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south Carolina commission' on' indictn't dffmsf

Division of Appellate Defense
1330 Lady Street, Suite 401
Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3332

Post Office Box 11589

Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1589
Telephone: (803)734-1343
Facsimile: (803)734-1397

Robert M. Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender
Wanda H. Carter, Deputy Chief Appellate Defender

February 28, 2012

The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse

Clerk, S.C. Supreme Court
Post Office Box 11330

Columbia, SC 29211

Dear Mr. Shearouse:

The following case falls under the 60 day rule for appeals, and the date we received the
transcript is listed to the side.

Donovan Henderson v. State of South Carolina

FEB 2 8 2012

S.C. Supreme Court

2/28/2012

I would appreciate you beginning our time limits from the above date, and if you need
additional information, or have any questions please contact me.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

.oriene French

Legal Services Coordinator
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Division of Appellate Defense
1330 Lady Street, Suite 401
Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3332
Post Office Box 11589

Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1589
Telephone: (803)734-1330
Facsimile: (803)734-1397

Ms. Vivian Cross

Circuit Court Reporter
PO Box 492

Goose Creek, SC 29445

Dear Ms. Cross:

Robert M. Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender
Wanda H. Carter, Deputy Chief Appellate Defender

September 12, 2011

SEP 12 2011

S.C. Supreme Court

Please provide us with the following transcript:

Donovan Henderson v. State of South Carolina Case #: 09-CP-15-00591

County: Colleton Date of Trial: April 21, 2011

Presiding Judge: D. Craig Brown

To ensure prompt payment, please sign and complete the enclosed CID FORM 3500 and
include the original criminal case number (Indictment number) where the space is provided.

Please number the lines on the paper from 1-25, and include any and all recorded motions,
pre and post-trial. Additionally, please transcribe the jury selection, and the State and defense
counsel's opening and closing arguments.

If you are aware of any co-defendants or if the Attorney General's Office has already
requested a transcript, please let us know.

Sincerely,

cc: S.C. SiiDreme Court

Attorney General's Office

Legal Services Coordinator



Hetrick, Harvin & Bonds
Attorneys at Law

p.o.box 139
125 walter street

walterboro, south carolina 29488

JOHN R. HETRICK (843) 549-6432
L. SCOTT HARVIN Fax (843) 549-1973
ROBERT J. BONDS

August 30, 2011

The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse

Clerk, Supreme Court of South Carolina
Post Office Box 11330

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

RE: Donovan Henderson vs. State of South Carolina

Case Number: 2009-CP-15-691

Dear Mr. Shearouse:

Enclosed for filing is a notice of appeal in the above case. Also enclosed are the
following:

(1) Proof of service of the Notice of Appeal on the Respondent.
(2) A copy of the Order of Dismissal which is to be challenged on appeal.
(3) A filing fee of $100.00 is not included due to the fact that Mr. Henderson is indigent.
(4) This appeal is being filed with the Supreme Court in accordance with Rule 227 of the

SCACR. This involves an appeal from a final decision entered under the Post-
Conviction Relief Act.

RECEIVED Sincerely,

§EP 0.'V#M- Robert J. Bonds
Hetrick, Harvin & Bonds

a r SUPREME COURT 125 Walter Street
S.W.Bwri Walterboro, South Carolina 29488

843-549-6432

Attorney for Appellant



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

In the Supreme Court

APPEAL FROM COLLETON COUNTY

Court of Common Pleas

D. Craig Brown, Circuit Court Judge

Case No.: 2009-CP-15-691

Donovan Henderson Appellant
-vs-

The State of South Carolina Respondent.

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Donovan Henderson appeals the Order of the Honorable D. Craig Brown dated May 9.
2011, which dismissed Appellant's Post Conviction Relief application. Appellant received
written notification of this order on July 25, 2011.

August 10,2011
Robert J. Bonds )
Hetfi^K, Harvin & Bonds

'alter Street

Walterboro, South Carolina 29488
(843) 549-6432
Attorney for Appellant

Other Counsel of Record:

Matthew J. Friedman _.^ m'/^T2T\7Ynr*^
South Carolina Attorney General's Office JL" *-*
Rembert C. Dennis Building ea'ni ?QU
Post Office Box 11549 §IP ».A l
Columbia, South Carolina 29211 /VMIBT
-Attorney for Respondent 8.C. 8UFBIM1 CQUm



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

In the Supreme Court

APPEAL FROM COLLETON COUNTY

Court of Common Pleas

D. Craig Brown, Circuit Court Judge

CaseNo.:2009-CP-15-691

Donovan Henderson. Appellant
-vs-

The State .....Respondent

PROOF OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served the Notice of Appeal on the State of South Carolina by
depositing a copy of it in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, on August , 2011,
addressed to its attorney of record, Matthew J. Friedman, Soujh Carolina Attorney General's
Office, Rembert C. Dennis Building, Post Office Box 11549, Columbia, South Carolina 29211.

