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SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON INDIGENT DEFENSE

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

The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse
Clerk, S.C. Supreme Court

Post Office Box 11330

Columbia, SC 29211

Dear Mr. Shearouse:

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

RECEIVE],
February 28, 2012 FEB 28 2017

S.C. Supreme Court

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 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



SOUTH CAROULINA COMMISSION ON INDIGENT DEFENSE

Division of Appellate Defense Robert M. Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender
1330 Lady Street, Suite 401 Wanda H. Carter, Deputy Chief Appellate Defender
Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3332

Post Office Box 11589

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

September 12, 2011 RECEE‘V"ED
SEP 12 2011

Ms. Vivian Cross

Circuit Court Reporter S
PO Box 492 .C. Supreme Court
Goose Creek, SC 29445

Dear Ms. Cross:

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,

oriene FFrench

Legal Services Coordinator

ce: S.C. Supreme Court
Attorney General's Office



HETRICK, HARVIN & BONDS
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
P.0. 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.

Sincerely,

RECEIVED ol s
. L J N \%@'—v
sep 01 FUIE Robert J. Bonds v

R RT Hetrick, Harvin & Bonds
ME COU 125 Walter Street
S‘G' SUPBEME 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-13-691

Donovan Henderson ... ................ L e Appellant

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. Q

August 10, 2011

ob " Bonds &/
/r{ Bonds

, Harvin

alter Street

Walterboro, South Carolina 29488
(843) 549-6432

Attorney for Appellant

Ofcher Counsel of Record:

Matthew J. Friedman I v E ,
South Carolina Attorney General’s Office RECE E
Rembert C. Dennis Building ' SEP 0 1 ZQH

Post Office Box 11549

Columbia, South Carolina 29211
-Attorney for Respondent 8C. QUPHEME GOURT



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............. O e Appellant

“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, Soyth Carolina Attorney General’s
Office, Rembert C. Dennis Building, Post Office Box 11549, @glumbia, 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 ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
' )
COUNTY OF COLLETON ) 2003-CP-15-€591
)
Donovzn Henderson, #199129, )
: )
Applicant, ) ' SV
)
V. ) ORDER OF DISMISSAL 82
) = =g
State of South Carolina, ) £ &
=
| ) = =25
Respondent. ) s =2
) m 20
. ‘ B =S
= >
This matter comes before the Court by way of an applicativn for post-convictigh mﬂ@é%
@5 =

(PCR) filed Angust 4, 2005. The Respondent mede its Return on February 1, 2010. An
evidentiary hearing into the matter was convened on April 21, 20111 at the Colleton County
Courthouse. The Applicant wé,s present at the hearing and was represented by Robert J. Bonds,
Esquire. Matthew J. Friedman, Esquire, of the South Carolina Attorney General's Office
représemed- the Respondent.
Applicant testified on his own behalf at the PCR hearing. Applicant’s plea counsel,
"Everett W. Bennett, Jr., Esquire, testified at the hearing. Capéain Ch.rles Frazier also testified at
the hearing. This Court had before it the records of the Colletun County Clerk of Cour,
Applicant’s records from the South Carglina Department of Carrections, the guilty plea
wanseript, the PCR application, Respondent’s Retum thereto, a lenier dated January §, 2009 from
counsel 1o Applicant, an affidavit from counsel, 2 request 10 staff clated February 1, 2009 from

Applicant 1o the Colleton County Detention Center, and a letter d.ted January 14, 2008 from

cpuhse] to Applicant.
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The Applicant is presently confined in the South Carolina Dep'axtmem'of Corrections
pursuaat to orders of commitment of the Clerk of Court for Colleron County. The Applicant was
indicted at the June 2008 term of the Colleton County Grand Jury for burglary ~ 17 degree
(2008-05-154295). Everett W. Bennety, Jr., Esquire, represented the Applicant. On January 27,
2009, the Applicant pled guilty as indicted. Pursuant 1o a Degotiated plea agreement, the
Honorable Perry M. Buckner sentenced the Applicant 10 confincment for eighteen (18) years.
The Applicant did not appeal the guilty plea o the sentence,

