THE LAW OFFICES OF LAIjRA M. SAUNDERS, LLC
Laura M. Saunders

Attorney At Law
P.O. Box 731 (864) 681-4444 phone
102 Church St. (866) 654-0282 E-fax
Laurens, SC 29360 Imsaunderslaw@gmail.com

October 2, 2017 RECEIVED

Via U.S. Mail -

The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse i 08 011
Clerk, South Carolina Supreme Court

P.0. Box 11330 S.C. SUPREME COURT
Columbia, SC 29211

Re: Henry Delos Anderson #358826 vs. State of South Carolina
C/A No. 2014-CP-36-00401; Notice of Appeal and Proof of Service

Dear Mr. Shearouse:

Enclosed for filing please find a Notice of Appeal which is being filed on
behalf of the Appellant, Henry Delos Anderson #358826. Also enclosed are the
following documents: (1) Proof of Service of Notice of Appeal; (2) a copy of the order
denying Mr. Andersons’ application for Post-Conviction Relief; and (3) a copy of the
sentencing sheets from Mr. Andersons’ trial. It is my understanding that a filing
fee is not included because this appeal arises out of a post-conviction relief matter
pursuant to Rule 203(d) SCACR. I have not been retained or appointed to handle
the appeal.

Please file the original and return a clocked-in copy to me in the enclosed self-
"addressed stamped envelope. By copy of this letter, I am hereby serving the
Attorney General with a copy of the same. I have also filed an original with the
Clerk of Court in Newberry County. Should you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact me. Thank you for your assistance.

With Kind Regards, I am

Yours truly,

Laura M. Saunders

Enclosures

LMS/ File 4.400

cc: Justin Hunter, Assistant Attorney General
Henry Delos Anderson #358826

www.laurasaunderslaw.com
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

In the Supreme Court OCT 0 8 2017
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Court of Common Pleas
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G. Thomas Cooper, Presiding Circuit Judge — Laurens County
(8th Circuit PCR Term)

Post-Conviction Relief C/A Number:
2014-CP-36-0401

State of South Carolina,

Respondent,

Henry D. Anderson #358826,
Appellant.

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Henry D. Anderson #358826 appeals the decision and Order dated
August 24, 2017. Counsel for Appellant received written entry of this Order
on September 22, 2017.

Date: October 2, 2017 W

Laura M. Saunders, Esquire

The Law Offices of Laura M. Saunders, LL.C
Post Office Box 731

Laurens, South Carolina 29360

Phone: 864-681-4444/ Fax: 866-654-0282
PCR Counsel for Henry Anderson

Other Counsel of Record:
Justin Hunter, Esquire
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Post Office Box 11549
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(803) 734-3963
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Respondent,
V.
Henry D. Anderson #358826
Appellant.
PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served the Notice of Appeal on the Respondent, State of
South Carolina, by depositing a copy of it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid,
on October 2, 2017 addressed to its attorney of record, Justin Hunter, Esquire,
Assistant Attorney General, PO Box 11549, Columbia, South Carolina 29211.
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Laura M. Saunders, Esquire
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Other Counsel of Record:
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SC Attorney General's Office
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(803) 734-3963
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF NEWBERRY CASE NUMBER 2014CP3600401
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Henry Delos Anderson State Of South Carolina
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)
Attorney for: O Plaintiff [ Defendant
Submitted by: O Self-Represented Litigant

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
0  JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a verdict rendered.
DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a

= decision rendered. O See Page 2 for additional information.
ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): O Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [0 Rule 41(a), SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);
O Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); O Other:

O ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): O Rule 40(j) SCRCP; 0 Bankruptcy;
O Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or O Other:

modify arbitration award,
O STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY

O DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CH ECK APPLICABLE BOX):
0O Affirmed, O Reversed; O Remanded; J Other:

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT. TRIBUNAL. OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE
CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

ITIS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: O See attached order: (formal order to follow) O Statement of Judgment by the Court:
"~ ORDER INFORMATION

This order O ends O does not end the case.
-Additional Information for the Clerk:

Order of Dismissal

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

Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be Enrolled
(List name(s) below) 3 (List name(s) below) (List amount(s) below)

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest or
additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the clerk.
Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details. .
E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the Court will electronically sign this form using a separate electronic signature page.

