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RULE 59(e), SCRP
State of South Carolina,

Respondent.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OFF CLARENDON )
)
) 2012-CP 14-00210
Donneil Woods )
SCDC I # 00272800, )
Petitioner }
)
vs. ) MOTION TO ALTER OR AMEND
)
)
)
)
)
)

NOW COMES the Applicant in the above captioned matter, acting by and through
undersigned counsel, herby moving this Court to alter or amend its Order of Dismissal filed
on December 11, 2013, pursuant to Rule 59(e), SCRCP. Counsel was not provided a copy of
this Order until Wednesday December 18, 2013. As this motion is (iled within 10 days of
receipt of this Order, this motion is timely pursuant to Rule 59(b). in support of this motion,
the Applicant would show unto this Honorable Court the following:

At the Applicant’s Post-Conviction Relief hearing, and his application for relief, the
Applicant alleged that he was denied the effective assistanée of counsel, and was denied his
protected due process rights as guaranteed by the Fifth, Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments
to the US Constitution and Article 1, Section 3 of the South Carolina Constitution and South
Carolina Code Ann Section 17-23-60 in the following respects:

1) By trial counsel’s failure to conduct a reasonable investigation into

his case;
2) The failure of trial counsel to adequately prepare the applicant’s case

for trial;

3) The lailure of trial counsel to obtain the relevant medical records of
his accuser; ‘
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1) The failure of trial counsel to present favorable evidence, or to elicit
that favorable evidence from the State's witnesses; and

5) The Failure of the State to turn aver potentially exculpatory evidence;

In the Order of Dismissal, this Cowrt found that the Applicant failed to offer a ny~
prool that the medical records of the alleged victim were in the State’s bossession.
However, as the Applicant argued during the hearing, Nurse Marsha Nelson was called as a
witness for the State at Applicant’s first trial. Trial Counsel admitted that the State never
provided the requested medical records prior to the trial. The Applicant maintains that the
State was in possession ol these medical recovds, as there would have been way for the
Assistant Solicitor to know whom to call Lo testify concerning the alleged victim's
examination. Further, obtaining the medical records on the Monday the case was called for
trial, did not afford trial counsel adequate opportunity lo investigate the findings or be
prepared to defend the Applicant,

In addition, the South C#rolina Supreme Court has held that the failure of trial
counsel to present the type ol exculpatory evidence that was contained in Nurse Nelson's
notes is ineffective assistance ofcounsel,band not a valid trial strategy. Pauling v. Stale of
South Carolina, 331 S.C. 606 {1998).

In the Order of Dismissal, the Court only addresses the allegation of incffective
assistance of counsel, and does not address the Applicant’s claims of the denial of his due
process rights. In addition, the Court does not address the Applicant's claims of trial
counsel’s failure to adequately conduct her investigation into his casc.

The Supreme Court has held that a Rule 59(e), SCRP, mation must be filed in order
to preserve for appeal an issue that was presented at a PCR hearing but that was not

included In an Order dismissing a PCR. See Marlar v. State, 375 S.C. 407, 653 S.EE.2vd 266

(2007); see also S.C. Code Ann. Section 17-27-80 {“requiring PCR courts to ‘make specific

findings of fact, and state expressly its conclusions of law, relating to each issue
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presented”™). Consequently, the Applicant requests that the Court reconsider its original
Order of Dismissal and make full findings of fact and conclusions of law with regard to his
claim and all of his requested basis for relief.

WHEREFORE, having sct forth his grounds, the Applicant respectfully requests that

the Court alter or amend its Order of Dismissal pursuant to the arguments made above.