ALLEGATIQONS

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

1. Ineffective assistance of counsel in that counse] fuiled 1) object lo indictment

obtained through willful acts of perjury and prosecutorial misconduct,

2. Conflict of interest in that counsel had represented the victim on previous

charges. :

3. Involuntary guilty Plea in that Applicant was not advised that his sentence

wouid include a mandatory term of CSP (community supervision. program).
4. Due procéss violation.”~ '

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 tife

without parole (LWGF), and failure to file  direct appeal,

" FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LA™

This Court has had the Opportunity to review the record in it entirety and has heard the
estmeny and arguments presented at the PCR heating. This (lourt has further had the
opportunity to observe each wimess who testified at the hezring, and io closely pass upon his or
her credibility. This Court has weighed the testimeny accordingly.  Set forih below are the

2
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relevant ﬁnd_ngs of fact and conclysions of law as requu-cd by S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-80
(2003).

Applicant testified that counsel told him a Qe:k before court that ke hag previousty
represented the victim. He asserted there was a hearing to relieve counsel about a week befors

court, but Judge Buckner denied the motion to relieve counsel, Applicant tesuﬁed that he

cligible for LWOP because he received & Youtstul Offender Az (YOA) sentence on his 1993
armed robbery. |

Captain Chartes Frazier testified that he worked at the Colloton County Detention Center
and he recognized his signature on the request 10 staff dated February 1, 2009 from Applicant,
He testified thar to the best of his knowledﬂe he delivered the fequest to counsel’s office on
February 2, 2009, Captain Frazier testified thar he did not perscpally hand the request to Mr,
Bennert. He testified that he now faxes the fequest forms 10 atturneys, but that was not his
practice in February 2009.

Plea counsel testified that he met with Apphcam about six tinies prior to the plea hearing,
Hc tcsu‘xed that Applicani gave a videotaped confession. Counsel restified that Applicam was
shet twice at the scene apd was in the hospital for eleven days., Hi asserted that he moveqd to
supprass the confession becanss Applicent was on pain medication af the time of the confession.
Counse! testified that Applicant did not have a Strong case for trial, bus he was prepered to go to
trial until Apphcant decided to plead guilty. He testified that a negoiiated semtence of eighteen
(18) years was the best deal the sclicitor would offer in this cas. He contended that he
expiained the significsnce of a fegotiated plea to Applicant, and he iajormed him tbét burglary ~

3
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1% degree was 2 no-parole offense and he would have 10 serve 83% of the senience. He 1esnﬁ§d
that it was Applicant’s decision 1o plead guilty. Counse] testified] that he believed Applicant was
eligible for LWOP based on his prior armed robbery conviction. He testified that he discussed
the LWOP issue in detail with Applicant,

Counsel testified that he does not recall Applicant askiny him to file an appeal and he

_ does not recall seeing the request to staff from Applicant. He aswerted.that he would have ﬁXed

an appeal if Applicant had asked, even though it was a negotiati-d plea. Counse] testified tha'
Applicant potcnual]y waived the conflict of interest jssue by pleading gLulty

Counsel testified that he represented the victim in a grand larceny case in 2001, which
Was about cight years before this case. He asserted that he did not know the victim before the.
2001 case and he never speke with him after the case concluded. He testified that he informed
Apphcam as soon as he realized the potential conflict and told Applicant that ke had no ongoing
anorney-dxcnt relationship with victim. Counsel told Applicant that he did not think the prior
representation would keep him from effectively representing Applicant, He asserted thar e filed
an affidavit of conflict and a motion 1o be selieved as counsel, but J ndge Buckner did not believe
there was an actual conflict and denied the motimm‘.» Counsel testified that his prior reprasentation
of the victim did not adversely affect his representation of the Applicant. He testified that he did
not think the Applicant had any problem with his representation, and he asserted that the conflict
was not even discussed duning the plea hearing,