CPFORM4Cm
SCCA SCRCP Form 4C (Revised 2/17)



S/ G. Thomas Cooper, Jr. 08/24/2017
Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judgment was entered on September 18,2017, and a copy mailed first class or placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on
September 19, 2017, to attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

Laura McCall Saunders PO Box 731 102 Church Street Justin James Hunter PO Box 11549 Columbia, SC
Laurens, SC 29360 29211-1549
ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

Elizabeth P. Folk (jt)

Court Reporter Elizabeth P. Folk - Clerk of Court

Court Reporter:

E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File
Stamp and the clerk's entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a
copy of the judgement to parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON PAGE 1.

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

CPFORM4Cm
SCCA SCRCP Form 4C (Revised 2/17)



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF NEWBERRY ) OF THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
)
Henry Anderson, ) 2014-CP-36-401
S.C.D.C. No. 358826, )
) 2 =
Applicant, ) rc‘?‘;"‘; o '3:
) ORDER OF DISMISSAL Cowme M 2
) e
State of South Carolina, ) om 200
Cow QO =z
Respondent. ) .‘i’f’z - ."_:;
) R 4

This matter comes before the Coﬁft b'y way of an Abplication for Post-Conviction Relief
(PCR) filed August 5, 2014. An evidentiary hearing into the matter was convened on June 5,
2017, at the Laurens County Courthouse in Laufens, South Carolina. Applicant was present at
. the hearing and represented by Laura Saunders, Esquire. Justin Hunter, Esquire, of the South
Carolina Attorney General's Qfﬁce represented Respondent. At the hearing, Applicant testified
on his own behalf. Applicant's trial counsel, Thomas Mosley, Esquire, also testified. This Court
had before it a copy of Applicant's records from the Newberry County Clerk of Court,
Applicant's records froﬁ the South Carolina Department of Coﬁections, the trial transcript,

L PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Applicant is presently confined in the South Carolina Department of Corrections pursuant
to orders of commitment of the Newberry County Clerk of Court. Applicant was indicted at the
April 2013 term of the Newberry County Grand Jury for first degre¢ criminal sexual conduct
(2013-GS-36-0238), kidnapping (2013-GS-36-0239), and pointing and presenting a firearm
(2013-GS-36-0240). Applicant was represented by Thomas E. Mosely, Esquire. On February 10-

14, 2014, Applicant underwent trial by jury and was convicted of all charges as indicted. The
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Honorable Frank R, Addy, Jr. sentenced Applicant to imprisonment for twenty years for ﬁrsf
degree criminal sexual conduct, thirty years for kidnapping, and five years for pointing and
presenting a firearm. All sentences were to run concurrently. |

A Notice of Appeal was filed. The South Carolina Court of Appeals, by written Order
dated July 9, 2014, diéﬁissed Applicant’s appeal for counsel’s failure to comply with Rule
267(a) and Rule 203 SCACR. The Remittitur was sent on July 15, 2014.

On June 10, 2015, Applicant filed an application for post-conviction relief alleging
ineffective assistance of counsel. On May 3, 2017, Applicant filed a Motion to Amend, alleging
the following grounds:

1. Petitioner requests to be granted a belated appeal pursuant to White v. State, 263 S.C.
. 110, 208 S.E.2d 35 (1974) because Petitioner did not make a knowing and intelligent

decision not to pursue an appeal, because Petitioner requested that trial counsel file and
appeal, and trial counsel failed to timely cure the deficiencies as listed in the letter from
the Court of Appeals to trial counsel on February 28, 2014, causing the Appeal to be
dismissed. Petitioner has therefore suffered prejudice in the form of an unjust procedural
error due to trial counsel's deficient performance.

2. Petitioner requests a new trial on the grounds of ineffective assistance of counsel
pursuant to Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 104 S.Ct. 2052, 80 L.Ed. 2d
674 (1984). Specifically, Petitioner alleges that trial counsel was deficient in his
performance such that Petitioner was prejudiced for the following reasons:

a. That trial counsel failed to prepare an Order for Bond after Petitioner was
granted a bond by The Honorable Frank Addy on March 22, 2013 which
included home detention, but counsel for Petitioner failed and/or refused
to prepare an Order granting the Defendant bond. Therefore, Defendant
remained incarcerated.

b. That trial counsel failed to convey the State's plea offer to Petitioner,
which was conveyed to trial counsel by the State on October 24, 2013 via
electronic mail.

