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The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse
The Supreme Court of South Carolina
Post Office Box 11330

Columbia, South Carolina 29221 -

RE: Travis Kenard Walters, 293999, v. State of South Carolina
Case No.: 2017-CP- 40-2851

Dear Mr. Shearouse:

The Richland County Court of Common Pleas appointed my office to represent Travis
Kenard Walters in his Post-Conviction Relief action. Please find enclosed for filing the
original and two (2) copies of the Notice of Appeal, Proof of Service, and one (1) copy of
the Order of Dismissal in the above-referenced case. Please return the clocked copies to
me in the enclosed self-addressed, stamped envelope.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter.
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cc Travis Kenard Walters
Lindsey McCallister, Esquire, SC Attorney General’s Office
Jeanette McBride, Clerk of Court, Richland County
Sharon Graham, SCCID
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In The Supreme Court
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Case No. 2017-CP-40-2851

Travis Kenard Walters, #293999 ................. Appellant,
v.
State of South Carolina, ............. Respondent.
NOTICE OF APPEAL

Travis Kenard Walters appeals the order of thenHonorable Brooks P. Goldsmith,
dated May 7, 2018 and mailed on May 11, 20181 Ajppellant reggived written notice of
entry of the final order on May 29, 2018.
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Lindsey McCallister, SC Attorney General’s Office
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I certify that I have served the Notice of Appeal on Lindsey McCallister, Esquire,
SC Attorney General’s Oﬁﬁz by depositing a copy of it in the United States Mail,
postage prepaid, on 6 2018, addressed to its atto of record, Lindsey
McCallister, Esquire, SC Attorney General’s Office, Rost Office JBoxA 1549, Columbia,
South Carolina, 29211-1549,
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND |
IN THE CCURT OF COMMON PLEAS -

" TRAVIS WALTERS, #293999, | Applicant,

'STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, Respondent,

CERTIF FICATE OF SERVICE

. ’ 1 -
The undelslgncd hel eby ce1t1ﬁe that a true’ copy ofthe Ol der of Dlsml&sal has been|

served upOn the applicant by mail.ilig ore (l) CO‘py in the United‘-Stnes mail; postage prepaid,
addressed to: A S i -
' ' Ms. Leah B. Moody ‘
. Law Office of Leah 13. Moody,: LLC
_ Post Office Box 1015~ ~
- Rock Hill, South Ca-olina 29730

This 23" day of May,2018. . : -, |

Z\N HAI{B}IG{\ JAMESON
ey for, Respon‘d ent

. SWORNto before me this 23 day of May, 2018. .

i St cuan

Notary Pubilic for South Caloh -
My Commission Expires: [U { l 7Z€JZ§




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

e
i ; ’ '
‘ .
|

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
CQUNTY OF RICHLAND A FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Travis Kenard Walters, #293999, . | | - E 2017-CP-40-2851
Applicant, . - '
ORDER OF DISMISSAL ¥ £ =
V- 4 L IR
; SlE
State of South Carolina, , A et
: ! Y - e
! Lt - ""i
Respcendent. S RO ~ o

PO
. ‘»‘.. ’
This matter is before the Court by ‘way of aprlication for post-conviction reliefl (PCR)

ﬁled May 11, 2017 by Travis Kenard Walters (“A;g}ilieaﬁt”j. Respondent submitted its; Return
and Partial Motion to Dismiss on February 15 2018

~An evidentiary hearing was ':held~ on
Monday, March. 19,-2018 at:the, Rlchland Countyl Courthouse Appheant was prescnt at the

he :aring and represented by Leah Moody, Esquxrc Assisiant  Attorney Genera1 Rasheeda
Cleveland, Equire, represerted the Stat_e.‘Apﬂpl}eant: testified cn his behalf. Robert Kneece Jr.,

Esqulre was also present and tesuﬁed

Also before the Court were the records of the Richland County Clerk of Court regarding

the subject ccnviction(s), the transeript from Applica=1t’s trial hearing, and Applicant’si records
for the Department of Corr :ctions

PROCEDURAL HISTORY
Applicant is presen'ly confined in the'South|Cerolina Department of Corrections pursuant

1o orders of commitment of the Richland County Clerk of Court. In March 2016, the Richland

County Grand Jury mdtcted Applicant for three counts of manufacturing; d1stnbut10n, etc. of
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|
cocaine base, third offense:(2016-GS-40- 01311 -01309; 1308): Robert Kneece, Jr, Esqulre

represented - Applicant, Assistant” Sohcttor ‘Vance: Eaton;- -Esquire; prosecutcd .the . case, |On
Noverhiber 8, '?2016,--Appl-iéantiipleadéd' gui}ty as indicted to:all: charges. before the Honorab_l:e R
‘Knox: McMahon, 'In exchange, the feceived . a -negotiated:- sentence of fourteen .years’
‘imprisonnient, with'all sentences to run ':cdncurrem.f ‘Applicantdid_not appeal his.convictions: or
‘seitences. |
'CURRENT APPLICATION.: . = . .
In his application for po st-convictidn relief, Applicant-alleges that he is being held in_;

custody‘unlawfully for the following reasons::

I, “Ineffective Assistarice of’(ilo’unsel” :

~~a, “counse! did not ra1se valet issues™
-2, “Subject matter jurisdic:i ion” : :
a. “Courtdid not s.ay w1th matter at hand Uscd a dropped pnor case.”