August ,2011
/ Robert J. Bonds

Hetrick, Harvin & Bonds
125 Walter Street

Walterboro, SC 29488
Attorney for Appellant
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF COLLETON

Donovan Henderson, #199129,

Applicant,

v.

State of South Carolina,

Respondent.

102 P-009/041 F-3S9

^-

LN THECOURT OFCOMMON PLEAS

2009-CP-15-691

QRBE& OF DISMISSAL

33 ern

ass Jio'

This matter comes before the Court by way of an application for posi-convicticj| reMs>i

(PCR) filed August 4, 2009. The Respondent made its Return on February 1, 2010. An

evidentiary hearing into the matter was convened on April 21, 2HI at the Colleton County

Courthouse. The Applicant was present at the hearing and was represented by Robert J. Bonds,

Esquire. Matthew J. Friedman, Esquire, of the South CaroUna Attorney General's Office

represented the Respondent.

Applicant testified on his own behalf at the PCR hearing. Applicant's pica counsel,

Everett W. Bennett, Jr., Esquire, testified at the hearing. Captain Ch.irles Frazier also testified at

the hearing. This Conn had before it the records of the Colleton County Clerk of Court,

Applicant's records from the South Carolina Department of Corrections, the guilty plea

transcript, the PCR application, Respondent's Retum thereto, alene) dated January 5, 2009 from

counsel to Applicant, an affidavit from counsel, arequest to staff dated February 1, 2009 from

Applicant to the Colleton County Detention Center, and a letter d.ited January 14, 2009 from

counsel to Applicant
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PROCEDURAL fflSTOgv
^ apphcm, is preSMIIy amaai „ 4, Soum COTliM Depanment of Comct.oiis

P-an, ,o 0ldM «conffliInKn[ of fc C]£rt of ^ for CoikM CoMy ^ ^^^
-diced a, 4. Jure 2008 ,era of the Cole*, Co„n,y Grand tay for ^ary _,. degrK
t2006-GS.15.295). Everett W. Beinett, i,, Es,^, represa(ed ^^^ ^^ ^
2009, *, Applirajtt pled ^ ^ iDd.M4 pni3umt wa^^ pka ^^ ^
Honorable ferry M. Buebter sentenced 4c Applicant „ ranfimiIlen, for eightK„ (!g) y<^
T"=App!iOT, did not appeal the guilty pkao, the sentence.

ALUBOAT1/WC

In his application, the Applicant alleges he i, being held in custody unlawfully for the
following reasons:

l' oTtatedWwS^arof61 *•*" "T* *»" "0bJeCt to ^*»™2 rwK^r «/ T . SofP^'yand Prosecutorial misconduct2. Confl«t of .merest * that counsel had repented the victim on previous

1 ^Unt7,Pl']ty PlM * *" ApPlicant vas *» ^vised that his sentencewould include a mandatory term of r<?P <Vnm~,„„;*„ • • faience"4. Due process violation ^^^^^^^y^P^^ Program).

At the hearing, Applicant only proceeded on the allegations of conflict of interest,
ineffective assistance of counsel for failure to challenge whether Applicant was eligible for life
without parole CLWOP), and failure to file adirect appeal.

BBTO5&GS OF FACT ANB CONCLUSIONS fff r.A w

This Court has had the opportunity to review the record in its entirety and has heard the
testimony and arguments presented at the PCR hearing. This rm has further had the
opportunity to observe each witness ..ho testified at the hearing, and ,o closely pass upon his or
her credibility. This Court has weighed the testimony accordingly. Set to below are the

2
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' *»- findings of fae, and colons of law as rehired „y S.C. Code Ann. , I7.27.80
(2003).

AppUcan, «« „., counsel told «. . week befwo com ^ h, had ^^
^esenu-d the victim. Ha«, there was ahearing to re,,',, counse, about awee* before
«o. b« ;udge Buctae, denied the motion „ ,e>ieve couns,, Apphcan, testified that he
wanted to appeal the conflict of interest issue He tes.iw * , .«m issue. He testified that he completed a request to staff
fa*** fe. he .anted h* anomey ,„ ffl, an appeal. App]icmt ^ ^ fa „ nM
•>*» for LWOP oeca.se he received aYouthfu! Offender An (YOA) sentence on his 1,93
armed robbery.