c. That trial counsel failed to request that the Jury be charged with the lesser
included offenses of Criminal Sexual Conduct — Second Degree and
Criminal Sexual Conduct - Third Degree

II. APPLICABLE LAW
In a post-conviction relief action, the applicant bears the burden of proving the

allegations in their application. Butler v. State, 286 S.C. 441, 334 S.E.2d 813 (1985). Where the
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application alleges ineffective assistance of counsel as a ground for relief, the Applicant must
prove that "counsel's conduct so undermined the proper functioning of the adversarial process

that the trial cannot be relied upon as having produced a just result." Strickland v. Washington,

466 U.S. 668, 104 S. Ct. 2052, 2064, 80 L.Ed.2d 674, 692 (1984); Butler, 334 S.E.2d 813.

The proper measure of performance is whether the attorney provided representation
within the range of competence required in criminal cases. The courts presume that counsel
rendered adequate aséistance and made all significant decisions in the exércise of reasonable
professional judgment. Strickland, 466 U.S. 668. Applicant must overcome this presumption in

order to receive relief. Cherry v. State, 300 S.C. 115, 386 S.E.2d 624 (1989).

Courts use a two-pronged test in evaluating allegations of ineffective assistance of
counsel. Id. at 117, 386 S.E.2d at 625. First, the applicant must prove counsel's performance was
deficient. Id. Under this prong, courts measure an attorney's performance by its "reasonableness
under prevailing professional norms." Id. (citing Strickland, 466 U.S. at 683). Second, any
deficient performance must have prejudiced the applicant such that "there is a reasonable
probability that, but for counsel's ﬁnprofessional errors, the result of the proceeding would have
been different." Id. at 117-18, 386 S.E.2d at 625.

i  FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This Court has reviewed the testimony presented at the evidentiary hearing, observed the
witnesses presented at the hearing, passed upon their credibility, and weighed the testimony
accordingly. Further, this Court has reviewed the Clerk of Court records regarding the subject
convictions, the trial transcript, Applicant's records from the South Carolina Department of

Corrections, the application for post-conviction relief, and the legal arguments made by the

&y
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~ attorneys. Pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-80 (2003), this Court makes the following
findings of fact based upon all of the probative evidence presented.

As a matter of general impression, this Court finds the testimony of Applicant's trial
counsel Thomas Mosley ("Counsel") to be credible and persuasive on all matters. These
credibility findings have been applied to the Court's findings and conclusions set forth below.

Ineffective Assistance of Counsel

Belated appeal pursuant to White v. State, 263 S.C. 110,208 S.E.2d 35 (1974).

Applicant notified this Court that he is waiving the ground that he is entitled to a belated
appeal pursuant to White v. State. Therefore, this allegation is dismissed.

Trial Counsel failed to prepare an Order for Bond.

Applicant alleges that Counsel failed to prepare an Order for Bond after his bond hearing
on March 22, 2013. Applicant testified that he was supposed td have house arrest. He testified
that if he was on house arrest then he would be able to assist Counsel in his defense and assist in
paying Counsel. He testified that he called Counsel about the bond heéring and Counsel told him
that he was not representing Applicant anymore. Applicant testified that he wrote to the Clerk of
Court on March 29, 2013, in an attempt to follow up on his bond hearing.

Counsel testified that he did not recall the facts surrounding the bond hearing. He
testified that Judge Addy took the matter under advisement but seemed inclined to give
Applicant home detention. He testified that Judge Addy did not place an obligation on him to do |
anything after the hearing. Counsel testified that it was clear Applicant's family could not afford
to keep him as counsel, but also testified that Applicant's uncle said at the bond hearing that they
could afford Counsel. Counsel testified that he believes he called the solicitor's office to follow

up on the bond matter.

Gl <
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This Court finds that Counsel was not ineffective for failing to secure a bond order for
Applicant. This Court finds that Judge Addy notified all parties at the end of the bond hearing
that he would take it under advisement and issue an order in the following days. This Court finds
that it was not unreasonable for Counsel to wait on the order from Judge Addy as he instructed.
Thus, Counsel's performance was not deficient.

This Court also finds that Applicant has failed to show that he was prejudiced by
Counsel's actions. Applicant has failed to show that the outcome of his trial would have been
different had Counsel prepared a bond order to allow Applicaht home detention prior to the trial.
He has failed to show with specificity what assistance he 'coul_d have provided to Counsel pretrial
and the impact this would have had on his case. This Court also finds that Applicant hés failed to
show that the outcome of the trial would have been different because there is no evidence that
the State would have presented any different evidence at trial had Applicant been on home
detention prior to the trial. Accordingly, this allegation must Be dismissed.

