smuistes g Tialidng PRAL Aaest.
unic y Mammm«hhm«mlu:dnmkMmauumwhhx ey A,

$HIW ML / y Pancnd

EXHIBIT B

L



o0y

" Motel 6 - Tulare #0264
L1111 North Blackstone Drive
Tulare 83274. +~

usa

Guest Bill # 125858 of the 06/02/2015
Stay of : . GETSON Julie

From 06/01/2015 To 06/02/2015
Ref': Folio ID - 135590 : Conf No. - 0264103335 : Quest No, - 86204 : Clerk - AL 06/01/2018)

Date

6/1715
6/1/15
6/1715
6/1/15

PO/Rof¥:

Department

Cash

1BA - One Bed Accessible [06/01]
City Tax [06/01]

CA Tourlsm Assessment [06/01]

Page 171

Total

(50.76)
45.99
4.60
0.17

45,99
4.77

50.76

50.76

. GETSON lulie
124 GOLF COURSE RD
Warreniville SOUTH CAROLINA 29851
USA
Room QTY Charges
0 0 0.00
113 1 4599
113 I 4.60
13 I 0.17
Net
Total tax
Total Charges
Total Credit
Balance

0.00

Thanks for staying with Us and Please Come Back Againl For Future Reservations Please Call 800-4-MOTBL6 (800-466-8356) or Go to motel6.com,

29
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State cf South Carolins

County of Aiken

State of South Carcliga

Plaintiff,
v.

Juiie Ann Getson,
Christy Nimau,
Gaorgia~Carclina
Enterprises, Inc.,
Accredited Insurance
Company

. Defendants .

L N N N N " ™ N

The Honorable Doyet

APPEARRANCE S:

John William Weeks
Attorney for the F

Aaron G.

¥
1

&, Early,

Court of Common Rleas

Transcript of Record
2015-Cp-32~01621

11T, Judge.

Fsgulre

Walsh, Esguire

aintiff

Attorney for Defendant Georgia-Carclina

Enterprises, Inc.

30

Bethanie K. Creppon
Circuit Court Reporter
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{The following proceedings were held September

MR. WEEKS: Next one is Julie Ann Getson.

THE COURT: All right. Tell me sbout Julie Ann
Getson.

MR, WEEKS: Your Honor, this is a bond for
Georgia-Carolina. Mr. Walsh represents the surety.

THE COURT: $5,000 bond on forgery, 2014 March
with the arrest, bond same, 2014, indicted June of
2014, bench warrant March 16, 2015, still missing.

MR. WEEKS: Well, she's apparently in
California.

‘THE COURT: But she's not here.

MR. WEEKS: éﬁt she's not here.

THE COURT: Very well.

MR, WEEKS: She's been --

THE COURYT: Mr. Walsh,

MR. WALSH: Thank you, Your Honor. To fill in
the facts just a little bit: 8o March 13 bond for
$5,000. On Fabruary Gth of 2015, we hecams aware
that the Detectlve Harris in Crossville, Tennessee
was lcoking for this defendant. She was passing
counterfeit bills in Tennessee. Tannesses
subsequently issued a warraht cr warrants. for that

charge.
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Faor whatever reason, the district attorney has
declined to put these warrants into NCIC and did not
extradite. The NCIC entry here on these warrants,
to my understanding, is an extradition only from
Georygia, North Carolina, oF South Caroiina; the
three-state extradition order. They will not
extradite from California.

A little bit of facts: March 16th, that bench
warrant gets issued here. Apri; 24th of ZQEE, we
got informatiocn rnat the defendanc was in Carson
City, Nevada, confivmed that informaltion, utries to
locate that, she had skipped town.

Next, in May 20154, information cawe in that she

*

was in a motsl or a egidence in Lincolnton, North
carcline; went to that residence, found she wés noe
longer there. Next learned that she's in phcenix,
Arizona; pulled the Arizona statutes. That's one of
those statutes that nad they gone to Phoenix Lo get
her, they would have expusad rhemselves Lo aﬁ arrest
for probably kidnapping. And I say that -~ granted,
T don't have an Arizona 1aw license, Your Honor, but
there are zome states like that. Next confirmed
that ithey were in a place called Tulare, California.