Ineffective Assistance of Cowlhsei

The Applicant alleges that he received ineffective assistanie of counsel. In a post-
conviction relief acfion, the applic_:am hias the burden of proving the allegations in the application.
Rule 71.1(c), SCRCP; Butler v. State, 286 S.C. 441, 334 S.E.2d 813 (1985). Where insffecrive

4
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assistance of counsel is alleged as a ground for relief, the applicant must prove t_hat “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._Washiggt_OQ 466 U.S. 668 (1964);
Butler, 334 S.E.24 813. |
The proper measure of performance is whether the attoruey provided representation
 within the range of competencs required in criminal cases. The courts presume that counsel
rendered adequaté assistance and made all significant decisions in the exercise of éasonablc
professipnai" judgment,  Srrickland, 466 U.S. 668. The applicant must overcome this
presumption in order 1o receive relief. Cherry, 386 S.E.2d 624,
Courts use a two-prongcd test to evaluate allegations of inefizctive assistance of counsel.
First, the applicant must prbve that counsel’s performance was dificient. Under this prong,
attorney performance is measured by its “?easonablcness under professional norms.” 1d, at 625
(citing Strickland, 466 U.S..668). Second, cpunsel’s deficient perforinance must have prejudiced
the épplicant such that “there is a reasonsble probability that, but for counsal’s unprofcs.sional
errors, the result of the procecding would have been different.” [d. at 625. A reasonable
probability is a probability sufficient to undermine confidence ip the outcome of the trial.
Iehnson v. State, 325 S.C. 182, 480 S.E.2d 733 (1997). -
This Court finds that counsel’s testimony was credible. This (Zourt finds that counselis a
Lﬁa! practitioner who has extensive experience in the trial of serious ¢ Efeﬁscs. Counsel conferred
A_wétb the Applicanz 0n pumergus occasions, During conferences with the Applicant, counsel
| discussed the pending charges, the elements of the charges and what the State was required. 1o
prove, Applicant’s constitutional rights, Applicant’s version of the facts, and possible dcfenseé or

‘lack thereof.
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that he understood the terms of the negotiated §cntenee. He .dso admirted guilt‘a.-t the plea
hearing. This Court finds that Applicant’s plea was entered voluntarily and intelligently with a
ijJl uadersianding of the consequences. This Court finds that Applicant understood the terms of
the negotiated sentence end that it was Applicant's decision to pleaud‘ guilty,

Regarding Applicant’s claims of ineffective assistance of counsel, this CcurtA finds
Applicant has fajled to meet his burden of proof. This Court finds that Applicant's attorney
demonstrated the normal degree of skill, knowledge, professional judgment, and representation
that are expected of ap attorney who practices criminal law jq South Carolina. State v.
Penderprass, 270 S.C. 1, 239 §.E.24 750 (1977); Surickland, 466 11.8. at 668; Butler, 285 §.C.
441, 334 SE.2d 813. This Court further finds counsel adequately. conferred with Applicant,
conducted a proper investigation, and was thoroughly competent in his represeatation. This
Court finds that connse obtained a favorable negotiated sentence for Applicant considering that
Applicant was facing exposure of confinement for life for burglary - 1% degree‘ plus an attempted
armed robbery charge. In aédiﬁon, the State had noticed Applicant for LWOP based on a prior
conviction for armed robbery. This Court finds that counse] propefly advised Applicant
regarding his eligibility for LWOP., Applicant was eligible for LWOP based on his prior
conviction for asrmed robbery, a most serious offense. This (‘ourt finds that counsel's
rep?ésen:au’cn did not fall below an objective standard of reasomublen:ss.

