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A

SOUTH CAROLINA

February 2, 2017 : &E C E EVEB

0CT 2 4 2017 ~
‘The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings SC COUr t of Appeals
Clerk of the South Carolina Court of Appeals ' :
Post Office Box 11629 '

Columbia, SC 29211

RE:  The City of Rock Hill v. Anthony M. Ketchum
Case No. 2015-001817

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Enclosed for filing with your office is the Appcllant’s Motion to Recall Remittitur, Affidavit of
Counsel for Appellant, and Motion for Extension of Time/Motion to IFile Appellant’s Designation
of Matter Quiside of Time in this case. Please note that the City is requesting a Recall of the
Remittitur and additional time to file/ re-submit the required documents due to what it believes to
be a timely filing as presented in the attached affidavit.

‘The Certificate of Service on Leland Greeley, Hsquire is also being forwarded to you with two (2) .
additional copics of cach document. I am asking Ms. Kitchings to return two (2) clocked copies
per document to me in the enclosed self-addressed, stamped envelope.

Putman
for Appellant

Enclosures (4)
Ce: Telaud Greeley, FEsquire

CITY OF ROCK HILL SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

201 E. MAIN STREET, 3RD FLOOR, ROCK HILL, SOUTH CAROLINA 29730
OFFICE 803/329-5619 FACSIMILE 803/326-3865
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TIIE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAT, FROM YORK COUNTY
Court of General Sessions

Danicl D. Hall, Circuit Cowrt Judge
Circuit Court Case No.: 2015-CP4601587

Appellate Case No: 2015-001817

City of ROCk Hill...ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i Appellant,

V.
Anthony KetChutn. . ..o Respondent.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned attorney hereby certifics that a copy of the Motion to Recall Remittur,
Affidavit of Counsel for Appellant, and Motion for Extension of Time/Motion to File Appellant’s
Designation of Matter Outside of Time in the above captioned case has been served upon opposing
counsel by sending a copy via regular U.S. Mail on the iﬁday of Pebruary 2017, to Leland B.
Greeley, Attorney for Respondent, 128 Fast Main St., Suite 102, Post Office Box 2981, Rock Hill,

South Carolina 29732.
- > ey
} Putman, SC Bar #77825
Solicjtor’s Office
City ofRock Hill

Post Office Box 11706

201 East Main Street (29730)
South Carolina 29731

(803) 817-5136

Attorney for Appellant
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM YORK COUNTY
Court of General Scssions

Daniel D. Hall, Circuit Court Judge
Circuit Court Case No.: 2015-CP4601587

Appellate Case No: 2015-001817

City of Rock 12011 oSO Appellant,
V.
Anthony Ketchum........ccoccovene et Respondent.

MOTION TO RECALL THE REMITTITUR

COMES NOW TIHE APPEL’.I',ANT, The City of Rock Hill, by and through its counsel of
record, respectfully asking this Honorable Court to Recall the Remittitur. Counsel’s request is
based on the attached Af{fidavit of Counsel for the Aépellant [Exhibit 1]. Should the Motion of
Remittitur be granted, Counsel will re-submit documentation previously sent to the Court.

Respectfully, subimitted,

ShaisyS. Putman, SC Bar #77825
Christapher E.A. Barton, SC Bar #65621
Soli ’s Office

City of Rock Hill

201 East Main Street, 3% Floor

South Carolina 29730

(803) 817-5136

Attorney for Appellant
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Cowrt of Appeals

APPEAL FROM YORK COUN'TY
Court of General Sessions

Daniel D. Hall, Circuit Court Judge
Circuit Court Case No.: 2015-CP4601587

Appellate Case No: 2015-001817

City of ROCK Hill...o.ovviiceiiciiin it Appcllant,
V.
Anthony Ketchum........occooovvinnininn s SO TS Respondent.

ATFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL ¥FOR THE APPELLANT

' PERSONALLY APPEARED BEFORE ME, CHISA J. PUTMAN, who after being duly

sworn, deposes and says:

1. I am the Appellant Counsel in tlus appellate matter,

2. 1 timely mailcd and provided Appellant’s Response to Respondeént’s Motion to

Dismi

ss and Appellant’s Motions to File Brief Outside of Time and For Extension of

Time in Which to File.
3. On May 20, 2016, I mailed the following documents via regular mail.to the
Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings [collectively Exhibit A]:

a
b.
c.

d.