Respectfully submitted,

e
BLAIR C. JENNINGS K)

RAY E. CHANDLER

Colfey, Chandler & McKenzie

2 North Brooks Street

Manuing, SC 29102

(803) 435-8847

(803) 435-8915 FAX

blair@cckmlaw.com )

ATTORNEY FOR THE APPLICANT

December 23 , 2013



—
L
—

504

, gas
COUNTY OF CLARENDON ) Third Judicial Circu®t
Donneil Woods #272800 ) ;q
Applicant, g 2012-CP-14-0648 >
o
) 5
Ve ) Amended Motion To Alter Aménd [.in
) Judgment Pursuant To Rule “59(e) 3
State of South Carolina ) SCRCP o
) ) [

Respondent,

Now Comes Applicant Donneil Woods motioning to this Honorable
Court to Amend to Applicaﬁt Rﬁle 59(e) SCRCP, that was dated and
filed in this court on December 23, 2013,

Applicant position in this motion is the fact that applicant has
made several argumenfs in this case leading to the fact that the
prosecutor's office of Clarendon County had not disclose all material
and medical records to the defendants. The record also reflects in
its entirely, that the respondents has made several arguments to re-
fute applicant's allégation that the prosecution for the state had
indeed withheld evidence from the applicant.

Although applicant had received all material and medical records
after trial, and had presented these facts of material to this court
in his pcr hearing dated on September 30, 2013, however, this Honorable
Court still denied applaicant's claim on November 21, 2013. Applicant
points out that this court base its decision specifically on (2) two
grounds, Ineffective Assistance of Counsel and Brady Violation.

In this motion, applicant don't refute that he indeed raised
ineffective assistance of trial counsel and a brady violation. How-
ever, applicant don't want this court to lose sight that he's

actual innocence of the charges against Sheila Summers. Applicant

(1)
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further‘pleads; he ask this court to review his claim under the

actual innocence analysis thats announce in Schlup v, Delo, 115

S.Ct. 851 (1995). ("Prisoners asserting innocence as a gateway
to defaulted claims must establish that, in light of new evidence
it is more likely than not that no reasonable juror would have
found petitioner guilty beyond a reasonable doubt"),

Apllicant argues although this court has ruled that the
material and medical records wasen't in the prosecution possess-—
ion; however, applicant points out that no reasonable jurist would
havg found him guilty of Criminal Sexual Conduct lst degree, Kid-
napping and Strong Arm Robbery if the trial juror would have heard
and reviewed the medical records, regardless if trial counsel was
indeed ineffective for not having records, or if the prosecution
was at fault for not disclosing the records, the fact of the matter
still remains the same, and thats Donneil Woods is actual innocence.

Therefore, Applicant ask this court to grant applicant's motion
to amend judgment that applicant is actual innocence based on the

preponderance of the evidence in its entirely.
Sincerely,

&xfigz&ea§£7 /éégé%é;‘*

Donneil Woods #272800

February /., 2014
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF CLARENDON ) FOR THE THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
) -
Donneil Woods, #272800, ) Case No. 2012-CP-14-00210, -
Applicant, ) S
) , =
v ) ORDER DENYING ¢
) RULE 59() MOTIONAND .
) PRO SE RULE 59(¢) MOTION =
State of South Carolina, ) 5
o) V=T
Respondent. )
)

This matter comes before the Court by way of Applicant’s motion pursuant to Rule 59(¢),
SCRCP and Applicant’s pro se attempt to amend the Rule 59(¢) ﬁmtion. Applicant applied for post-
conviction relief (PCR) on May 4, 2012. The State filed i;s return on August 31, 2012. A hearing
in;.o the matter was convened at the Sumter County Courthouse on September 30, 2013. Applicant
was present and represented b§ Blair C. Jennings, Bsquire and Raymond E. Chandler, Esquire. The
State was represented by David Spencer, Esquire, of the South Carolina Office of the Attorney

General. The Court dismissed Applicant's PCR and Applicant filed his Motion to Alter or Amend
| the Order of Dismissal on December 11, 2013. Counse! and the Court were timely served a cbpy of

the Motion.