Trial counsel failed to convey the State's plea offer to Petitioner. which was
conveyed to trial counsel by the State on QOctober 24, 2013 via electronic mail.

Applicant alleged that Counsel was ineffective for failing to convey a plea offer that was
coﬂveyed to Counsel by an email on October 24, 2013. This offer was to reduce first degree
criminal sexual conduct. to second degree criminal sexual conduct, run the pointing and
presenting charge concurrently, and drop the kidnapping charge. He testified that he never knew
about this plea offer and inquired to the Clerk of Court's Office and the Solicitor's Office about
the possibility of plea offers. Applicant testified that he never knew of the October 24, 2013 plea
offer until after his trial when he received a copy of his client file from Counsel. Applicant
further testified that the file also contained a plea offer conveyed via email to Counsel on

October 31, 2013 and Counsel never conveyed this plea offer to him. Applicant testified that he
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was surprised to see these offers and would have taken the plea offer had it been conveyed to
him.

Counsel testified that he did not recall the exact email from the solicitor conveying the
plea offer. He testified that he could not recall if he conveyed the offer but stated that it was his
normal practice to convey plea offers to Applicant.

Thisl Court finds that Counsel was not ineffective. This Court finds Counsel provided
credible testimony that as a veteran defense attorney it would be his normal practice to convey
all plea offers prior to trial. This Court also finds that even if Counsel was deficient, Applicant
did not present sufficient evidence to show that he would have taken the plea offer. Although
Applicant now testifies that he would have éccepted the plea offer, his letter to the solicitor
indicates that he wanted to plead to simple assault or first degree assault and battery to a
probationary or time served sentence — which is a very different scenario than the offer of second
degree criminal sexual assault, which carries twenty years. This Court finds Applicant has failed
to meet his burden of proving that Counsel did not convey the plea offer and that he was
prejudiced as a result.

Trial counsel failed to request that the Jury be charged with the lesser included

offenses of Criminal Sexual Conduct — Second Degree and Criminal Sexual
Conduct - Third Degree.

Applicant alleged that Counsel was ineffective for failing to charge the lesser included
off__ensqs.of CSC second degree and CSC third degree. Counsel testified that he could not recall
his reasoning behind asking the court for a third degree assault and battery charge. He testified
that he did not want to ask for the criminal sexual conduct lesser included offenses because of
the lifetime sex offender registry. Counsel also tesfiﬁed that he wanted to go all-or-nothing with

the charges because he believed Applicant was not guilty.

S
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This Court finds that this allegation must be dismissed. First, this Court finds that the trial
judge did charge CSC second degree. See Transcript p. 627, 1. 10-20. Regarding CSC third
degree, this Court finds that Counsel was not deficient as he did not want the jury to find
Applicant guilty of CSC third degree and risk Applicant's lifetime sex offender registration. This
Court finds that Counsel provided a valid strategy of not asking for CSC third degree charge.
“[Wihen counsel articulates a valid reason for employing a certain strategy, such conduct will
not be deemed ineffective assistance of counsel.” Smith v. State, 386 S.C. 562, 567, 689 S.E.2d

629, 632 (2010) (citing Caprood v. State, 338 S.C. 103, 110, 525 S.E.2d 514, 517 (2000)).

Furthermore, this Court finds that Applicant has failed to show that the outcome would
have been different because the judge indicated that he was not inclined to charge CSC third
degree. The transcript reflects that the trial judge indicated to both parties that he was going to

| charge CSC first degree and second degree but stated, "I am not going to charge CSC third
because I tend to agree that that wopld not apply in this particular scenario and it doesn't sound
like Mr. Mosley really even wants CSC third, he would rather have assault." Transcript p. 593, 11.
3-7. Regardless of Counsel's desire to have assault, the trial judge made it clear that he did not
think that CSC third degree applied to the facts of Applicant's case. Thus Applicant has failed to
prove that he was prejudiced in this regard because the judge did charge CSC second degree and
he made it clear that he was not going to charge CSC third degree because it did not fit
Applicant's facts. Accordingly, this allegation must be dismissed.