1f that pronunciation ie wrong, 1 & clogize. That's
- 3 =

where we believe that she still is.
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Now, this is when, really, wmy clients did
everything that's posgsible: 1In California there's a
procedure by which you have to take your bond,

ubmit an affidavit to a magistrate, get an order

o

from s magistrate to enforce that pend. All of that
was done, Your Hencr, there in that county of
Tulare, at relatively significant expense.

We did obtain a July 3rd, 2015 order in Tulare
County, California that calls for this lady to be
arrested and subject to recovery; however, the
sheriff's office in that county, as of this point,
has vet to do anything with that warrant, Your
Honor.

Wwhat I would say is that entire process, from
the filing of the affidavit to obtaining that
warrant there, that was all ~- none of that happenad
outside of the efforts of my client. Aand by
california law, that‘s what you have to do. So
welre stuck in a bit of an impossible situation that
we've done what we can do in Califernia. Mr. Wilson
or his agents can't simply just go in there and
recover this lady., They've got to get this warrant,
which they've done.

Aind South Caroclina, for the reasons that are

rot mine to say, has not put into the NCIC to
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extrédite thig lady £from California. It's my
understanding that Mr. Wilson informed folks here
that if they would do that and there were costs
invelved with that extradition, that he would cover
those costs.

And, again, although we certalnly can't -- we
can't put that WCIC entry in to get her back on

>xbradition from California, but it -- we're . in a

o

- position that it seems that 1f really it was the

recovery of Ms. Getscn that was paramount, you know,
that that entry might be made and that we could be
talking about paying the costs to bring her kack
instead of just simply estreating the cash when we
know where she is, we've obtained a warrant to
arrest her.

Recognizing that she is neot standing here, you
know, I can't avoid thatofact. But there's nothing
legally within our power to do that I'm aware of
that we haven't dorne, Your Honor.

THE COURT: That's the risk they take. I'm
going toc -~ 32,500 t§day and $2,500 in 80 days. If
you produce her Qithin the 90 days, that 52,300 on
the back end will be waived; if not, another 25-.
Understand? £2,500 today, that's 50 percent; 350

percent in 90 days 1f she's not here. And if she's
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here, that other 50 will be -~

MR. WEEXS: That's fine. And for the record,
what vou're saying he told somebody, he ain‘t told
me. They called me and said, we're just appealing
any bond estreatments because we're not liable.
That's the only thing I've been told, that I'm aware
of. So I just want to séy, if there's something I
can do to help extradite those pecple, I'm here and
I'11 do it.

THE COURT: Thank you.

~= END OF TRANSCRIPT OF RECCRD --
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srate of South Caerclinsz '
Court of Common Pleas
County of Alken

State of Scuth Carolina

Transcript of Record
2015-CPp-02~01621

Plaintiff,
v,

Julie Ann Getson,
Christy Nimau,
Georgia-Carolina
Enterprises, Inc.,
Accredited Insurance
Company

PO WP W A N et i

.. .Dbefendants.

November 10, 2015
Aiken, Secuth Carolina

3 EF ORE:

The Honorable Doyet A. Early, III, Judge.

APPEARRABZNCE S:

John William Weeks, Esguire
Attorney for the Plaintiff

Aaron G. Walsh, Esgulire

Attorney for Defendant Georgia-Caroling
Enterprises, Inc.

pBethanie K. Creppon
Circuit Court Repcrter
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{The fcllowing proceedings wére'held November
10, 2015.)

THE COURT: Mr. Walsh, you've filed a motion to
reconsider the estreatment of the §5,000 bond that

we did back in September, and you say that I should

- have considered the Polk case. FPolk sets out an

analysis that the Court must make ~- Court should,
at a minimum, ccﬁsider the c¢ost to the State, as
well as the purpese of the bond and the ﬁature-ﬁnd
willfulness of the default to determing whether and
to what extent a bond forfeiture should bes remitted.
What does it mean, cost to the State? '

's 2 little unclear,

ct

MR. WALSH: There's -~ 1
azthéugh in the later case that cited the Einojos
case w-—

THE COURT: H-I~-N-0-~-J~0~8.

MR, WALSH: Yes, sirx, 713 SE 24 351.

Essentially what they say in the later case
interpretation is the actual cost tc the State --

THE COURT: %Well, what cost to the State are we
talking aboutr?