RULE 59(E) STANDARD
Rule 59(c) SCRCP provides for a Motion to Alter or Amend the Court's judgment to preserve

the record for appeal. Pelican Building Centers v. Dutton, 311 S.C. 56,427 S.E.2d 673 (1993). The

Page 1 of 4
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motion provides the Circnit Court with an opportunity to rule properly after it has considered all
relevaut facts, law, and a.réuments. I'On, L.L.C. v. Town of Mt. Pleasant, 338 S.C. 406, 526 SE.2d
716 (2000). ‘

| South Carolina courts have consistently held that * [A] party caanot use Rule 59(e) to-present
to the court an issue the party coulc} bave raised prior to judgment but did not. Hickman v. Hickman,
3018.C. 455, 456,392 S E.2d 481, 482 (Ct. App. 1990). "An argumeht is ot preserved for review
when it is presented it to the court for the first time in a motion to alter ox: amend the judgment .
pursuant to Rule 59(e), SCRCP." Meehan v. Meehan, 2006-UP-088, 2006 WL 7285712 (s.c.ct.
App. 2006). See also Crary v. Djebelli, 321 S.C. 38, 43, 467 S.B.2d 128, 131-32 (Ct. App. 1995)
rev'd on other grounds, 329 S.C. 385,498 S.B.2d 21 (1998) (Holding the court could not address the
merits of appellants' argument as it was not properly preserved because appellan}s first presented it to

" the Courton a motion to alter or amend pursuant to Rule 59(e)).

DISCUSSION
In his motion, Applicant complains that the order addresses onl& ineffective assistance of
counsel and not “Applicant’s claims of the denial of his due process rights. In addition; the Court
does not a.ddress the Applicant’s claims of trial counsel’s failure to adequately conduct her
investigation into his case.”
First, as to the allegation of a due process vioation, Applicant does not address this issne

with any specificity. Nonetheless, the denial of due process is a direct appeal issue and not

appropriate for post-conviction selief. Simmons v. State, 264 S.C. 417, 215 S.E.2d 883 (1975).

Page 2 of 4
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Asto the second issue conceming the generalized “failure to investigate” claim, this Courtin

its order found “counsel’s investigation fell within professional norms and she had adequate time to

review the medical records.” (Order p. 6). This Court would additionally note that counsel’s overall

performance fell within professional nomms arnd that Applicant hes failed to prove deficiency of
counsel.  Further, Applicax{t has failed to offer any evidence to suggest thgt Applicant was
prejudiced from counsel’s alleged failure to investigate the case.

Additionally, Applicant claims in his motion: “The Applicant maintains that the State was in

possession of these medical records . . . ." Applicant had the oppqrtunityvand failed to offer any

evidence that the State was in possession of the speciiic records Applicant utilized during the PCR -

hearing. This Court would note that at the hearing, Applicant abandoned his Brady claim. This
Court further would note that trial counsel obtained the records herself and ther.efore, 20 prejudice
woulci have ensued if there was a failure to disclose. However, this Court finds that the State did not
commit a discovéry violation.

Applicant élso filed a pro se mot.ion to amend the Rulé 59(e) motion. In thié Amended
Motion, Applicant maintains that he is actually innocent of the underlying charges. Applicant did not
argue actual innocence during his Post-Conviction Relief Hearing on September 30, 2013. Applicant.
had the ability and opportunity to make this argument during the hearing, it is improper to present it
to the Court for the first time in a Rule 59(e) motion, and thus his argument is without merit.’

Accordingly, this Court denies Applicant’s Rule 59(e) motion and further finds that the
original order of dismissal comports with the requirements of Rule 52(a), SCRCP.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Applicant’s Motion to Alter or Amend Judgment is

DENIED AND DISMISSED.

Page 3 of 4
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AND IT IS SO ORDERED this 29" day of Aprl, 2014.