Captain Chtules Fr^ier testified that he worked at the Coll,™ County Detention Cent*,
and he recogni^ his signature „„ ^ !tq<lest m̂ ^ ^ ^̂ ^ ^.^
He testified tha, „ the bes, of his ^^ he ^.^ ^ ^ ^^^ ^ ^
F^ary 2, 200, Captain Frazier testified that h, did not pertly hand the reques, to Mr
Bennett. He testified that he now fa.es the reoues, for*, to an„rnevs, bu, that was no, his
practice in February 2009.

Plea counsel testified tot he met with Applicant about six times prior to the plea hearing.
He testified tha, Applicant gave avideotaped confession. Counsel ,es>iBed tha, Applicant was
sno. twice a, the scene and was in the hospital for eieven days. H, assened tha, he moved to
suppress the confession because Applicant was o. pain medicauon a, the time of the confession
Counsel testified that Applicant did not have astrong case for trial, b„, he was prepared to go to
«U -I Apphcant decided to piead guilty. He testified that anegated sentence of eighteen
(IS) yean was the best dea! the solicitor would offer in this cas„ He contended tha, he
explained the significance ofanegotiated plea to Applicant, and he in, ormed him that burglary -

3
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1' degree was a„o-paro,e offense and he would have to serve ,« ofthe senten^ He unified
*« i, was Applicant's decision ,o plead ^ilt, Counse, testifie. tha, he believed Applicant was
-W* fe UVOP based on his pfior armed robbery conviction He testified tba, he discussed
the LWOP issue in detail with Applicant.

Counse. testified tha, he does no, recan Appiican, asking hta ,o file a. appeal and he
does no, recall seemg the reoues, ,o suff ton, Av?Viac, „e ^ened ma, he would have filed
an appeal if Applicant had asked, even though i, was anegouaad plea. Counsel testified that
Applicant potency waived the conflic, of tores, issue by plead.ng guilty.

Counsel testified tha, he represemcd the victim h. gran., larceny case in 2001, which
was abou, eight years before flrf, case. He assened ma, he did n,„ know me victim before the
200! case and he never spoke wid, hta after a. case concluded. He .estified *a, he informed
Applicant as soon as he realized the potential conflic, and »,d Apphcan, ta he had no ongoing
a,,orn«y-dien, relationship with victim. Counse, told Applicant ,l,a, he did no, mink <he prior
representation would keep him from effectively represents Applic:,n,. He assened to he filed
an affidavi, of conflict and amotion ,0 be relieved as counsel, bu, J„dge Buckne, did no, believe
there was an actual conflict and denied the motion. Counsel notified tha, his prior representation
of me victim did no, adv=ree,v affect his representee of the Appli,*„t. He testified tha, he did
no. think tie Applicant had any problem with his representation, and he asserted that the conflict
was not even discussed during the plea hearing.

IneffectiveAssistaTK* nf Coraisgi

The Applicant alleges that he received ineffective assistant of counsel. In apost-
conviction relief action, the applicant has the burden of proving the allegations in He application.
Rule 71.1(e), SCRCP; lu^^ 236 S.C 441, 334 S.E.2d 813 ,1985). mere ineffective
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assistance of counsel is alleged as a ground for relief, the applicant must prove that "counsel's

conduct so undermined the proper functioning of the adversarial piocess that the trial cannot be

relied upon as having produced ajust result," Strickland v. Washinwrni. 466 U.S. 668 (1984);

Butler. 334 S.E.2d S13.

The proper measure of performance is whether the attorney provided representation

wiihin the range of competence required in criminal cases. The oaurts presume that counsel

rendered adequate assistance and made all significant decisions hi the exercise of reasonable

professional judgment. Strickland. 466 U.S. 668. The applicant must overcome this

presumption in order to receive relief. Cherry, 386 S.E.2d 624.

Courts use a two-pronged test to evaluate allegations ofineffective assistance ofcounsel.

First, the applicant must prove that counsel's performance was deficient. Under this prong,

attorney performance is measured by its "reasonableness under professional norms." & at 625

(citing Stnctod, 466 U.S. 66§). Second, counsel's deficient perfon nance must have prejudiced

the applicant such that "there is a reasonable probability that, but lor counsel's unprofessional

errors, the result of the proceeding would have been different." Id, at 625. A reasonable

probability is a probability sufficient to undermine confidence is the outcome of the trial.