MR, WALSH: In candor, Your Henecr, wea'd assert,
in fact, the Staite has had none.

THE COURT: Okay. What if they haven't had

any? What do we do then?
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MR. WALSH: ieoxinq st the -- essentially what
T think you've got between the statute and the cases
is a three-factor test. There's the bhondman's
efforts and costs that was gone into, although -—

THE COURT: where does it say the pondsman'sg
efforts énd costs?

MR, WALSH: Well, the narure and willfuliness of
the default, Your Honor, is exactly what you'‘re
looking at thege‘

THE COURT: Who is defanlting?

MR. WALSH: By the order —-

THE COURT: Default meaning the fact that the
defendant doesn't show up for court?

MR. WALSH: The defendant is present in court,

rhat's right, Your Honor. ' What some of t
iook at, Polk, goiny back, and then Hincjos, is how
tﬁat applies when you look at a case iike this one
where we assert that the bondsman has done
everything possible.

and then third prong, we think, is very

important. And I'1l be candid, I probably didn't

H

fort

argue it very well at our previous hearing, s° Itli

take respomsibility for that. Bul the efforts of

.the State to assist in that apprehension are cited

as something we're supposed to look at., And what

38
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wa've got here, it's not disputed that this
defendant, this -- in the NCIT, what would allow

the -~ you know, the database,’this person is only
ro be extradited from neighboring states. 1f they
were put in te be extradited, the default statute --
i1¥ che bondsman here -- and he hired bounty agents
in California, if he could put her inte jail under a
hold, that would work. But he can't pub her into

1 in Californiz --

THE COURT: I know. But where does it say that
in this case law? It szys I shall consider, at 3
minimm, the cost ﬁo the Btate. Well, lst's assume
thers's ne cost to the State -~

M2, WALSH: Yes, sir.

TH¥ COURT: -~ as well as the purpose of the
bend -- the purpose of the bond was te ensure the
appearance of the defendant -—- and the nature and
willfulness of the default. Well, the default is

howing up for court, is it not?

6
&
N

the perscn n

MR. WALSE: fThe default here is actually the

B8
=

bondsman's failure ro be able to have thab perscn

‘court. specifically. And that -- this -- and

38-53-70 is that third prong, the efforts of law
ot

enforcement agencies to locate this defendant. And

«hat this comes down to, Your Honor, we'lve got a
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situaticn that -~

THE COURT: Well, what agencies are we talking
about and what law enforcement are we talk about?

¥R. WALSH: The agency at issue here would be
the agency, we assert, that has issued a warrant on
her for counterfeiting here in South Carclina where
she would, presumably, need to come for trial. But
because -~ and, eséeatially, whaether they should or
not, I gvess, is the argqument.

But I don't think it's disputed if South

Carolina entered this fugitive -- I'm going to call
it flipping a switch, Your Honor -- in the NCIC and

if they would say extradite this fugitive, that
would allow my cliéenmt to —- he's located her, 30
far, in North Caraliﬁa, trizona, Nevadsa, and
Californiz. And each of these places, he has, at
pretty significant expense to himself or associated
agents, located this defendant.

Rut in each of these states, there's ncthing -~ .

w

yéu know, thev look in the computer, they don't have
a warrant for it, they can't do anything. In
California, he goes a step further and actually --

THE COURT: Your client has made a lot of
effort. You concede that, don't you?

MR, WEEKS: Absolutely.
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:20:2% V4 . MR. WALSH: Essentially, Judge, what you've got

1:20:28 3 going back, Toal, in one of these cases, granted --
J120031 4 savs this iz not supposed to be a revenue mattern;

to, it's supposed to ensure paople’s
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112637 ¢ appearance for trial. The bondsman can't do more
1220:41 7 than what he's done.
1220143 8 THE COURT: I agree with you.

u0146 9 MR. WALSH: Yes, sir. And -~
1126147 10 THE COURT: But what difference deoes that make?

LB0i48 13 MR. WALSH: Your Honor, I think if we fail to

1:20:53 12 lJook at the lack of costs te the State in

1320140 13 determining here’s this £5,000, do I, as the Judge,
1:201:58 14 in an order or the procedure that the initial

1:23:00 15 estreatment gets antered, but then it says shall
1121:04 1é remit upon evidence —- that's a directive.