. . ) p
. ‘ e Honorable R. Knox McMahon

Presiding Judge
3rd Judicial Circuit

29 fpi/ 1t

Lexington, South Carolina
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WITNESSES

« Todd Avant-CCSO

e
s —————

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER
J121801

J121802
J121803

ACTION OF GRAND JURY
y4

Claclnas 1 Mo

Foreperson, of Grand Jul

Date: OA/ 4;2/ /ry/jL _ _

DOCKET NO. 2008-GS-14-_0 349

The State of South Carolina
County of CLARENDON

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

AUGUST TERM 2008

THE STATE
vs.

DONNELL WOODS

VERDICT
Ouibhy astmangd oL 3
(2 umtn
( -

Foreperson of Pelit Ju
Date: //)~ é *—/

Indictment for

CRIMINAL SEXUAL CONDUCT FIRST DEGREE
KIDNAPPING
STRONG ARM ROBBERY

C. KELLY JACKSON, SOLICITOR

609
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INDICTMENT FOR
) CRIMINAL SEXUALD(I;\IOI\}iE!LIJ\Ig FIRST DEGREE
KIDNA
COUNTY OF CLARENDON ) STRONG ARM ROBBERY

‘At a Court of General Sessions, convened on August 21, 2008, the Grand Jurors

of CLARENDON COUNTY present upon their oath:

COUNT ONE — CRIMINAL SEXUAL CONDUCT FIRST DEGREE

That DONNELL WOODS did in Clarendon County between June 23, 2006, and
June 24, 2006, violate Section 16-3-652 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina (1976),
as amended, in that the said Donnell Woods did engage in, or attempt to engage in, a
sexual battery in and upon Sheila Summers by using aggravated force and aggravated

“coercion upon her and assaulting her with the intent to engage sexual battery with the

said Sheila Summers.

COUNT TWO - KIDNAPPING

That DONNELL WOODS did in Clarendon County between June 23, 2006, and
June 24, 2006, violate Section 16-3-910 of the Code of Laws of South Carolina (1976),
as amended, in that he did unlawfully seize, confine, abduct, and carry away, without
the authority of law, and by the use of force Sheila Summers.

COUNT THREE - STRONG ARM ROBBERY

That DONNELL WOODS did in Clarendon County between June 23, 2006, and
June 24, 20086, feloniously or unlawfully take from the person by means of force or
intimidation goods or monies of the said Sheila Summers, such goods or monies being

described: money and personal belongings.

Against the peace and dignity of the state, and contrary to the statute in such

C Kl Yo

case made and provided.

SOOCITOR
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAJ,.SESSI N
) oo Q
COUNTY OF CLARENDON ) INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2008@%—5]4- 36 - w_
STATE VS. ) ' fj = 23 E
DONNIEL WOODS ) AW J121801 2z (I 183
AKA: )  Date of Offense: June 23, 2006 D 3y Q u ©
Race:Black Sex:Male Age: )  S.C.Code §: 16-03-0652 o= S 5
DOB: N 1975 SS# NN ) CDRCode# 0160 :.j:i = - %IE &
Address: Sumter, SC 29150 ) = 9 :f og
) SENTENCE SHEEY T o) ©
DL# Sip# ) . &
o o
In dispogition of the said indjctment comez—@ w the Defendant 0 Wi mONVICTED OF OV%LEADS
TO: Imin re€
in violation of § -5~ ‘05 L( Z\ of the S C Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # O / ’ / (ﬂ O
] NON-VIOLENT /EZMOLENT %SERIOUS [ MOST SERIOUS (0 Mandatory GPS (CSC [ §17-25-45
w/minor 1% or Lewd Act)

grge is: ms ingleted, [ L esser Included Offense, [] Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (Defendant initial)

& is: [ Without'Negotiations or Recommendation, [J Negotiated Sentence, [] Recommendation by the State.

vy ‘ Solicitor { Defendant Attorney for Defendant SCBar#

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the [fJState Department of Corrections, [ JCounty Detention Center,

for a determinate term of 30 cevetmentivg/years or [] under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years

and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and/or payment of $ ; plus
costs and assessments as app;licable*; the balance is susperided with probation for - months/years and subject to South

Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of probation, which are incorporated by reference.

