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PROCEEDINGS

(WHEREUPON, a birfh certificate was marked as State's
Exhibit No. 1 for identification purposes only at this
time.)

THE COURT: All right. we'll go on the record on the
matter of Strozier versus the State. 1I've got that this is
the original Docket Number of 1984-GS-42-00329.

Mr. Strozier has filed a motion for fesentencing

pursuant to Aiken v. Byars and Miller versus Alabama. The

State has filed a return and a motion and we're here today
bn the State's motion to dismiss.

Yes, sir, be more than happy to hear from you.

SOLICITOR BARNETTE: Okay. Thank you, Your Honor.

I-know you received my return to it and motion in this
case, Your Honor. Basically -- you want me to go into much
detail or just go straight to the point?

THE COURT: Just however much detail you think I need.
I have reviewed it. So as far as memorizing it, I haven't
but I've reviewed it, yeah.

 SOLICITOR BARNETTE: I understand and basically T

think -- the defendant pled guilty on his kidﬁapping and
criminal sexual conduct in the first degree charges. He
pled guilty on February 7th, 1984, in front of the

Honorable Paul Moore here in Spartanburg General Sessions
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Court, Your Honor. He received a life sentence on the
kidnapping charge and 30 years consecutive to the CSC first
charge, Your Honor.

we would argue that he's not; if I understand
correctly -- I have State Exhibit No 1, Your Honor. Birth
certificate's been sent from Georgia, Your Honor. This is
the original. 1I've also supplied copies to Mr. Allen for
the defense for that. I believe also the Court through
email. However, I had it premarked. |

THE COURT: Okay. |

SOLICITOR BARNETTE: If I could go ahead aﬁd hand that
up to Your Honor and make that part of the record please.

Your Honor, according to that birth certificate, Your
Honor, he was actually 18 years old, 18 years old, 11
months, and 361 days, Your Honor. His birthday, according
to that, is November 12th, 1964. The offense date was
November 8th, 1983. Therefore, Your Honor, we feel like,
just based off the age requirements, he does not meet the

requirements of Miller versus Alabama as well as Aiken

versus Byars in this case.
I do have some other parts of the motion but I think
I'l11 just state that oné at this point, Your Honor, cause I
think that answers the question concerning this issue.
| THE COURT: Yes, sir, Mr. Allen.

MR. ALLEN: May I take a look at the -- I mean I have
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been provided a copy of the State's Exhibit. My client has
raised the question about one thing, and it 1is a cqpy'of the
document that the State has previously provided. |

SOLICITOR BARNETTE: I apo1ogizé. _

one thing, Your Honor, I realized on the birth
certificate, it actually says November 11th, 1964, instead
of November 12th; '64. Just make that correction, Your
Honor. - |

MR. ALLEN: As far as the State's return, I mean I
presume the State is not arguing, at this time, the 1issues
raised in their Paragraph Number 4, 5, or 7. And since
they're not arguing that, then I don't see any need to
argue. Uhfortunate1y, I don't have any argument as to, to
present to the Court as to the birth certificate issue.

THE COURT: 1Is it in agreement that the Aiken v. Byars

case and the cases that app1y to that means that the term
minor would be under the age of 187

MR. ALLEN: That's my -- quite frankly, Your Honor,
that's my reading of the case.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. ALLEN: One must be a juvenile who is sentenced to
1ife without parole. And while there, there may be
arguments concerning an ineffective 1ife without parole
sentence but my reading of the case is that one must be a

juvenile. And my understanding of, of the situation is that
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one must be under the age of 18 in order to qualify as a
juvenile.

THE COURT: And is it agreement that the determination
of when a person's status as a juvenile -- is a juvenile is
the date of the offense and not the date of the sentencing?

MR. ALLEN: Yes, sir. Yes, Your Honor. I---

SOLICITOR BARNETTE: That's correct.

MR. ALLEN: I agree with that. It must be as of the
date of the offense and not the date of the trial or
anything Tike that. |

THE COURT: Okay. A11‘right. “You know, based upon
that narrow issue, I believe the State is entitled to have
their motion to dismiss granted just on that narrow issue.

The State want to prepare a formal order to share it
with Mr. Allen and let the -- let me take a look at it?