Overwhelming Evidence

Additionally, this Court notes that there is clear overwhelming evidence of guilt. See

Franklin v. Catoe, 346 S.C. 563, 570 n. 3, 552 S.E.2d 718, 722 n. 3 (2001), cert. denied, 535 U.S.

1114, 122 S.Ct. 2332, 153 L.Ed.2d 162 (2002) (finding overwhelming evidence of guilt negated

(-
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any claim that counsel's deficient performance could have reasonably affected the result of
defendant's trial).

Evidence was presented at trial through very detailed testimony from the victim .about the
incident, the threatening and harassing text messages from Applicant, and the video of Applicant
pointing a gun at his head. The victim also gave a statement to ofﬁqers when she was at the
hospital for .the rape kit test. Applicant admitted that he made a false oral statement to
investigators denying any involvement and stating he did not have a gun. Applicant also
admitted to giving a written statement to officers at the Sheriff's Office that also denied any
involvement but admitted that he had a gun at his house. After learning details about the
allegations against him and that a rape kit had been performed on the victim, Applicant then gave
another written statement to officers finally admitting that hé did get in the car with the viptim

' the morning of the incident and have sex with her across the street. The trial judge noted that he
agreed with the jury's verdict and would not hesitate to grant a new trial if he had any hesitation
with the verdict. Additionally, in Applicant's letter to the Clerk of Court asking about a plea
offer, he stated that he wanted to get the. charges out of the way because he was guilty of his
charges. Accordingly, this Court finds that there is overwhelming evidence of Applicant's guilt,
and as a result, Applicant cannot show that the result of his trial would have been different but
for Counsel's alleged performance.

IV.  CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing facts, the Court finds and concludes that Applicant has not
established any constitutional violations or deprivations that would require this Court to grant his
application for post-conviction relief. Applicant failed to demonstrate that Counsel's performance

was unreasonable under prevailing professional norms. Cherry, 300 S.C. at 117-18, 386 S.E.2d at

CLas
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625; Stalk v. State, 383 S.C. 559, 563, 681 S.E.2d 592, 594 (2009). Therefore, this application
for post-conviction relief must be denied and dismissed with prejudice.

The Court notes Applicant must file and serve a notice of appeal within thirty (30) days
from PCR counsel's receipt of written notice of entry of judgment to secure the appropriate

appellate review. See Rule 203, SCACR. Pursuant to Austin v. State, 305 S.C. 453, 409 S.E.2d

395 (1991), Applicaxﬁ has a right to appellate counsel's assistance in seeking review of the denial
of post-conviction relief. Rule 71.1(g), SCRCP, provides that if Applicant wishes to seek
appellate review, PCR counsel must serve and file a notice of appeal on Applicant's behalf.

Applicant is directed to South Carolina Appellate Court Rule 243 for appropriate procedures for

appeal.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

1. The Application for Post-Conviction Relief is denied and dismissed
with prejudice; and

2. Applicant shall remain in the custody of the South Carolina
Department of Corrections to complete service of his sentence.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this < % day of Jy& €0 s . 2017.

ey
Mll //
¥

G. THOMAS COOPER; IR "t
Presiding Judge
Eighth Judicial Circuit

C&M’@mf , South Carolina
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+ STATE'OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
)
COUNTY OF /1/ )
: [473] éc vy
STATE > ) INDICTMENT/CASE®: /3 .gs- 34 . 0235
VS. ) - ,

/’[Cnyu D fos Fnclers om ) AWk 2pj3A3610190@4¢Y
AKA: J ) Date of Offense: /7. }360/;{ 061:-55'
Race: Sex: __ m ) S.C. Code §: s N 2-
DOB: - ) CDR Code #: D160
Address: ) :
City, State, ) SENTENCE SHEET
DL# * SiD# )

*CDL Yes [ ] No [J CMV Yes [] No [J Hazmat Yes Oned

In disposition of trz said Indictrrent\gomes now the Defendant whowas L~ CONVICTED OF or 0O pLEADS
TO: rmlAa EXteey | oaduct Ist Dearee

In violation of § - 3-4652 of the 8.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0/60
[0 NON-VIOLENT VIOLENT SERIOUS IZ/ MOST SERIOUS [J Mandatory GPS O §17-25-45
: (CSC wiminor 1% or Lewd Act)

Thechargeis: [~ As indicted, [0 LesserIncluded Offense, [ Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (def's Initials)
The pleais: O without Negotiations or Recommendation, [0 Negotiated Sentence, 0 Recommendation by the State.
ATTEST: .