Cover letter copying Mr. Leland B. Greely, Esquire,

Certificate of Service,

Certificate of Counsel,

Response to Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss and Appellant’s Motions to File

Brief Outside of Time and for Extension of Time in Which to File.

4. This mailing was accomplished through regular mail and is evidenced by the receipt

dated

05/20/2016 and time Sfamped at 5:02pm. [Exhibit B] -

-t et
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5. 'T'he documents were also faxcd to Mr. Greely and the Honorable Jenny Kitchings.
[Collectively Exhibit C].
6. In addition to the timely mailing of the initial documents counsel also proceeded to
timely submit the following [collectively Exhibit D]:
a. Cover letter dated June 20, 2016 to the Honérable Jenny Abbott Kitchings and
copying Mr. Grecley,
b. 'The Initial Brief of Appellant.
c. Designation of Matter to Be Included in the Record on Appeal, and
d. Certificate of Service on Leland Greeley.
7. None of the previously listed documents are shown as héving been received by the
Court and filed as indicatefli in the South Carolina Appellate Case Management
System (C-Track). .

FURTHER ATTIANT SAYETH NAUGHT -

/ Ol L=

"YHISA J. PUTMAN

SWORN to and subscribed Before me

This 2 day of &_bv_egﬁ-__, 2017

NotaiL‘_;' Public for South Carolina

My commission expires: & [ Zq/ 2024
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SOUTH CAROLINA:

May 20, 2016

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
South Carolina Court of Appeals
P.O. Box 11629

Columbia, SC 29211

RE:  The City of Rock Hill v. Anthony M. Ketchmn
Appellate Case No.: 2015-001817

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Enclosed for filing with your office is the Appellant’s RESPONSE TO RESPONDENT'S
MOTION TO DISMISS AND APPELLANT’S MOTIONS TO FILE BRIEF OUTSIDE OF TIME

AND FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN WHICH TO FILE in this case. The Certificate of Service
on Leland B. Greeley, Esquire is also being forwarded to you with two (2) additional copies of
each document. I am asking Ms. Kitchings to return two (2) clocked coples per document to me-
in the enclosed self-addressed, stamped envelope.

Attorneys for Appellant
Enclosures
Cc: Leland B. Gtccly, Esq. (mailed and faxed)

DELIVERED VIA FACSIMILY, TRANSMITTAL TO 803-734-1839 AND VIA REGULAR UNITED STATES
MAIL

CITY OF ROCK HILL SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

%{%9 201 E. MAIN STREET, 3RD FLOOR, ROCK HILL, SOUTH CAROLINA 29730
Recycled Paper OFFICE 803/329-5619 FACSIMILE 803/326-3865
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IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL TROM YORK COUNTY
Court of General Session
Daniel D. Hall, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2015-001817

City of ROCK HIlL...os ittt et sae e Appellant,

Anthony M. Kefchum .....ccoovecrveerevcennenns USRI Respondent

CERTITICATE OF SERVICE

1, Chisa J. Putman, hereby certify that I served the Appellant’s Response To Respondent’s
Motion To Dismiss And Appellant’s Motions To File Brief Outside Of Time And For Extension
Of Time In Which To File on counsel for Respondent, Leland B. Greeley Esquire, by depositing
a copy of the document in the United States mail, with sufficient postage affixed, on the 20™ day
of May, 2016. The envelope was addressed as- follows:

Leland B. Greeley
Post Office Box 2981
Rock Hill, SC 2973

Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
803-817-5136 '

May 20, 2016
Rock Hill, South Carolina
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

APPEAIL FROM YORK COUNTY
Court of General Sessions
DANIEL D. HALL, Circuit Court Judge

Appellate Case No. 2015-001817

City of Rock Hill, | Appcll@t,
V.
Anﬁlony M._ Ketchum, Respondent.
CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL

. Counsel for. the Appellant certifies that the Record on Appeal contains all material
proposed to be included by any of the parties and not any other material.