SOLICITOR BARNETTE: Yes, sir. what I can do, I can
email both of y'all at the same time. That way he gets a

)

chance to review too if he wants to make any changes. But,

but it will just be on the +issue we just discussed here in

the motion hearing. _

THE COURT: Okay. A1l right. well, thank you very
much.

Thank you, sir. Good luck to you.'l~

THE DEFENDANT: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you. -
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* *END OF REQUESTED TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD¥* * *
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CERTIFICATE

I, Pamela E. Green, Official Court Reporter for the
Seventh Judicial Circuit of the State of South carolina, do
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, accurate and
complete Transcript of Record of the proceedings had and
evidence introduced in the trial of the captioned case,
relative to appeal, in the Court of General Sessions for
Spartanburg County, South Carolina, on the 20th day of
April, 2017. '

I do further certify that I am neither of kin, counsel

nor interest to any party hereto.

July 215%, 2017

Mol € Dios

PAMELA E. GREEN, Court Reporter
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Georgia Depariment of Public Health
Offics of Vital Records

The information appearing en the Certificate of Binn transcrined from the ofiginal birth certificate as filed with the
Office of Vital Records. The Office of Vital Records reserves the right fo accept o reject any correction.

T DATA . ORIGINAL RECORD NOW PEADS . CORRECTION{S) DESIRED
¢print full names, dates. other}

NAME AT BIRTH

DATE OF BIRTH

SEX

OTHER EARDE

FATHER PRESENT ADDRESS

STATE ZIP CODE

e

:PHONE NUMBER ¢ 3
| Motary instrugtions:
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notary stamp.
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2. -
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Social Security record. school record, military record: ete. Please contact Office of Vital Records if you have
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of fisiher valid government issued photo ID. If nossiiée. enfarge photo 10 on copier by at least 150%..

Hail complsted &ffidavit form. documents and ID io:
Office of Vital Records
2800 Skyland Dr. ¢
Atlanta. GA 3031¢
404-879-4702
For additional infarmation. visit our website a¢ hitp//health.siate.ga usiorogramsivitalrecords
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The Supreme Court of South Canuiipres Mo 52

CHLEY

ii"i. HGPE Efjls., :i:.uu.»

In re: Patrick Strozier, Petitioner.

Appellate Case No. 2015-000156

ORDER

By order dated J anuary 30, 2014, petitioner was prohibited from filing any further

collateral actions, including post-conviction relief and habeas corpus actions, in the

circuit court challenging his 1984 convictions for kidnapping and first degree
criminal sexual conduct without first obtaining permission to do so from this
Court. Petitioner now seeks permission to file a motion for resentencing in the
circuit court pursuant to this Court's recent decision in Aiken v. Byars, 410 S.C.,

534,765 S.E.2d.572 (2014). The reques

Columbia, South Carolina
February 24, 2015

cc:
Patrick Strozier, 00119519
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina

Patrick Strozier, Petltlcher.

State of South Careling, Respondent.
Spananburg County
Dacket No.: 1984-GS-42-00239

ORDER

Petitioner filed = motion on February 1, 2616 for resente,nclﬁg pursuant o
~Alken v, Byars, 410 .C. 53¢, 765 S.E.2d 672 (SC 2014).. Now, thersfore, pursuant io
- 8C CONST. A, V, § 4, . |
IT I8 HEREBY ORDERED that the Honorable J. Mark Hayes,: If be vested with
exclusive jurlediction over the Petitioner's Mation for -Résgntencing in the above-
“ecaplioned matter. | . .
Judge Hayes shall at ali fimes be vested with conourrerit jurisdiction In all circults
of the state to dispose of matteré relating to this case; and shall decide all matters °
pertaining to the Petitioner's Motion, and shall retain }urlsdicﬂo_n 6§ex.mis matter
fegardiass of where he ray be assigned to hold éoun, and may scherule such hearings
as may be necessary at any time without regard as to whether there 18 & term of court
scheduied.
If necessary, to resolve issues related to the appolntiment of courisgt, @ hearing -

“ghall ba cenduoted within thirty.(30) days of this order.