This Court finds that counsel was ot ineffective for failig 10 file a direct appeal.
Further, this Cournt ﬁrids't.hat Applicant is not entitled to  belated ifirect appeal. The United

6
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States Supreme Court has rejeded a bright-iine rule tha¥ counsel must always ﬁle an appeal in a
criminal case. Roe v. Flores- -Ortega, 528 U.S. 470 120 5.Cr. 1029 (2000). The Court went onto
hold that a professmnally reasonable attormey should, in most cuses, consult with the defendant
regarding an appeal. id.

' In determining whether an attorney | should consult with the eriminal defendant
concarming an appcal, the totality of the circumstances must be considersd. Id. In examining the
torality of the circumstances, courts should copsider: (1) whether 4 ratiopal defendant would
want to appeal (for exa.rnplc bwause there are noa-frivolous grouads for appeal); or (2) whether
this particular defendant reasonably demonstrated to counsel that Jie was interested in appealing,
Id. Where the post-conviction 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 pursuant to White v, State. 263 S.C. 110, 208 S.E.2d 35
(1974). See Rule 227(g)(1), SCACR; Davis v. State, 288 §.C. 290, 342 S.E.2d 60 (1986).

Trial counsel is not required to file a notice of appeal without specifically being asked to
do so. Roe, 528 U.S. 470. In the preseni case, there is no indicatiim that Applicant specifically
esked counsel to file o notice of appeal. Since Applicant pled guilty 10 a negotiated plea
&greemeat, thers was also no reason for counsel to believe that ipplicant wanted to file an
appeal. |

Moreover, this Court Snds that Applicant waived his right o challenge the conflict of
interest suling when he pled guilty. A guilty plea must be uaconditional. State v. Peppers, 346
S.C. 502, 552 S.E.2d 288 (2001). Conditional pleas are ot recognized in South Carolira, State
¥. Truesdale, 278 §.C. 368, 296 S.E.2d 528 (1982). “The basis for this rule is, of course, the
sentled doctrine that a guilty plea censtitates waiver of all prier claims of constitutional rights or

7
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deprivations thereof.” 1d. Generally, a knowing and voluntaiy guilty plea waives all non-

jurisdictional “defects and. defenses, including claims of constitutional violations. State v.

Snowden, 371 $.C. 331, 638 SE2d 91 (Ct. App. 2006); Whotsel v, State, 276 S.C. 295, 277
S.E.2d 891 (1981); see also State v. Munsch, 287 5.C. 313, 314, 338 §.5.24 329, 330 (1985)
(holding tha.t a guilty plcé “leaves open for review only the sufiiciency of the indictment and
waives all other defenses™); State v, Griffin, 914 S.W.2d 564 (Tesm. Crim. App. 1995) (finding
that defendant waived appellate review of juvenile court transfir 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 spet ific and coznpéuing evidence
that counsel committed either errors or omissions in his represenration of the Applicant. The
Applicant fajled to show that counsel’§ performance was deficien. This Court also finds the
Applicant has fziled to prove the second prong of Strickland, specifically that he was prejudiced
by plea counsel’s performance. This Court concludes the Applicaiit has not met his burden of
proving counsel fuiled to render reasopably effective assistance. S 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 a conflict
of interest. This Court finds that no confiict of interest actuallv materialized. The mere
possibility of a conflict of interest is insufficient to challenge a criminal conviction. Langford v.
Stae, 310 S.C. 357, 426 SE2d 795 (1993). "In order to establivh & violation of the Sixth
Amendment, g defendant who raised no ébjecdon at trial must demonstrate that z» achual conflict |

8
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of mterest adversely affected his lawyer's performance.” ___g\ v, State, 281 S.C. 435, 315
~ S.E.2d 809 (1984). The applicant bears the burden of showing that a potential conflict actually
| materizlized into 2 reulized conflict adversely affecting counsel’s purformance. Jackson v. State,

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

Here, Applicam has failed to establish that counsel’s prior rcp;eseqtation of the victim
adversely affected his representation. Counsel testified that the prior representation was eight
years earlier and he had no contact with the victim after the 2011 case was ct-)ncludcd. The
cherge on which he represented the victim was completely unrelated to the Applicant's charges.
Counsel even testified thst he would net recognize the vietim. Moreover, out of an abundance of
caution, counsel filed 2 motion to be relieved and Judge Buckne) found no actual comflict and
denied the motion. This Court finds that no conflict of interest actually materialized.