' ChisNE Putman
i @ er E. A. Barton
201 EMWI

ain Street, 3™ Floor
Rock Hill, South Carclina 29730
(803) 817-5136

Attorneys for Appellant

This 20 day of May, 2016
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM YORK COUNTY
Court of General Sessions

Daniel D. Hall, Circuit Court Judge

Case No.: 2015-001817

City of ROCK Hill....ooriiviiiiiiciciinien et Appellant,
V.
ANTHONY KEECIUIL 1. vve vttt s svis s sssssse s sess st ebsessgsscremisesensnnssssssses Respondent.
RESPONSE TO RESPONDENT’S
MOTION TO DISMISS
AND APPELLANT’S

MOTIONS TO FILE BRIEF OUTSIDE OF TIME
AND FOR EXTENSION OF TIME
IN WHICH TO FILE

| COMES NOW THE APPELLANT, The City of Rock Hill, by and throngh its counsel of
record, asking this Honorable Court to deny Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss and moving for the
Court’s permission both to file outside of the existing time and for an extension of time to file the

| Initia]l Brief and Designation of Matter. Appellant’s rﬁotion is based on the following: lead
counsel who filed the action has since been called upon for military service, and current counsel
was recently employed to assist with matters such as these.
The undersigned regrets the delay and requests an extension of time of thirty (30) days, or

a reasonable time as the Court deems appropriate, to submit Appellant’s Initial Brief and

Designation of Matter. Appellant intended no disrespect to the Court and did not intentionally
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delay the litigation of this matter.

Chig J. Putman, SC Bar #77825
isfopher E. A. Barton
201 E>¥ain Street, 3¢ Floor
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
(803) 817-5136

Attorneys for Appellant
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XHIBIT
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SOUTH CAROLINA

FAX COVER SHEET
TO: Leland B. Greeley
803-734-1890
FROM: Chisa Putman
City Solicitor
DATE: May 20, 2016
RE: The City of Rock Hill v. Anthony M. Ketchum

Appellate Case No. 2015-001817

CITY OF ROCK HILL SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

e

@ 9

ﬁ(’]é’? 201 B. MAIN STREET, 3RD FLOOR, ROCK HILI., SOUTH CAROLINA 29730
Recycled Paper OFFICE 803/329-5619 FACSIMIILE 8(3/326G-3865
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SOUTH CAROLINA

FAX COVER SHEET -
The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
803-734-1890

Chisa Putman
City Solicitor

‘May 20, 2016

The City of Rock Hill v. Anthony M. Ketchum
Appellate Case No. 2015-001817

CITY OF ROCK HILL SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

201 B. MAIN STREET, 3RD FLOOR, ROCK HILL, SOUTH CAROLINA 29730
OFFICE 803/329-5619 FACSIMIIE 803/326-3865



CRH fax

10/24/2017 2:46:03 PM PAGE

EXHIBIT

21/039

Fax Server



CRH fax 10/24/2017 2:46:03 PM PAGE 22/039 Fax Server

M Ba g 2
i ad] i
£ pRts K
B9 A M A

SOUTH CAROLINA

June 20, 2016

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
Clerk of the South Carolina Court of Appeals
Post Office Box 11629

Columbia, SC 29211

RE:  The City of Rock Hill v. Anthony M. Ketchum
Case No. 2015-001817.

Decar Ms. Kitchings:

Enclosed for filing with your office is the Appellant’s Jnitial Brief and Designation Of Matter
To Be Included In The Record On Appeal. The Certificate of Service on Leland Greeley,
Esquite is also being forwarded to you with'two (2) additional copies of cach document. Iam
asking Ms. Kitchings to return two (2) clocked copies per document to me in the enclosed
self-addressed, stamped envelope. ' '

Ad o§ney for Appellant

cc: - Leland Greeley Esquire (mailed and faxed)

DELIVERED VIA FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL TO 803-734-1839 AND VIA REGULAR UNITED STATES

- MAIL

&

Recycled Paper

CITY OF ROCK HILL SOLICITOR’S OFFICE

201 E. MAIN STREET, 3RD FLOOR, ROCK HILL, SOUTH CAROLINA 25730
OFFICE 803/329-5619 IACSTIMIT.E 803/326-38065
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA.
TIn The Court of Appeals

APPFAL FROM YORK COUNTY
Court of General Sessions

Daniel D. Hall, Circuit Cowrt Judge

Appellate Case No.: 2015-001817

ity OF ROCK HlL oo sesssesssssssssesssisessssssssssss st Appcllant,
v.
Anthony KetChum. ..o Respondent.