] CONCURRENT or [J] CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code §24-13-40 to be calculated and applied by the State
epartment of Corrections.

(C] The Defendant is to be placed on Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135,

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
ORresTITUTION: [IDeferred, {IDefendant Waives Hearing, [ JOrdered PTUP
Total:  § plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED
{7 set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.

May serve W/E beginning

Reclpient: Substance Abuse Counseling
*Fine: 9 Random Drug/Alcohol Testing
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) 3 Fine may be pd. In equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 $ OO . pmis. of $ beginning
§14-1-211(A)}(2) (DUI Surcharge) $100 $ pald to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 _§ Other:
§35.13 (Publicz DeflPrt;b) ding) $ggg $
§73.3, 1B TP (Law Enforce. Funding 3 ;!.‘.’aDQ
§33.7, 1B TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $100 _$
§50-21-114(BU! Breath Test Fee) $50 §
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea _$ [J Appointed PD or appointed other counsel, §35.13 T
3% to County (if paid in installments) § 34D Requires $500 be pafg/to Clerk dyring probation.
§90.11 TP (SCCJASurcharge) $5 $ B.OHD ﬂ ]

% T340 ‘

TOTAL 6\os h‘\o\ W)»\ PRESIDING JUDGE

Tterk of Courl/ Deputy Clerk Judge Code: 2‘. /
Court Reporter: Sentence Date: o g=}= ﬂz y 2 Wﬁ '

QOO A MIT OANRNNNT
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ‘ ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAIE_S%SSI S 8

COUNTY OF CLARENDON ; INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2008-@%%—03 5 o E

STATE VS, ) b ; d 32

DONNIEL WOODS ) AW J121802 T 1°8

AKA: )}  Date of Offense: June 23, 2006 - W p S =z

Race:Black Sex:Male Age: )  S.C.Code §: 16-03-0910 O 8

DOB R 1975 ss#: IR )}  CDR Code#: 0095 E § l() § ugé

Address: Sumter, SC 29150 ) 5 g N 2:1)
) SENTENCE SHEEP O [

Dig# SID# ) % -y

In disposipn of the said Indictment comes now the Defendant who was?@ONVICTED OF or [] PLEADS

TO! ﬁl Appind :

in violation of § ! ‘J ﬁ-l._ﬁ - ﬂ [D of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # D / - o / 7 / ‘\5

[J NON-VIOLENT E\IIOLENT )Z“SERIOUS [ MOST SERIOUS {] Mandatory GPS (CSC (1 §17-25-45

wiminor 1% or Lewd Act)

arge Is: [E@s indicted, [Z¥ Lesser Inciuded Offense, [[] Defendant Walves Presentment to Grand Jury. (Defendant initial)
ea is: (] Without Ne i Recommendation, [] Negotiated Sentence, [ ] Recommendation by the State.

o ﬁlicitor Defendant Attorney for Defendant SC Bar #

WHEREFORE,
for a determinate term of _3_0 cepinmBaiee/years or [] under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years

; provided that upon the service of daysfmonths/years and/or payment of $ ; plus

e Defendant is committed to the @State Department of Corrections, [ ]JCounty Detention Center,

and/or to pay a fine of §
costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for months/years and subject to South
Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of probation, which are incorporated by reference.

@ CONCURRENT or [[] CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to $.C. Code §24-13-40 to be caiculated and applied by the State
epartment of Corrections.

{7} The Defendant is to be placed on Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
[IRESTITUTION: [Deferred, [ Defendant Waives Hearing, [ ]Ordered PTUP
Total:  § plus 20% fee: 3 days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED
[} set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.