All Other Allegations

As 0 any and all allepations that were raised in the applu ation or at the hearing in this
matier and not specifically addressed in this Order, xncludmg involugtary guilty plea and due
proccss violation, this Court finds the Applicant failed to presen! any evidence regarding such
ailegauons Accordingly, this Court finds the Apphcant waived such allegations and failed to
meet his burden of proof regarding them. Therefore, they are herehy denied and dismissed.

CONCLUSEO

Based on all the foregoing, this Court finds and ‘conludes the Applicant has not
established amy cegétitutional vio!gtions or deprivations before or dyring his guilty plea and
séntencing proceedings. Counsel wes not deficient in any m.mner, nor was the Applicant
prejudiced by counsel's representation. Therefore, this applicatica for PCR must be denied and

dismissed with prejudice.
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This Court advises the Applicant that he must file a notice of int2nt 10 appeal within thirty
(30) days from the receipt of written notice of entry of this Order to secure appropriate appeliate
review. His antention is also direcred w0 Rules 203, 208, and 243 of the South Carolina Appeliate
Court Rules for the appropriate procedurss to foliow after notive ¢f intent 10 appeal has been
timely served end filed.

iT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the application for pest-convicon selief be denied and

dismissed with prejudice; and
2. That the Applicant be remanded to the custody of the Respondent.
AND IT IS SO ORBERED this f 2 dayof 77/& 2011,

D. Cralg Brown =
Preszdmg Judge
14" Judicial Circuit

%' , South Ca:olina.

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? v 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? D. CRAIG BROWN

Date of hearing? MAY 9, 2011

Are you appealing from a trial, _a guilty plea or from v _a post-conviction relief
hearing?
Were you'represented by _ v a court-appointed attorney, a public defender, or

retained counsel?

Name of attorney/public defender? ROBERT J. BONDS

If retained, how much did you pay for attorney fees? $ 0.00

If you still owe money to your attorney, how much? $0.00

1. Are you presently employed? Yes No v
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. PRESENTLY 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. NONE
PRESENTLY INCARCERATED '




‘Have youreceived within the past twelve months any money from any of the following

)

sources?

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

b. Rent payments, interest or dividens?
Yes : No A

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

d. Gifts or inheritance?
Yes No A

e. Any other sources?
Yes No v i

If the answer to any of the above is “yes,” describe each source of money 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 v

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 v

If the answer is “yes,” describe the property and state the appropriate value of the items
owned.

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

Is it paid for? Yes No
Ifhiot, what are the monthly payments? §

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




3
”

t

[ do solemnly swear that the account by me delivered into this Court does contain a true
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 fo, in possession, remainder or reversion and that I have 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.

[ uriderstand that the State shall file a claim against me in an amount equal to the cost for
representation, but that such claim shall not constitute a lien 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, I certify that the information give by me on this affidavit is true
and correct, and I understand that I will be subject to civil and/or criminal penalties if I

knowingly furnish false information.

[ am financially unable to émploy counsel.

This -7 day of ///p, ) f LAoil .

ot Y rr i
Llcrgizasrar—"z LG f g e
Defendant

[ understand that I am entitled to at least thirty days’ notice before a claim against me
may be reduced to judgment, and [ do hereby waive the right to such notice.

This (7 mwmﬂymjf , Do -

ij:mé%// ' %&///MZ’;W |

Defendant

SUBSCRIBE%AND SWORN to before
!

me this 22 day of QL\Q\L,\%J( ; Z_DJJ_-

?%ﬁ&qm NI

Y PUBLIC FOR SOUTH'CAROLINA

My commission Expires: mﬂ\‘l Z.Lo.‘ 202,0
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The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse
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