INITTAL BRIEF OF APPELLANT

CHISA J. PUTMAN

S.C. Bar No. 77825
CHRISTOPHER E.A. BARTON
S.C. Bar No. 65261

201 Bast Main Strect, 3™ Floor
South Carolina 29730
(803) 817-5136

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT
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- STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES ON APPEAL
1. OFFICER MAURY HAD PROBABLE CAUSE 10 BELIEVE RESPONDENT
FAILED TO MAINTAIN [LANE.

2. BASED UPON THE TOTALITY OF THE CIRCUMSTANCES, OFFICER MAURY
HAD REASONABLE SUSPICION TO CONDUCT A TRAFFIC STOP.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On November 4, 2014, at or around 2 a.m., Officer Maury of Athe Ro.ck Hill Police
Department was on routine patrol sitﬁng stationary facing the intersection of Cherry Road and
Charlotte Avenue in Rock Hill, South Carolina. The officer knew it was closing time for the Pub
House, a bar in Rock Hill that serves alcohol. The officer saw the Appellant lea;'c the bar. He
crossed over Cherry Road and testified that he witnessed the Respondent sw_erving back and
forth in his lane on Charlotte Avenue. (R. ) After closing some distance between he and the
Appellant, Officer Maury testified that he witnessed the Respondent swerve into the bike lane
located Wiﬂn'_ﬁ the Respondent’s lane. (R. __) He then activated his blue lights anci performed a
vehicle stop on the Respondent, shortly after passing Wilson Street on Charlotte A.v,cnue. When
the officer stopped the vehicle, he informed the Respondent that he stopped him because he was
drifting in the road. (R. __ ) The officer then conducted three ficld sobriety tests on the
Respondent ;1nd subsequently arrested him for DUL The Respondent then registered 0.14%

Blood Alcohol Content oﬁ the breathalyzer.
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ARGUMENT

I.  OFFICER MAURY HAD PROBABLE CAUSE TO BELIEVE RESPONDENT
FATLED TO MAINTAIN LANE.

The circuit court erred in reversing the Respondent’s conviction and dismissing the case.

' In general, is it recognized that it is reasonable that police, acting within the scope of their dptics.
‘Where this probable cause exists, an officer may conduct aﬁ valid traffic stop if it is believed a
traffic violation has taken place. State v. Vinson, 400 8.C. 347; 734 S.E. 2d182; 2012 S.C. App.
LEXIS 327 (2612). The principle that police may stop and briefly detain a vehicle when they
have a reasonable suspicion that those occupying the vehicle are involved in criminal is also well
recognized. Id. at 348.

| "The South Carolina Cowrt of Appeals dealt -with the issue qf whether a highway
patrolman had lawfully arrested-Vinson and charged him with driving under the im"]uence, where
Vinson claimed the police lacked reasonabie .articulable suspicion to justify the traffic stop that
resulted in Vinson’s arrest.

In Vincent, Trooper Horne, of the South Carolina Highway patrol was patrolling Highway

215 in Union County at approximately 3:00 a.m. Highway 215 was a two-lane road with both
northbound and southbound lanes diﬁded by solid yellow lines. The facts indicate that Trooper
Home was travelling from Buffalo towards downtown Union, passing Vinson in thé opposite