Johnson v.State. 325 S.C. 182, 480 S.E.2d 733 (1997).

This Court finds that counsel's testimony was credible. This i^aurt finds chat counsel is a

trial practitioner who hasextensive experience in the trial of serious offenses. Counsel conferred

with the Applicant on numerous occasions. During conferences with the Applicant, cc-unsel

discussed the pending charges,-the elements of the charges and what the State was required to

prove, Applicant's constitutional rights, Applicant's version ofthe faces, and possible defenses or

lack thereof.
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Ik -rd reflects ma, Appiican, undcood tta ^ „f fc ^ ^ ^ ^
Plants. A, the piea hearing, he Indicated that he was fcl, satisfied with counsel and fa,
.0 one tfceatened him or „ ^ ^ ,, ^ ^ ^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^

-earn*. This Cour, frnds th,« Applioan,,s ^ ^ ^ ^^^^^^ ^
Mundemanding of^ o„ces. His Court finds *., ^ ^ untesIood ^ Iems rf
me negotiaed senteace and ,ha, i, was Applicant's decision to pled guilty.

Rfnlfa, Applicant Cairns of ineffecuve assistance of counsel, mis Court finds
Applicant has failed „mee, „, ^ „^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^^ ^
""**" °°raaI *•" **""• •«** Phonal judgment and representation
*« - expected of an attorney who practices criminal law i„ South Carolina. S,a,e v
fcteaas, 270 S.C. 1, 239 S.E2d 750 (1977); SocHand, 466 U.S. a, 668; Bate 286 S.C.
W, 334 S.E.2d 813. This Court ftaher finds counse! ade,ua,e,v conferred wim Applicant
educed aproper invesuga,ion, and was thoroughly competent in his represent. This
Cour, finds ,ha, counse, obtained afavorabie negotiated sentence for AppUcan, considering ma,
Appiican, was facing exposure of confinement for life for burg,ary -,- degree plus an anempKd
«ned robbery charge, maddition, me S„tt had noticed Appiican, te 1WOP based on aprior
cosviciou for armed robberv. This Court finds tha, counse, ..roperty advised AppUcan,
regarding his eligibility fo, LWOP. Appiican, was eligible for LWOP based on his prior
conviction for armed robtary. a„. serious offer,. This four, fin* te „,«,,,
representation did not fall below an objective standard of reasonableness.

This Court finds ma, counsel was no, ineffective for «b« ,o file adirect appeal.
Farther, this Cour, finds ma, Appiican, is no, ensiled «abeted direct appeal. The United

6
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States Supreme Court has rejected abrighfline rule ma, counsel m„s, always file an appeal in a
<*** case. m^io^Sm, 528 U.S. 470,120 S.C 10.9 (2000). The Coun went on to
hold ma, aprofessionally reasonable attorney should, in most cm. consult with me defendant
regarding an appeal. |d

Ir. detennining whether an attorney should consult with the criminal defendant
concemingan appeal, the totality of the circumstancs m,st be considered, jfl. In examining the
totality of the circumstances, courts should consider: (1) whether arational defendant would
want to appeal (for e^ple, because there are non-ixivolous grounds for appeal); or (2) whether
*i« Particular defendant reasonably demonstrated to counsel that he was interested in appealing.
It Where the post-convict relief judge determines that the applicant did not freely and
voluntarily waive his appellate rights, the applicant may petition the South Carolina Supreme
Court for review of direct appeal issues ^rsuant to Miie^taje. 263 S.C. 110, 208 S.E.2d 35
(1374). See Rule 227(g)(1), SCACR; Davis^a^ 288 S.C. 290, 342 S.E.2d 60 (1986).

TOal counsel is not required to file anotice of appeal without specifically being asked to
do so. to 528 U.S. 470. In the present case, the. is no indication that Applicant specific^
-tod couasel to file anotice of appeal. Since Applicant pled guilty to anegotiated piea
agreement, there was also no reason for counsel to believe that Applicant wanted to file an
appeal.