T o~ 7308

Solicitor SC Bar# Defendant Attorney for Defendant SC Bar #

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the  [¥] State Department of Corrections [J County Detention Center,
for a determinate term of 20  daysimenths fearsor [0 under the Youthful. Ofender 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 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.
ONCURRENTor [ CONSECUTIVEtosentenceon: _ )3~ 6:5~36-339 «nd 2¢O
e Defendant is to be given credit for time erved pursuant ty.c. Code §24-13-40 to be calculated and applied by the State
2‘ A¥- G0 < gad.

Department of Corrections, 380
O The Defendant is to be placed on Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.
Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal
Domestic Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition.
SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

[0 RESTITUTION: [] Deferred [J Def. Waives Hearing [] Ordered PTUP

Total: § plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Te g Jackic S, Bowers, Clork of Court, Newherry ObtainGED [J
outh Carolina, do herc, y cortity that this is a
P N J ¢ s atruc
O Set by SCOBPR®L the ori ginalon file in this oflice, Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Jab Corp.
EB 182014 . }' N S ,‘5 May serve WIE beginning _
Recipient: A R e L i VR Substance Abuse Counseling [
*Fine: Clerk of Court $ 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 $ @ ? pmts. of $ Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 $ $ Pald to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 $ / o,
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $ ¥ ulty Jies
Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $ A P,
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 $ 2 E S 4
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 $ [4
§560-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea $ [OJ Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) $5 $ s % §47.12 requires $500
3% to County (if paid in installments) $ 52 gg during probation.
TOTAL $ !
$ Z?ﬁ{ Presiding Judge
LledcgtGaurt/Depu Judge Code:

A8
Court Reporter: Sentence Date od~ N1k

SCCA/217 (03/2011)




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) - IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
)
COUNTY OF Nowh ) ,
EwDers v .
STATE £ ) INDICTMENT/CASE®:. [ 3 6s-34 - 02329
VS, )
Menry Delos Ande soa } awe 2913 A341010004S
AKA: 7 ) - Date of Offense: 1 /30 /203
Race: S M ) S.C.Code §: [6-3-919
DOB: ) CDR Code # o095
Address. )
City, State, ) SENTENCE SHEET
)

DL# * SID#

*CDL Yes [] No L] CMV Yes [] No [] Hazmat Yes [1 No [ .
In disposition of the I?idt}'ndictment comes now the Defendant who was [ CONVICTED OF or [ PLEADS
]

TO: Nap Ping
Inviolationof§  [é- 38,07 of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing COR Code# _ 0@ 9.3
[0 NON-VIOLENT Ef VIOLENT- [] SERIOUS [} MOST SERIOUS [] Mandatory GPS 0 §17-2545
(CSC wiminar 1% or Lewd Act)
The charge is: [B/ Asindicted, [ Lesserincluded Offense, [] Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (def.'s Initials)
Thepleais: [ Without Negotiations or Recommendation, O Negotiated Sentence, O Recommendation by the State.
ATTEST:
/%ﬂ 730381 . .
Solicitor SC Bar# Defendant Attorney for Defendant SCBar#
WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the _[}—"State Department of Corrections [ County Detention Centar,
for a determinateterm of (%)  daysimesthg§earslr [] under the Youthful Offender Act not to excaed years
and/or to pay afine of § ; provided that upon the service of QB daysfmonthsfyears and or payment
of $ - ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balancs is suspended with probation for S

@ nd subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of probation, which are

incorporated by reference.

Ci-GONCURRENT or ] CONSECUTIVEtosemenceon: _ /. 3—4-S~3¢ ~ 23% and 240
. e Defendant is to be given credit fgr time served purguantto S.C. Cede §24-13-40 to be calculated and applied by the State

Department of Corrections. M 3B0 &%o =< Aed,
[ The Defendant is to be placed on Ceniral Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.
Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it Is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal
Domestic Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or recelve a firearm or ammunition.
SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