. ’
direction. Trooper Horne proceeded to turn around and “observed Vinson’s vehicle drift “back
and forth’ between the double yellow lines that scparated the opposing lanes of traffic.” 1d. at
349, Based on the trooper’s observations he activated his in-car camera and followed Vinson for

approximately two-tenths of a mile, but during this time Vinson never repeated the previous

conduct. While the caniera was recording, Vinson’s vehicle never completely crossed into the
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opposing lane nor did it drift to center. Id. Despite the activities not being repeated, Trooper
Horne opted to pull the vehicle over. |

Based on his most recent observations, experiéxlce, statistics, lack of any of other traffic
on the road, day of the week, and time of night, Trooper Horne suspected Vinson was driving
under the influence of alcohol. Id. at 349. Once the stop was executed, Vinson when initially
asked, claimed he had not been drinking. Tronper Home testified that Vinson’s eyes were
bloodshot and he smelled of alcohol. Upon Vinson exiting the vehicle and being questioned .
again about his alcohol consurhption, he then admitted consuming four or five beers. Id. at 350.
After Vinson acknowledged his coﬁsmnption, Trooper Horne read him his Miranda rights and
proceeded with two of the standard field sobriety tests. He failed both tests. He failed one twice
after requesting to repeat it. Id. Subsequently Vinson was arrested for driving under the
influence. Once at the police station, a breathalyzer test was conducted. Vinson registered a
blood alcohol content of 0.14. Id. at 350,

At prefrial Vinson moved to dismiss his charge on (he ground that the stop was not valid.
He claimed the officer lacked reasonable suspicion or probabic—: cause; Atherefore, the stop violated
the Fourth Amendment. Id. The Court disagreed.

The Cowrt of Appeals looked to the Fourth Amendment of the Constitution which
protects against unreasonable searches and seizures. A traffic stop falls info the seizure category.

U.S. Const. amend. TV: S.C. Const. art. I, § 10. It must be reasonable wnder the circumstances.

“Reasonableness is measured in objective terms by examining the totality of the circumstances.”

State v. Pichardo, 367 S.C. 84, 101; 623 S.1E.2d 840, 849 (Ct. App. 2005). A traffic stop is not
umeasonable if conducted with probable cause to believe a traffic violation has occurred, or

when the officer has a reasonable suspicion the occupants are involved in criminal activity. State




CRH fax 10/24/2017 2:46:03 PM PAGE 31/039 Fax Server

v. Burgess, 394 8.C. 407, 412; 714 SE.2d 917, 919 (Ct. App. 2011). Also, “as a general matter,
the decision to stop an automobile is reasonable where the police have probable cause to belicye
that a traffic violation has occurred.” Whren v. U.S., 517 U.S. 806, 810; 116 S. Ct. 1769; 135 L.
Ed.2d 89 (1996). The Court, in denying Vinson’s motion, found that reasonable suspicion was
pfesent at the time the stop was conducted, and it also found Vinson violated statutory law.

The Coutt looked specifically at language that read, “whenever any roadway has been
divided into two or more clearly marked lanes for traffic following rules in addition to all other
~ consistent herewith shall apply...[a] vehicle shall be driven as nearly as practicable entirely
within a single lane and shall not be moved from thé lane until the driver has first ascertained

that such movement can be made with safety.” S.C. Code Ann. §56-5 ~1900(a). This statuie

requires that driver maintain his vehicle entirely within a single lane.

Here, as in Vinson, Officer Maury observed Respondent’s vehicle in the early hours of
“the morning as it failed to maintain its lane. Officer Mawy testified that after he noticed the
vehicle weaving back and forth in its own lane and weave over the white line into the bike lane
he then caught up with the vehicle and turned on his dash caméra. Like Vinson, Ketchum did not
repeat the activity once the cainera was activated. Although the activity did not repeat itself fo£
the video, the officer testified to personally witnessing the occurrences. Here, there was no .

mention of any other cars on the road during the observation that would have caused Ketchum to

veer toward the bike lane. There was nothing impeding Respondent from maintaining his vehicle

within his lane of traffic or forcing him fo the right side of the road to drift into the bike lane;

thereforc, there is no reasonable justification as to why his vehicle should/would veer into the

bicycle lane.
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Officer Maury personally observed Respondent’s vehicle weave within its own lane and
then veer into the bike lane. Respondent apparently corrected his driving, as it was not visible on
the video; however, that correction did not negate the driving issues observed by the officer.
Those initial observations are enough to give the reasonable person suspicion. Officer Maury

was justified in conducting a traffic stop based on the Respondent’s failure to maintain his lane.