121507 17 and in leooking at remittance, we look atl three
1121210 ig things: As ths bondsman ~- you can have a case and
121614 18 Im sure I can think of scome -- the beondsman would
1:23:15 20 come in and say, we called a couple times, they
y:123:21 21 lefz, 1 can't Sounty«hunt,in California, what do you
1:21:2) 22 want me Lo do? I -~ we would never take that

i:21:22 Z3 position and érgue that that in some way was

sufficient. 5o the first is what has bheen done,

I
-
3
Ny
e

1:21:28 25 what can be done; the second =--
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SHE COURT: He's done everything. Youx client
has done everything.
MR. WALSH: Yes, six.

THE COURT: But what difference does that make?

o

isten, the statute says: If a defendant fails to
appear at a court proveeding -~ the defendant has
failed to do so in hers -~ Lo which he's beaen
summoned, the Court must issue a pench warrant for
the defendant. 1f the surely fails te surrender the
defendant or place a hold on the defendant where he
has b@gn incarcerated Or committed o
Astitutionalized within 30 days of issuance of the
hench warrant, the bond shall be forfeited., AL any
rime before execution is issued on a Judgment of
forfeiture agalnst your client, the defendant, or
nis suxet?, the Court may direct that the Judgment
pe remitted in whole oxr in part, 1ike I did here.
I'm rcading from 38-53-70.

Mz, WALSH: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: In whéle or in part upon cenditions

as the Court may impose. If it appears that justice

requires the remission of part or all of the
judgment in making the determination as to the

remiesion of the judgment, the Court shali consider

she cost Lo the State or any county or nunicipality
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resulting from the necessity Lo contipue or
terminate the defendant's trial ~-- that is not
applicable here, there is no trizl -- and the
efforts of law enforcement or agencies to locate the
defendant -- 1 don't think there was any <ost
involved in that, Mr. Weeks, was there?

MR, WEEXS: Nob at this point, other than just
reapanding to --

THE COURT: And the Court may, in its
discretion, commit the surety to pay the
estreatments in installments for a period of up to
six months, which I did. 'If at any time during the
period in which instaliments éare 1o be paid the
defendant is surrendered to the appropriate
detention facility and the surety complies with the
recommitment procedures, the surety shall be
relieved of any further liability. Like in this
case, the bound is within such and such rime, but
thé extra 2,500, he'd be relieved of that.

And that case which we're talking about, Felk

-

and the hardware case, Hincjos, sSays that I shall

-

consider that, but I have discretion in everyvihing

else. So I don't know -- 1 mean, your argument of
what all yvour client has gone through, it's

admirable, and I gave him {ime to get nhim Dack in
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here so we could cut it in half, but if 108s -- the
courts nave said I shouvlid only consider the purpose
of the bond, the nature of the wililfulness, and any
prejudicial or additional expenses resulting to the

State.

My. Feeks, what is your position?

MR. WEEKS: Several things: Number one, I
don't think her default in appearing for court was
accidental. Tt was not. 1t was willful. She left.
She only left because she got let out of ﬁéil, and
she only got let out of jail because the bonding
company taok & risk -

THE COURT: That's exactly right.

MR. WREKS: ~-- by paying down or agreeing to
pay $5,000 to let her out of jail on a
counterfeiting charge. She took off. They, as in
all their cases, try to keep up with their pecple,
but it's a cost of doing business when people run.
They take an approach with those people that are in

" jeil, they assess them, they evaiuate, and they take

[

+he risk, asd that's what they did in this case.

There's no guestion this woman has avoided

apprehension

Gi

nd she's pevend the practical cost
range of the State Crying to get her. If she was
- T 7 pr

locked up in California, it cost us nore than
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1125118 1 $3,000, probably, to go get her in California.
1:24:23 2 Butr that's why they put the limitaticns -- and
1125526 3 it's a good-faith limitation -- on a $3,000 bond or
£125:34 4 on a $200 counterfeiting case ¢of the adjoining

(]
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states. If she got arrested in Georgia, we'd go get

1125142 & her; if she got arrested in Yoxth Carolina, wa'd go
(25144 7 get her. BAnd that's after just years of having
1125148 & people locked up in other places, it costs more 1o
2%:58 9 go get them thah the case is worth from that
iz5:52 10 standpoint.
a6184 11 Rut should she gst locked up, there will be a

bench warrant for a litt.

