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ATTEST AT UE-_COP
. .)
N




o

p()ssibi.lily of parole-is entitled to an indi_vidualize‘d,sent»encingi»_h'ea'r,ir»i"g', wherei
consider:

(1) the chronological age of the oﬂ"ender 'md the.

of youth, including “immaturity, 1mpeluosn_y

- appreciate the risks and consequence™;*(2) the “family.

. ~ environment™ that-surrounded the offender; (3) the c1rcum
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Id. 577 (quoting Miller, 132 S.C. at 2468).

“immaturity, irresponsibility, ‘impetuousness[.] and lccl\lessncssf' i

ouomal) (quotmg Johnson v. Texas, 500 U.S. 350, 367, 368 (1993)) o
Enuqmz was denied parole in April 2014. The parole board cited the nature and serious

the offense, the use of a deadly weapon to commit the offense, and Emlquéz

institutional n,cord at SCDC as its reasons for dcnymg parolc E i

bcfou, thc paloh, board-agajn on September 21, 2016.
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senlenced' to. lllc 1mprlsor1mcnt with the possibility for parole is entltled to th'

mdmduahznd sentencing hmrmg as those juvenile defendants swtenced to hfe Wlt

136 S. Ct 7l (2()16}) 1nsl;’t@ct1ve.- In Montgomery, lhe'Supremi

1o be considered for paxolc rather lhan by resentencing tht.m Id dl_73

offenclérsft()fbe»‘ar‘(‘)'ns‘iflf:"f’c'df,f6' DATo

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Carmen T Mu]lén
Circuit Judge,

ot - Ninth Judicial ercult ~T5
October 13, 2(}[’6 - . - £
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November 07, 2016
= — ~~MrBentley D-Price; Esquire -~ -~ - — T “ﬁg @EE‘VE&*
Bentley Price Law Firm
78 Ashley Pointe Dr, Suite 103 NGV 18 2615
Charleston SC 29407 SC Court of Appeals

Re: The State v. Anthony Enriquez
Appellate Case No. 2016-002237

Dear Counsel:
Upon reviewing your Notice of Appeal, the following deficiency or deficiencies
have been noted under the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (SCACR), and

any deficiency must be corrected within ten (10) days of the date of this letter:

e The notice of appeal is not accompanied by a complete copy of the order of
. Judge Mullen. __

Within ten days of the date of this letter you must provide an amended Notice of
Appeal specifying the date of the written notice of entry of the order of Judge

Mullen.
Very truly yours, . . FM

CLERK

Bk



CC:

Robert Michael Dudek, Esquire
Scarlett Anne Wilson, Esquire
Alan McCrory Wilson, Esquire
John Benjamin Aplin, Esquire
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