Moreover, this Court finds that Applicant waived his right to challenge the conflict of
interest ruling when he pled guilty. Aguilty plea must be unconditional. State v. Peppqg, 346
S.C. 502,552 S.E.2d 2S8 (2001). Conditional pleas are not record *South Carolina. Sjag
^Jmmi,. 27S S.C. 36S, 296 S.E.2d 523 (1982). "The basis fa, this nfc is, of course, the
settled doctrine that aguilty plea constat* waiver of all prior cWn» of constitutional rights or

7
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deprivations thereof." H Generally, aknowing and voluntas guilty plea waives all non*
jurisdictional defects and defenses, including claims of cons,.rational violations. State v.

Snpwden, 371 S.C. 331, 638 S.E.2d 91 (Ct. App. 2006); ^QmiLxJm. 276 S.C. 295, 277
S£.2d 891 (1981); sge ajso SmjLMm^, 287 S.C. 313, 31«, 338 SJL2d 329, 330 (1985)
(holding that aguilty plea "leaves open for review only the sufficiency of the indictment and .
waives all other defenses'-); State v, Griffin, 914 S.W.2d 564 (TeJlD. Crim. App. 1995) (finding
that defendant waived appellate review of juvenile court transft-r by pleading guilty without
reserving question).

Accordingly, this Court finds the Applicant has failed to prove the first prong of the
Strickland test, specifically that counsel failed to render reasonably effective assistance under

prevailing professional norms. The Applicant failed to present spec ific and compelling evidence
that counsel committed either errors or omissions in his represenution of the Applicant. The
Applicant failed to show that counsel's performance was deficien.. This Coun also finds the

Applicant has failed to prove the second prong of Strickland, speciiically that he was prejudiced
by plea counsel's performance. This Court concludes the Applicant has not met his burden of

proving counsel failed to render reasonably effeaive assistance. S-ift Frasier v. State. 351 S.C.
385, 389, 570 S.E.2d 172,174 (2002).

Conflict of Interest

Applicant contends that counsel's prior representation of the victim resulted in aconflict

of interest. This. Court finds that no conflict of interest actually materialized. The mere

possibility of aconflict of interest is insufficient to challenge acriminal conviction. Langford v.

State, 310 S.C. 357, 426 S.E.2d 793 (1993). "In order to establish a violation of the Sixth

Amendment, adefendant who raised no cbjectioa at trial must demonstrate that an actual conflict

8
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of interest adversely affeaed his lawyer's performance." Duncaj j^iML 281 S.C. 435, 315
S.E.2d 809 (1984). The applicant bears the burden of showing thi.t apotential conflict actually
materialized into arealized conflict adversely affecting counsel's performance. Jackson, v. State,

329 S.C. 345,495 S.E.2d 768 (1998).

Here, Applicant has failed to establish that counsel's prior represenution of the victim
adversely affected his representation. Counsel testified that the j.rior representation was eight
years earUer and he had no contact with the victim after the 2001 case was concluded. The
charge on which he represented the victim was completely unrelated to the Applicant's charges.
Counsel even testified that he would not recognize the victim. Moreover, out of an abundance of
caution, counsel filed amotion to be relieved and Judge Buckne, found no actual conflict and
denied the motion. This Court finds that no conflict of interest actually materialized.

All Other Allegations

As to any and all allegations that were raised in the application or at the hearing in this
matter and not specifically addressed in this Order, including involuntary guilty plea and due
process violation, this Court finds the Applicant failed to presen. any evidence regarding such
allegations. Accordingly, this Coun finds the Applicant waived such allegations and failed to
meet his burden of proof regarding them. Therefore, they are hereby denied and dismissed.

CONCLUSION

Based on all the foregoing, this Court finds and concludes the Applicant has not

established any constitutional violations or deprivations before or during his guilty plea and
sentencing proceedings. Counsel was not deficient in aay m.umer, nor was the Applicant
prejudiced by counsel's representation. Therefore, this applicatioa for PCR must be denied and
dismissed with prejudice.

9
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tb. 0» adv^s „» AppItafll „,, ta. mus| ffle aDoto. rf^ u^ ^ ^
(30, days fro* ft. rece*. „^ MIkc of^ „^ ^ ^^ ^^^^
review. His «-*» is ^ a,^„Roks ^ ^ Md ^ ^^ ^ ^^^^
Coua Wo fc, to appropriaK pr0Kdwss ,o fo]|ow ^ ^^ c. ^ m̂ ^ ^
timelyserved and filed.