2

o,

& while. Bult the suprenes
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in
1.5
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25:53 12 have managed to change that too by doing that 545
126:03 24 day list, and after this case gets a little age on
3:26:G7 15 it, it will prchably go away at some point. But the

1126110 1€ risk they take is not something you should be

1126114 17 considering in revoking bond, because they assess
2126137 ig that risk when they take it, when they sign her out.

1e26:20 19 and the portion of the bond as to the cost to

1126024 20 the State, I'm just not sure what that weculd mesn in
1:28:27 21 any situation unless we were in the middle of trial
1126131 22 or unless this particular trial were to requiré )
1128137 23 bunch of expert testimony or something else was
1126:40 24 linked teo it., I Just den't uaderstand and never
26:43 25 really have understood why the cost vo the State was
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has been on thém 1iXe a dog on a bone, but they
haven't found them yet. And 1 appreciate thelir
efforts. And it's good for their business and it's
good for, I think, their relationship to us. But,
financially, I don't know that it matters to the
State in that regard, because if it was different,
then every single bond out there that the person is
not apprehended on is excusable, 2and what's the
purpcse of having a bond estreatment is that was the
case? And 30 —-

THE COURT: Mr. Walsh, I'll give you 10 days ox
15 davs or two weeks to get me cases or & case that
savs that T have to consider the expenses incurred
by the bonding company in trying to lecate the
missing defendant. I don't think they're cut there.
Rut if there are, I will be more than happy to
considar that and reopen this hearing.

But what you're aﬁguing o me this morning, and
if I were sitting down there, I'd be arguing the
same thing, it's the efforts, which I cemmend your

one bevond the call of

W

C;ieﬂt,ofldGing. They've
duty in this case. I'm glad it's nct a §50,000 bond
for them. But I don'‘t knov cf any case ilaw or
statubeory meguirements that I have to, in'my

discretion, consider the costs and efforts by the
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1:26:50

1:26:53

1:26:56

1:26:57

1:27:03

1128:62

at issue there. It's not the cost to the bendsman
pecause, to me, that is no issue. So the three
factors that they keep implying and keep stating in
these --

THE CCURT: Gther two cases.

MR. WEEKS: 7The decisions are, one, it wasn't
an excuszble default. I mean, she didn't forget the
court time and not show up. The second one was ~-

THE COURT: Cost to the State as well as the
purpose of the bond and the nature and willfulness
of the -—

. MR. WEE,SQ Yeah. And, obviocusly, the pﬁrpase
of the bond is a no-brainer too; it is to ensure
that she will be back when we call her case for
trial.

aAnd the third one, the cost to the State, if
she was locked up in California and we had te get
her, I could give you some cosis. DBut she's not
locked up anywhere. She was locked up somewhere,
she was locked up at the Doris Gravat Detention
Centetr until they posted surety.

3o I just think that the State has doﬁe all it
can do in a bond estreatment matter by telling you
that i% wasn't an inadvertent missing of court, it

wags a deliberate missing of court, and the bondsman
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surety company.
reopen this hearing.
ME. WBLSH: I don't think
just & moment, Your Honor?
THE COURT: Absclutely.
MR. WALSH:
with the State's --

oy 3

Weeks, And we can add
testimony, but I'd like to add
One is a summary by Mz,
there are documents -~

THE CQU&T: We don't deny

through expornses.

MR. WEEKS:

those documents.
MR. WALSH: Okay.

Cour

And if you can find me that,

ok
[1&2)

I wili

- zan 1 argue for

Well, 1 didn't want to ~—-

this has been given
these through
these to the record.

of his expenses, and

Mr. Wilson has gone

We dontt, and I will stipulate to

and the last, just so the

knows, is the oxder in Californis that he went

and got that at least allowed hiz bounty hunters to

try to get the lady. And then
hill and -

THE COURT:

Znd in fairne

that matches this

gs to your client and

you, I'li give vou an additional two weeks to find

me any case law that says that
to be taken into consideration

estreatment of the pond.