S
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Within Sixty (60) days of the date of this order, Judge Hayes shall Issue -a
scheduling ordér setting forth the scheduls that shall be fallowed in this matter, Including

the date of the'hearing on the merlts. The scheduling order may: be amended as

necessary.
A~ S
CTosta M. _Pslelconéﬁ
Chisf Justioe
March Q5 , 5018

Columbia, South Caroling
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In re Patrick Strozier, Petitioner.

Appellate Case No. 2015-000156

ORDER

In this matter, petitioner filed a motion seeking permission from this Court to file a
motion for resentencing in State v. Strozier, 1984-GS-42-00239. The motion for
resentencing was based on Aiken v. Byars, 410 S.C. 534, 765 S.E.2d 572 (2014).
By order dated February 24, 2015, this Court denied petitioner's request for
permission to file the mot1on for resentencmg

On March 25, 2016, I signed an order assigning Judge J. Mark Hayes, II1, to
consider a motion for resentencing that petitioner has filed in 1984-GS-42-00239.
This motion is based on Aiken v. Byars, supra, and the motion was filed Wlth the

- clerk of the circuit court on February 1, 2016.

{

In light of the February 24, 2015, order of this Court petitioner‘cannot.make the
motion for resentencing. Accordingly, the assighment order of March 26 2016, is

hereby rescinded.

COSTA M. PLEICONES
CHIEF JUSTICE

Columbia, South Carolina
April g ,2016

cc:  Mr. Patrick Strozier, 00119519
Solicitor Barry J. Barnette
The Honorable J. Mark Hayes, 1L
Office of Court Administration
The Honorable M. Hope Blackley
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The Supreine Court of émutb Carolina

In re: Patrick Strozier, Petitioner.

Appellate Case No. 2015-000156

Patrick Strozier, Petitioner,
V.
State of South Carolina, Respondent.

‘ Si)artanburg County
Docket No.: 1984-GS-42-00239

ORDER

By order dated March 25, 2016, the Honorable J. Mark Hayes, III, was assigned to
consider petitioner's motion for resentencing in Case. No. 1984-GS-42-00239. The
order was subsequently rescinded on April 19, 2016. The March 25, 2016 order, a
copy of which is attached is hereby reinstated and Judge Hayes shall proceed as

set forth therein. , .
A== o

FOR THE COURT

Columbia, South Carolina
N November 16, 2016
ce;
The Honoratle J. Mark Hayes, II
The Honorable M. Hope Blackley



Solicitor Barry J oe Barnette
South Carolina Court Administration
Patrick Strozier, 00119519
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
) FOR THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG )

, )

The State, )
)

v. ) RETURN TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION
) FOR RESENTENCING

Patrick Strozier, ) _

' ) Indictment No.: 1984-GS-42-239
Defendant. )

) A9796 6%

TO: CLAY ALLEN, ATTORNEY FOR PATRICK STROZIER AND THE DEFENDANT,
PATRICK STROZIER: '

The State, by way of Return to Defendant’s Motion for Resentencing, would submit the
following in opposition to Defendant’s Motion for Resentencing as well as to fully develop the
record of the proceedings in this case, should there be an appeal from this matter:

1. The Defendant received the following sentences on each charge: on his Kidnapping

Charge the Defendant received a Life Sentence; on his Criminal Sexual Conduct First
Degree charge the Defendant received a thirty (30) year sentence consecutively. Both
counts were on Indictment No.: 1984-GS-42-239, The Defendant pled guilty on both
counts on February 7, 1984, in front of the Honorable Paul Moore in Spartanburg
County General Sessions Court.

. The State would move into the record all of the evidence and exhibits that were made

part of the facts in the guilty plea as well as all statements made at the guilty plea on
February 7, 1984. ‘

. The State would argue the Defendant is not eligible for any resentencing and should

not be entitled to a resentencing hearing under Miller v. Alabama, 132 S.Ct. 2455

(2012) or Aiken v. Byars, 410 §.C. 534, 765 S.E.2d 572 (2014) since he wasnota

minor at the time of the offense. The Defendant was eighteen (18) years old at the
time of the offense (18 years 11 months 361 days). The Defendant’s birthday is

- November 12, 1964 and the date of the offense was November 8, 1983. The

Defendant does not meet the requirements of Miller v, Alabama stated by the United
States Supreme Court or Aiken v. Byars stated by our South Carolina Supreme Court.