May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling
*Fine: 3 Random Drug/Alcohol Testing
g} 2—1-2??(%?$;a(sément§ 10{1.5%)) $100 j;g S Finte maf)($ be pd. in equal, consec;tiv_e vgeekly/monthly
-1- onv. Surcharge SiHo pmis. o eginning
§14-1-211(A)(2) (DUI Surcharge) $100 § $ paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUl Assessment) $12 _$ Other:
§35.13 (Public Def/Prob) $500 _%
§73.3, 1B TP (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 3 Dabhb
§33.7, 18 TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $100 $
§50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 _§
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea _$ J Appointed PD or appointed other counsel, §35.13 TP
3% to County (if paid in installments) s _s» 3,40 Requires $500 be paid to Clerk during probation.
§90.11 TP (SC Surcharge) 5 3% O
TOTAL 31386 ﬁ N AN
oD B Dby PRESIDING JUDGE 7 e~ _

~eterk ofCourt/Deputy Clerk Judge Code: 277 ] /I V4

Court Reporter: \\Bhnmh. Sentence Date: 3 c-,}- b, 2.00

QO AN MINPHANNAT
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENEBALSSESHIONS 9
) » :
COUNTY OF CLARENDON ) INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2068-85-14 o& EZ
w - 2Z
STATE VS. ) Sz | 33
DONNIEL WOODS ) AW 1121803 oy uho
AKA: ) Date of Offense: June 23,2006 =1y R °%
Race:Black Sex:Male Age: )  S.C.Code §: 16-11-0325 TIRN 9
- g \
DOB: R, 1975 SS# AN )  CDRCode# 0137 =3 H § 53{%
&
Address: Sumter, SC 29150 ) wg 19 o
[41]
) SENTENCE SHEED &
DL# SID# ) & a

In dispositjqn of the said indigtment comes ﬁg%} Defendant who was [M"CONVICTED OF or [ ] PLEADS
10 SYona, ﬁ\v 2% 2 g , | 7
in violation of § l lg__i { S - 3;3 of the S.C. Code-df Laws, bearing CDR Code # D / / 8 /

>Q NON-VIOLENT O VIOLENT  [J SERIOUS [ MOST SERIOUS - [J Mandatory GPS (CSC [ §17-25-45
wiminor 1% or Lewd Act)

cted, [ 1 Lesser Included Offense, [[] Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (Defendant initial)
t Negotiatiops or Recommendation, [ Negotiated Sentence, (] Recommendation by the State. .

[Solicitor v Defendant Attorney for Defendant SC Bar #
WHEREFORE, the Defendant s committed to the MState Department of Corrections, [ JCounty Detention Center,
for a determinate term of [ S dewsrtmiins/vears or [ under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years

andfor to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon the service of days/months/ygeérs andfor payment of $ ; plus

costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with probation for months/years and subject to South
Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of probation, which are incorporated by reference.

f¥ CONCURRENT or [J CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code §24-13-40 fo be calculated and applied by the State
epartment of Corrections.

[J The Defendant is to be placed on Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
OJRESTITUTION: [ IDeferred, [ lDefendant Waives Hearing, {_]Ordered PTUP
Total: § plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED
[ set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling
*Fine: 3 Random Drug/Alcohol Testing
§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) $ Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) 3100 j»_‘m_,nb__ pmts. of § beginning
§14-1-211(A)(2) (DUI Surcharge) $100 § $ paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 3 Other:
§35.13 (Public Def/Prob) $gOO $
§73.3, 1B TP (Law Enforce. Funding) - $25 _§ ;2:5 00
§33.7, 1B TP (Drug Court Surcharge) $100 $ '
§50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 §
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea _$ L Appointed PD or appointed other counsel, §35.13 TP
3% to County (if paid in instaliments) $ Requires $500 be paid to Clerk during proQation.
§90.11 TP ( A Surcharge) $5 7% [3 n f t\
TOTAL $ usg,gg A a
(‘1& c\\"\r\n“ﬂ)\ PRESIDING JUDGE o TV TV _
p— Deputy Clerk Judge Code: 20 7 1 | e I/
Court Reporter: COAVAADRVA 4 Sentence Date: ) c_;}_ ] Ef.’l-_ﬂ! 5
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