48
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MR. WALSH: “Thank you, sir. And again, if T
could -~ just going back to that Polk case -~

THE COURT: ALl right. I have Polk in my hand.

MR. WALSH: Yés, sir. And looking down at that
law analysis which starts on the second page —-

THE COURZ: Polk asserts the trial court erred
in failing to consider the cost to the State.

MR. WALSE: and it strikes me, though I don't
have that trial record, that the absence was‘the

&

i

ame. -Ir reading that, it appears thalt the State

that they had costs. And in that

¥

did not asser
estreatment on Polk, which I believe —-- and they go
in some length as to, you know, we have to construe
it in its plain meaning, that it strikes me that the
cost to the Bﬁate, that everyone here, Your Hoﬁor,
perhaps myself included, has said I'm nct éertain
what exactly that may mean.

Bzt this orxder says -- ag the people iﬁvolved,
we've got to figure that out and take it into
consideration, I1f11 just reise that. Yocur Honor,
if we have an crder that says we don’t know what
that it, we didn't considexr it, I just think thati's
goling Lo be against Polk, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Well, we all agree that it is no

cost bo the State.
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¥R. WEEBKS: nNot at this point. Only if she

were locked up somewhere and we had to get her.

THE COURT: I've considered that.

and in reading that, Mr. Walsh, it says:
Further, we hold the Court erred in refusing to
consider the State's costs., The overriding purpose
of reguiring & criminal defendant to post bond
before his release from custody is teo ensure nis
appearance at trial.

As guarantor, the surety on an appearance bond
undertakes the risk of forfeiture in the event thet
the defendant does not appear for trial, thus the

possible forfeiture of bond is incentive for

Vi

sureties to insure the appearance of the defendant.

The issue of whether a bond forfeiture should
be remitted and, if so, to what extent, is vested in
the discreticn of the trial judge. 2nd for me not
to abuse my discretion, it says that I have to
consider the cost ié the State and thoese other two
factors that we've already talked about this morning
as selt oul in thess cases.

Fifteen days to give me something additional;
otberwise, the metion is denied.

MR, WALSH: Thank you, Your Honer, May 1

pleass note one more thing that I think may ~-
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THE COURT: Certainly.

MR, WALSH: I wo&id.just note that this was a
March 2014 warrant, and the failure to appear aid
not coour uﬁiil March of 2015.

THE COURT: <Ckay.

MR, WALSH: Thank you, sir.

THE COURY: Now, I assume whait you're dping is
making a reccrd for some further review of this
case, =20 I would --

MR. WALSH: T don't know, Your Honor. I -

THE COURT: If vou due -~ I'm not assuming
that -- let's mark these so you'tll be protected and
have them in the record.

{(Court's Exhibit No. 1 marked for
identification.}

MR, WALSH: Yes, Thank you.

THE COURT: Good morning, sir.

MR, WILSON: Good morning, sir. Sir, may I
address you for a moment, please?

THE COURT: You may.

MR. WILSON: My main concern right now is not
to thé cost to the State, it's not that we didn't do
our Zob ovr anything of that nature. The main

concern right now is other states is prohibiting us
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from'coming into the state and apprehending these
pecple and bringing them back.

THE COURT: I can anderstand your frustration.
I don't knew how I can handle that.

MR. WILSON: You can't, sir.

THE COURT: Something must ke through the
Legislature or -—- 1 mean, gosh almighty, that does
seem frustrating.

MR. WALSH: I think the issue is, Judge, if the
Court were to rule, well, you spent in addition of
the bond trying to get this person, and in equity
T'm going to held it, perhaps that incentivizes the

pending of the money to try to get people.

G2

That's --

THE COURT: I understand.

MR, WALSH: Thank you, sir.

THE COURT: But, vou kncw, I practiced law for
30 years. The cost of doing business is paying
experts and doing all that. You can sit right there

and try a case and you got $100,000 tied vp in your

i
I
o
<
o)
#
o}
i\
0
=
~

case and the jury brings back a defer
sometimes I wish I could get my money back. That
happened to me a couple times and, believe me, it
hurts.

MR. WALSH: I'¢ go For the risk of the hourly
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rate with no chance of windfall because I'm risk
averse.
THE COURT: Thank you all.

-- END OF TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD w~-
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