. The State would argue the Defendant is not eligible for any resentencing and should

not -be entitled to a resentencing hearing since he was not sentenced to a Life
Sentence without the possibility of parole which is requijred dugde‘inller and Aiken.
Defendant was parcle eligible on his life senténééf's'iﬁbﬁuﬁe‘ﬁ, 1992. He does not
meet the requirements under Miller or Aiken. e Hd 11 Wy L1602

L0 10000 DUASHELENSS
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5. The Stz}te would argue the Defendant is not cligible for any resentencing and should
not be entitled to a resentencing hearing under an Aiken v, Bvars claim due to the
charges on which the Defendant was convicted and sentenced. The Defendant was
convicted and sentenced on a Kidnapping charge and on the charge of Criminal
Sexual Conduct First Degree, The Defendant’s claim cannot be an Aiken v. Byars

-~ claim because he was not convicted or sentenced for Murder, ‘

6. The State would argue the Defendant is not eligible for any resentencing and should
- Dot be entitled to a resentencing hearing since the Defendant’s claim cannot fall under
any case, including Graham v. Florida, 130 S.Ct. 2011 (2010) due to the Defendant’s
parole eligibility for his Kidnapping charge. Also, any Graham claim or similar claim
would be governed by the Statute of Limitations under Rule 29 of the South Carolina

Rules of Criminal Procedure (Post-Trial Motions). The Graham case was filed in

2010 and the Defendant’s Petition was filed in 2016. The one (1) year Statute of
Limitations ran out long before the Defendant filed his Motion for Resentencing in
this matter. '

7. The State would argue the Defendant is not eligible for any resentencing and should
not be entitled to a resentencing hearing since the South Carolina Supreme Court has
already ruled and denied the Defendant’s Motion for Resentencing under Aiken v,
Byars. The State has attached a February 24, 2015 Order issued by the South
Carolina Supreme Court in the In re: Patrick Strozier, Petitioner ~ Appellate Case No.:
2015-000156, marked as State’s Exhibit #1. In the Order, the Court ruled:

By order dated January 30, 2015, petitioner was prohibited
from filing further collateral actions, including post-conviction
relief and habeas corpus actions, in the circuit court
challenging his 1984 convictions for kidnapping and first

- degree criminal sexual conduct without first obtaining
permission to do so from this Court. Petitioner now seeks
permission to file a motion for resentencing in the eircuit court
pursuant to this Court’s recent decision in Aiken v. Byars, 410
S.C. 534, 765 S.E.2d 572 (2014). The request is denied.

All five justices signed the Order which is marked and attached as State’s Exhibit #1.
On March 25, 2016, Chief Justice Costa M, Pleicones signed an Order assigning Judge
. J. Mark Hayes, I1, to consider a Motion for Resentencing; this March 25, 2016 Order is
marked and attached as State’s Exhibit #2. Chief Justice Pleicones signed another
Order on April 19, 2016, marked and attached as State’s Exhibit #3 that rescinded the
assignment order of March 25, 2016. The Court stated in the April 19, 2016 Order that
“In light of the February 24, 2015, order of this Court, petitioner cannot make the
motion for resentencing.” Another Order was issued by Chief Justice PIeicqxg on
November 16, 2016, marked and attached as State’s Exhibit #4 whiché?te%ﬁ‘By oE'der

dated March 25, 2016, the Honorable J. Mark Hayes, II, was\ A t{i‘;{- o
' cud W ,ﬁmn
: i . e ® W . qﬁ.:-..\.;"{;i;:.‘c::
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January 10, 2017

Spartanburg, South Carolina » ,
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Z!Iibe Supreme Court of South Carolina

- Inre: Patrick Strozier, Petitioner.