O RESTITUTION: [ Deferred [] Def. Waives Hearing [] Ordered PTUP

Total: $ plus 20% fee: . $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment TefmS: i1l Q& Navros M iade Al foma R Obtain GED [
- ,_,: - - A.,’. 0 i:-.,..r TRy ~.'.:.a‘|.-l’, LY n‘Ll\.'“_y’
[ setby SCD‘B#’P’é Cou ohn._\. do hei -y certity thatl this is a true Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.
copy of the vriginal on file in this office. .
May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: FEB 1 B Zﬂ | 1 s . (’(,. 4 Substance Abuse Counseling [
! RN R :
*Fine: L T o e 2"?”"‘4 = Random Drugitleshel Testing [
§14-1-206 (AssessmTents-167-5%) — [ Qo Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (A)(1)(Conv. Surcharge) $100 $ Z('ga - pmts. of $ Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 $ $ Paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 $
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $
Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $ Sl
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 $ A4 7~
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 $
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $
§56-6-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea $ . [0 Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) $5 $ i‘ ~ §47.12 requires $500 bg paid to,Clerk
3% to County (if paid in installments) . $ - during probation.
TOTAL . $ 2'%3 EE:
Z Presiding Judge
Glerieof-Court/Depu rk Judge Code: (5
Court Reporter: Sentence Date AN

SCCA/217 (03/2011)
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In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant wlgo was
I'? S ) N N

TO: alnti~ng e CESLNTaINg g

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

INDICTMENT/CASE#: ! 3 .6s- 34 . 0240

AWK 2013438 191 000 £4
Date of Offense: 1/30/20,3
S.C. Code §: l4-23-4)o

CDRCode# __ 0722
SENTENCE SHEET

[ CONVICTED OF or- [] PLEADS

“of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing COR Code # 7 2 2

In violation of § 163 - /0
ﬁ NON-VIOLENT VIOLENT [] SERIOUS [J MOST SERIOUS

Asindicted, [] Lesserincluded Offense, [

The charge Is:

Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury.

{J Mandatory GPS

O §17-25445
(CSC w/minar 1* or Lewd Act)

(det’s initials)

The plea is: ithout Negoliations or Recommendation, [0 Negotiated Sentence, [0 Recommendation by the State.
ATTEST: -
/%zﬂ 23081

Salicitor

-daystmonthg/years)

for a determinate term of
and/or to pay afine of $

SCBar# Defendant
WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the _ [#” State Department of Corrections
‘r

of $ _  plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for

Attorney for Defendant SC Bar#

0 County Detenticn Center,

[0 under the Youthful Offender Act not to excaed years
; provided that'upon the service of

days/months/years and or payment

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of probation, which are

_/3-6S-36-339 ond 238

incorporated by reference.
g/”./gaNCURRENT or . [ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:
h

e Defendant Is to be given credit fog time seryed pursuayto S.C. Code §24-13-40 to be calculated and applied by the State
ko = 2a

Department of Corrections. SEO0

.

(O The Defendant is to be placed on Céntral Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.
Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal
Domestlc Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or recelve a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

[0 RESTITUTION: [ Deferred [T Def. Walves Hearing [] Ordered PTUP
Total: $ _.. _Pius 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment

F4e e "_T“‘“““““—
Payment Terms;,..... ..~ =15 s ol Ceurt, Newhopry, ] Obtain GED  [J

. Sl it ot CSTHY AR DS Ty o tne
[0 Setby SCOPPPE! i oritiniul on file in this oifice. Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.

FEB 18 2014 , -
. ] S May serve W/E baginning

Recipient: e S s N u‘;-;“)ym,_,qw Lt Substance Abuse Counseling [

Clerk of Couet

*Fine: urt $ Random Drug/Alcohol Testing (]

§14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5%) $ Az Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekiy/monthly

§14-1-211 (A){1)(Conv. Surcharge) $100 $ 0 pmts. of $ Beginning

§14-1-211 (A)(2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 3 $ Patd to Public Defender Fund

§56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 $

§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $ Other:

Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $ '

§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 $ X5 g

§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 $

§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $

§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea $ 52, [(J Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,

Proviso 80.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) $5 $ 5" ;, §47.12 requires $500 b6 pgjd rk

3% to County (if paid in installments) $_RB7~7. during probation. M/w@

TOTAL _ - 8 gg 2 [_ ,

— $ Presiding Judge 2

<Clerk of Cenrt/Deputy Elerk ﬁq)a-g Judge Code: T NIsT 77

Court Reporter: 7 Lns Sentence Date D=yt =]

SCCA/217 (03/2011)
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ffices of Laura M. Saunders
x 731
s, SC 29360

The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse
Clerk, South Carolina Supreme Court
P.0. Box 11330
Columbia, SC 29211