IT ISTHEREFOHS ORDERED:

L S™^ aPPU£ati011 for Post-conviction relief be denied anddismissed with prejudice; and
2- That the Applicant be remanded to the custody of the Respoadent.
AND FT IS SO ORDERED this jf*L, of .^^-__. am i

D. CraigBrown /^
Presiding Judge
14,b Judicial Circuit

10
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

COUNTY OF COLLETON ) AFFIDAVIT OF INDIGENCY

Case Name DONOVAN HENDERSON V. STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ;

Criminal Case No. 2009-CP-15-691 .

Current Address: LIEBER CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTE

Are you incarcerated? / Yes (If "Yes") Where? LIEBER CORR INST.
No

What were you convicted of? BURGLARY 1ST DEGREE

What was your sentence? 18 YEARS

In what county was this hearing held? COLLETON

Presiding Judge's name? P. CRAIG BROWN

Date of hearing? MAY9, 2011 .

Are you appealing from atrial, raguilty plea or from _^_a post-conviction relief
hearing?

Were yourepresented by / acourt-appointed attorney, apublic defender, or
retained counsel?

Name ofattorney/public defender? ROBERT J. BONDS

Ifretained, how much did you pay for attorney fees? $0-00

If you still owe money to your attorney, how much? $0-00
;========= == BSCE=BSBB=«B ==0=='»».«•?=»" ==I i B» i «"«:«••« !

1. Are you presently employed? Yes No /_

«Bh-3i«ib;e;sBiii

a. If "yes," state the amount of your salary or wages per month, and give the name
and address of your employer. .

b If "no " state the name and address of last employment, date of termination of
employment, and amount of your salary or wages per month. JPRESENTLY INCARCERATE,

2 List by name, age and relationship to you, any persons who are dependent upon you for
support. Indicate beside each how much you contribute toward their support. JNONb
PRESENTLY INCARCERATED .



3. Have you' received within the past twelve months any money from any ofthe following
sources?

a. Business, profession or form of self-employment?
Yes • No /

b. Rent payments, interest or dividens?
Yes No /

c. Pensions, annuities or life insurance payments?
Yes No /

d. Gifts or inheritance?

Yes No /

e. Any other sources?
Yes No /

Ifthe answer to any ofthe above is "yes," describe each source ofmoney and state the
amount received from each during the past twelve months.

4. Do you own cash, or do you have any money in a checking or savings account?
Yes No /

If the answer is "yes," state the total amount of the cash owned. $

5. Do you own any real estate, stocks, bonds, notes or other valuable property (excluding
ordinary household furnishings and clothing)? Yes ___ No /

Ifthe answer is "yes," describe the property and state the appropriate value ofthe items
owned. . . —

6. What kind ofmotor vehicle do you own? NONE-PRESENTLY INCARCERATED

Is it paid for? Yes No :
Ifhot, what are the monthly payments? S .

7. How much do you owe (on liens, mortgages, other encumbrances or debts)?
NONE PRESENTLY INCARCERATED



Ido solemnly swear that the account by me delivered into this Court does contain atrue
and full account of all my real and personal estate, debts, credits and effects whatsoever without
exception, which I, or any person in trust for me, have or at the time of my possession had or
am or was, in respect, entitled to, in possession, remainder or reversion and that Ihave not at
any' time since charges were made against me or before, directly or time since charges were
made against me or before, directly or indirectly sold, leased, assigned or otherwise disposed of
or made over, in trust for myself or otherwise, other than is mentioned herein.

Iunderstand that the State shall file aclaim against me in an amount equal to the cost for
representation, but that such claim shall not constitute alien against my property, unless, the.
claim is reduced to judgment by the Order of the Court after giving me at least thirty days
notice.

Under penalty of perjury, Icertify that the information give by me on this affidavit is true
and correct, and Iunderstand that Iwill be subject to civil and/or criminal penalties it 1
knowingly furnish false information.

I am financially unable to employ counsel.

This -H day of A\Ui a 6t •• l^d-

Defendant

Iunderstand that Iam entitled to at least thirty days' notice before aclaim against me
may be reduced to judgment, and Ido hereby waive the right to such notice.

This / "7 day of At/i* f.4 1> 7 >$Pil •

Defendant

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before
me this 22^day of _HLA^s&t >4&U--

, ~,7^7tv,t t^-. i-/~>r> cr\l ITUV ADDOTARY PUBLIC FOR SOUTffCAROLINA

My commission Expires: \'lf\\J /(o^ /.QcO

~*c



Hetrick, Harvin & BONDS
Attorneys at Law

Post Office Box 139
Walterboro, South Carolina 29488

The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse

Clerk, Supreme Court of South Carolina
Post Office Box 11330

Columbia, South Carolina 29211
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