Appellate Case No. 2015-000156

ORDER

By order dated January 30, 2014, petitioner was prohibited from filing any further
collateral actions, including post-conviction relief and habeas corpus actions, in the
circuit court challenging his 1984 convictions for kidnapping and first degree
criminal sexual conduct without first obtaining permission to do so from this
Court. Petitioner now seeks permission to file a motion for resentencing in the
circuit court pursuant to this Court's recent deci
534,765 8.E.2d 572 (2014), The request-isde;

(TR

Columbia, South Carolina’
February 24, 2015

CC: l ‘ "AQ\—\"A

Patrick Strozier, 00119519 | ﬁ\zb‘m% |
“‘; ¢ Wd \H’\*ﬂ' AU
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The Supreme Coust of Sonth Carolina

Patrick Strozier, Petitioner,

State of South Gajolina, Respondsant.
. ) Spananburg County
BotketNo.: 1984-G542-00238

ORDER

Petitioner filed a motion on February 1, 2016 far resentenclx{g pursuant to
&Mﬂ. 410 sc 534, 765 S.E.2d 572 (5C 2014)...-Now, thergfore, pursuant to
SCCONST. Art,V, § 4, | -, |
IT 1S HEREBY ORDEREL that tha Honorable J, Mark Hiyes,.IF 1o vested with
> _ axclusive jurisdiction over the Pestitioners Motlon for Resennandng In the above-
' captioned matter, .

Judge Mayes shall at all imes be vested with concurrent jurlsdiclion In all eireults
of the stats to dlsposa of mitters relaling to this casey and ahall daclda all malters
pertalning to the Potitioner's Moﬂan. end shall ‘retain 1urlsdlutron os_éer mts matter
‘regardlass of whera he may be asslgned to hold court, and may scheduie such hearings
as may ba necessary }at any time without regard as to gvhathér thera s a term of court

" scheduted. ,
l ot hecessary, to resolva issues ralated 1o the appointment of coudsel, a hearing "

. shall ba conducted within thlny (30) days of this order.

av¥
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Within sixty (60) days of the date of this order, Judge Hayes shall issue g ’

schaduling ordsr Seiting forth the scheduls that shay) be tanowad In this matter, including

tha date of tha hearlng on the merhs, ThB schaduling order may-be amended 8s .
necessary ' : o

'

Costa M. Plekmés
Chlg! Justios

March 5, S015
Columbia, South c roiha
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The Supreme Court of South Carnlina

In re Patrick Strozier, Petitioner.
Appellate Case No. 2015-000156

ORDER

In this matter, petitioner filed a motion seeking permission from this Court to file a
motion for resentencing in State v. Strozier, 1984-GS-42-00239. The motion for
resentencing was based on 4iken v. Byars, 410 S.C. 534, 765 S.E.2d 572 (2014).
By order dated February 24, 2015, this Court denied petitioner's request for
permission to file the motion for resentencmg

On March 25, 2016, I signed an order assigning Judge J. Mark Hayes, III, to
consider a motion for resentencing that petitioner has filed in 1984-GS-42-00239.
This motion is based on Aiken v. Byars, supra, and the motion was filed with the
clerk of the circuit court on February 1, 2016.

In light of the February 24, 2015, order of this Court, petitioner cannot make the
motion for resentencing. Accordmgly, the assignment order of March 26, 2016, is

hereby rescinded.

COSTA M. PLEICONES
CHIEF JUSTICE

Columbia, South Carolina
April 47 ,2016
cc:  Mr. Patrick Strozier, 00119519

Solicitor Barry J, Barnette

The Honorable J. Mark Hayes, IF e Jonw

Office of Court Administration %?"\\3’3‘@ ¢ L

The Honorable M. Hope Blackley ud R\ )
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The Supreme Court of %{Jutb Caroling

In re: Patrick Strozier, Petitioner.

Appellate Case No. 2015-000156

Patrick Strozier, Petitioner,
v.
State of South Carolina, Respondent.

Spartanburg County
Docket No.: 1984-GS-42-00239

ORDER

By order dated March 25, 2016, the Honorable J. Mark Hayes, 11, was assigned to
consider petitioner's motion for resentencing in Case. No, 1984-GS-42-00239. The
order was subsequently rescinded on April 19, 2016, The March 25, 2016 order, a
copy of which is attached, is hereby reinstated and Judge Hayes shall proceed as

set forth therein.

FOR THE COURT
Columbia, South Carolina
November 16, 2016
cc:
The Honorable J. Mark Hayes, II T
The Honorable M. Hope Blackley o8 3400 %
gh ® p \i‘..')","‘:.‘.