II. BASED UPON THE TOTALITY OF THE CIRCUMSTANCES, OFFICER

MAURY HAD REASONABLE SUSPICION TO CONDUCT A TRAFFIC STOP.

The Circuit Court erred in finding that the totality of the circumstances did not give risc to a
reasonable suspicion to conduct a traffic stop.
As stated in Section I, a tratfic stop is not unreasonable if conducted with probable cause

to believe a traffic violation has occutred, or when the officer has a reasonable suspicion the

occupants are involved in criminal activity. State v. Burgess, 394 S.C. 407, 412; 714 S.E.2d 917,
919 (Ct. App. 2011). Also, “as a general mattér, the decision to stop an automobile is reasonable
wﬁere the police have ‘probable cause to believe that a traffic violation has occurred.” Whren v.
U.S.,517U.8. 806, 810; 116 S. Ct. 1769; 135 L. Ed.2d 89 (1996).

Here, the officer was sitting and observing as the local bar/pub closed. It V\V’aS 2:00am and
he noticed a vehicle leave the establishment. The vehicle, he noticed was swerving within its
Jane. There was nothing in the vehicle’s lane to justify the swerving. Th;e drifting alone may not
arguably give risc to suspicion, but the totality of circumstances would give rise to a rcasonable

suspicion. The fact that the officer testified that he observed the swerving within its lane,

crossing in the bike lane, and he had recently observed the vehicle leave a bar/pub shortly before,

e
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at 2:00 a.m. would give rise to suspicion. Individually, the facts are not convincing, bﬁg viewed
collectively, the totality of the circumstances would provide an objective reasonable suspicion.
Respondent would arguc that the stop was unreasonable and theré was no probable cause
for the initial stop, the City would disagree. Again, looking Baclc at Vinson, the stop is in fact
reasonable if it was conducted with probable cause or reasonable suspicion. Officer Maury
testified that based on his experience and the totality of the'ch'cumstances, the facts he was
presented at the time gave him reasonable suspicion to conduct the traffic stop. The ensuing

arrest and conviction were, thexefore, properly founded.

CONCLUSION
For all the foregoing reasons, the Appellant respectfully submits that the decision of the
circuit court reversing Respondent’s conviction and dismissing the charge should be reversed

and the conviction reinstated.

Respectfully submitted,

/ g“‘ ...».-__::—\
! —
June 20, 2016 - C |
ch,i%: J. Putman
Chridtopher E.A.Barton

201 E.Main St., 3 Floor

Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
(803) 329-5692

ATTORNEYS FOR APPELLANT



CRH fax 10/24/2017 2:46:03 PM PAGE 34/0389 Fax Server

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM YORK COUNTY
Court of General Sessions,

Daniel D. Hall, Circuit Court Judge

Case No.: 2015-001817

City of Rock Hill............... vt e e iae s i s e e een e Appellant,
A

ANThony KETCHUM. .....coiitiiiiiiiiiee e et Respondent.

DESIGNATION OF MATTER
TO BE INCLUDED IN THE RECORD ON APPEAL

Appéllant proposes the following to be included in the Record on Appeal:

(1) Uniform Traffic Ticket

(2) Notice of Appeal from Municipal Court dated May 26, 2015

(3) Retumn to Appeal filed ~--- including all exhibits (incident‘site videos and breath
aloohol testing site videos respectively. |

(4) Transcript of hearing in Circuit Court dated July 6, 2015

(5) Circuit Court Order Granting Appeal filed Juiy 16, 2015

(6) Notice of Appeal from Circuit Court July 30, 2015
Appellant notes for the record that the Respondent did not specify any designation of

matter following the set
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Respectfully submitted, .

i

bes‘fu, Putman, SC Bar #77825
hristopher E.A. Barton

Solicttoris Office

City ofRock Hill

201 Bast Main Street, 3™ Floor

South Carolina 29730

(803) 817-5136

Attorney for Appellant
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IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM YORK COUNTY
. Court of General Sessions
Daniel D. Hall, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2015-0001817

Y OFROCK HLL e eoeeeereeeee oo eeses s seresseeense oo R Appellant,

Anthony M, KetChUm «...veevemiiiieniieicc i s e e e aaae e Respondent

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Chisa J. Putman, hereby certify that I served the Appellant’s Initial Brief on counsel for
Respondent, Leland Greely Esquire, by depositing a copy of the document in the United States
mail, with sufficient postage affixed, on the 20" day of June, 2016. The envelope was addressed as
follows:

Leland B. Grecley
Post Office Box 2981
Rock Tl SC 29732

/s/Chisa J. Putman

Chisa J. Putman

Attorney(s) for Appellant

201 E. Main Street, Suite 300
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
803-329-5692

June 20, 2016
Rock Hill, South Carolina
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IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA.
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAT FROM YORX COUNTY
Court of Ge_nt:ral Sessions

Daniel D. Hall, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2015-0001817

City 0F ROCK HiTLo.oiiiiiiii ittt ~Appellant,

Anthony M. Ketchum ........ccoocee e e e e et e et Respondent

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1, Chisa J. Putman, hexeby certify that I served the Appellant’s Designation of Matter on counsel
for Respondent, Leland Greely Esquire, by deposmng a copy of the document in the United States
mail, with sufficient postage affixed, onthe 20% day of June, 2016. The envelope was addressed as
follows: ,

Leland B. Greeley
Post Office Box 2981
Rock Hill, SC 29732

./s/Chisa I. Putman
Chisa J. Putman
Attorney(s) for Appellant
201 E. Main Street, Suite 300
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
803-329-5692

Tuine 20, 2016
- Rock Hill, South Carolina
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM YORK COUNTY
Court of General Sessions

Daniel DD, Hall, Circuit Cowrt Judge
Circuit Court Case No.: 2015-CP4601587

Appellate Case No: 2015-001817

City of Rock Hill....oooii e Appellant,
V.
Anthony Ketchum.......coooooiiiiiii i, e Respondent.

APPELLANT’S MOTIONS TO FILE BRIEF OUTSIDE OF TIME
AND FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN WHICH TO FILE

COMES NOW THE APPELLANT, The City of Rock Hill, by and through its counsel of '

record, moving for the Cowrt’s permission both to file outside of the existing time and for an
extension of time to re-file the Initial Brief and Designation of Mattcr. Appellant’s motion is
based on the following: 1) on May 20, -2016, counsel initially mailed for filing a Motion to Deny
Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss and Appellant’s Motions to File Outside of 1ime and for
Extension of Time in Which to File, 2) under the assumption that initial documents had been
received, Appellant’s Counsel submitted Initial Brief of Appellant on June 20, 2016, and 3) upon
recent ré\riew it was noticed that nonc of the documents are showing as being filed with the

Court, despite the documents being mailed. -
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The undersigned regrets the delay and requests an extension of time of thirty (30) days, or
a reasonable time as the Court deems appropriate, to re-submit Appcllant’s Initial Brief and
Designation of Matter. Appellant mistakenly assumed that the documents previously submitted

had been filed with the Court and did not intentionally delay the litigation of this matter.
Respectfully submitted,

d E:zﬁ::::\\
Ch%él Putman, SC Bar #77825

fitfstapher E.A. Barton, SC Bar #65261
Solisitor’s Office
City of Rock Hill
Post Oftice Box 11706
201 East Main Street (29730)
South Carolina 29731
(803) 817-5136
Attorney for Appellant
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RECEIVE])
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Fax §C Court of Appeals

Date: 10/24/2017 2:37:10 PM
To: Tonisha @ Court of Appeals
Fax: 918037341839

Company:

From: ford, tammy

Phone: 803-329-5619

Pages including cover sheet: 39

Comments:
Attached please find our paperwork in regards to Ketchum.
Case No. 2015-001817

CITY OF ROCK HILL

i55 JOHNSTON STREET, P.C. BOX 11706
ROCK HILL, SC 29731-1706