Solicitor Barry Joe Barnette

South Carolina Court Administration

Patrick Strozier, 00119519
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
: ) FOR THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG ) : :
The State, )
) .
V. ) ORDER GRANTING STATE’S MOTION -
) TO DIMISS DEFENDANT’S REQUEST
Patrick Strozier, ) FOR RESENTENCING
) Indictment No.: 1984-GS-42-239
Defendant. )
) )

The Court heard the Motion by the State to disrﬁiss the Defendant’s Motion for
Resentencing under Aiken v. Byars on April 20, 2017. The State was represented by Solicitor
Barry Bamette. The Defendant was rep;es_ented by Cifcuit Public Defender Clay Allen. Pam
Green was the Court Reporter. The State ﬁlléd a Return to Defendant’s Motion for Resentencing

on January 11, 2017 requesting the Defendant’s request for Resentencing be dismissed on

several grounds. At the hearing, the State entered Defendant’s Certificate of Live Birth (Birth

Certificate) from the Georgia Department of Public Health as State’s Exhibit #1. The State
argued that the Defendant’s Certiﬁca{c of Live Birth listed November 11, 1964 as his date of
birth. The incident date of the convicted crimes of Kidnapping and Criminal Sexual Conduct in

the First (1%) Degree was November 8, 1983. The Defendant was actually eighteen (18) years
onths 28 days). The

old at the time of that the crimes were committed by hini (18 years

State presented the argument listed in item #3 of its Return showing that the Defendant did not

qualify for resentencing under Aiken v. Byers, 410 S.C. 534, 765 S.E.2d 572 (2014) or Miller v.

" Alabama, 132 S.Ct. 2455 (2012) because he was not a juvenile under the age of eighteen (18)

contest this information at the hearing on this issue.

N
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gument, the Court ‘granted the State’s Motion to Dismiss the
j i e age of

Based on the State’s ar
Defendant’s request for Resentencing because the Defendant was not a juvenile under th
e State did not state the other grounds -

eighteen (1 8) years old at the time of the incident. Th
s Motion for Sentencing and the Court did not consider them

listed on its Return to Defendant’
based on the age of the Defendant at the time of the crime
IT IS SO ORDERED! | N 7 -
2 L /\l < ’1 e
Judge L/Mark Hayes, I
Chief Administrative Judge

(Seventh Judicial Circuit

i

Aprit 25, 2017
Spartanburg, South Carolina
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COUNT ONE - Kidnapping

That __ James Oscar Crockett, Maner Lamar Green, Patrick Geard Strozier
did in Partanbure County on or about the ___8th  day of _ November
83
19—,

N
did willfully, unlawfully, with criminal intent, seize, confine, kidnap, abduct or

carry away Sonja Rae Hayes without authorit& of law in violation of Section 16-3-910

of the 1976 Code of Laws of S. C.

COUNT TWO - criminal Sexual Conduct, lst Deg.

That James Oscar Crockett, Maner Lamar Green & Patrick Geard Strozier
a

did in Spartanburg County or about the _8th  dayof November
83
19,

did willfully and unlawfully commit first degree criminal sexual conduct against
Sonja Rae Hayes in that they did have intercourse with her, the battery having been
accomplished by the use of aggravated force during which time she was a victim of

kidnagping in violation of Section 16-3-651 and more specifically Section 16-3-652 1 (&~

of the 1979 Cumulative Supplement, Code of Laws of S. C., 1976.

¥

. ce and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such cases made and
A6¥50H -y H13NN 3y
02 d q.
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL FOR APPELLANT

Counsel for appellant certifies that this Record on Appeal contains all material proposed
to be included by any of the parties and not any other material and that this Record on Appeal
complies to the best of my ability with the April 15, 2014 order from the South Carolina
Supreme Court entitled “Revised Order Concerning Personal Identifying Information and Other
Sensitive Information in Appellate Court Filings.”

Respectfully Submitted,

Swraw D ekt
Susan B. Hackett '
Appellate Defender

South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense
Division of Appellate Defense
- PO Box 11589
Columbia, S.C. 29211-1589
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT

This 17th day of January, 2018.

RECEIVED
JAN 17 2018
SC Court of Appeals