- 3,"“Double Jeopardy™:
A “Sentence was done usmg a pnor dropped case”

‘““SﬁM’MA‘-RyoF'fRELE-VRN,TfrrE‘STIMONstI’RESENTED S B

A ppucanl 's:1estimony,

On direct examination, Applxcant'testlﬁed he was convicted of three counts dlstnbutlon
of crdok cocaine; first-offense. - Apphcant recalled wantmg to fire Counsel but Judge McMahon
" wetld Hot alldw Hitn ‘to-unless he was’- 7omg to.proceed. pro-se. However he testified. he was

| ’never fepresented by ‘any-other attorney | Applicant; testified-he met with- Counsel a-few ,tlmes
i :"fpnor to his plea. “Applicant recalled dlscussmg the charges. against him but did not. recall
di:sé‘u‘séiiig a'possible defense because Goiur‘lsel‘-wantedhim}to plead guilty:

Regarding Applicant’s é]legatioh!of lack. of subject-matter, Applicant testified all papers

v The transcnpt reﬂects a “Mr ‘Nellc“ as represen'tmg Apphcant This Court belioves thisis & scrivenér's error, as
the transcript was prepared from the records of a court reporter whom was not present during the hearmg
Furthermore, it does not contain the entire plca, and the actual pronouncement of the sentence is missing.
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ass?ocidted with the:charges-against him were wrong.lg-- Applicant recalled there was an offer for
‘e'igﬁht“ to-fourteen moriths that was:presented to him at a prior. plea hearing before Judge Hood.
Apblicant testified Judge Hcod said informed him-hé' would.-g ve him eight years if he pleaded
gullty that 'day. Applicant-recalled-discussing the offeI with Counsel-but, ultimately’ decided. to
'nor accept-the offer.” Applicant furthet:testified Counsel came to visit-him at. the hospital to. tell
hlrn to plead guilty. Applicaat recalled it was during \th‘xt visit when he requested Counsel obtain

|
thq video of the drug buys. Applicant- testified: Coiume_l,, granted his request and obtained the

b

vide‘os, and'the two of them viewed the tapes.” . 1. -
Applicant recalled discussing the contents »_of_ the tapes but he disagreed with the video.
However, he recalled Councel’s opmlon was the vndco ewdence ‘was “very powerful.” Applicant
uﬁed he quﬂstloned whc her or not hlS face could be consid cred evidence because’ he did not
see any drugs or a transactxon on the tape Apphcant recalled dlscussmg with-Counsel the State’s
evidence and a potential ser.tence of thn’cy years Applxcant tes: 1ﬂcd he pleaded guilty because he |
was scared of exposure to - “thirty ‘year sentence;—}Applipam recalled on.the day of the plea,
C.:ounsel; had “papers” which misled him. 'Applicant-.étesti-ﬁcd ha thought he was goingto trial and
' pl;eading guilty to only one charge. ‘

: Applicant further testified prior to trial fhe.-,wz;a.s being hcld in-a holding cell, and he wanted
ébunsei to raise that issue. Regarding Applicant’s ail_legation_id ouble jeopardy, Appli:oant.gt@stiﬁcd
Counsel should ' have ‘objected- 1o the: Sohcltor s mentioning - of Applicant’s pnor record
k Apphcam also testified he was prejudiced -because: he did-not think Counsel did a good job, and

he was not allowed to'fire him. Applicant: contendeg-.howev_er,- he.does not kngvy ._}f }l}mg_s w_ould
" have been different in his case had Counselthandled the case cifferently., |

On cross-examinat on, Applicant testified he was not satisfied with the performance of
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Counsel. fHé'fu.r”théf testified thihgé’;‘wcreir?ni‘ss‘ing from the plea-ﬁtrenécript.. : Applicant?-recallc%d;he
did nof want to plead guilty and did not 1ik§e his:lawyer.. Applican! then testified Counsel dld not
file an appeal because he did not pay hini‘.z " Applicant recalled viewing the video evidence!and
believed it was him'in the video. La'st'?ly,--?Applicanti ‘testified. the: benefit he.received i?ro.m
plé‘a“din’g guilty was the fouiteen yéar senténce‘ instead of thirty.. . . -
= Cozimsel.Testimony
o ‘Cbuﬁsel:'-'testiﬁe'd‘-he’*hasfb'e‘é‘n-inﬂixé practice:of law.for thirty-four,years, .a maj orit;.y of
‘which was spent practicing ‘crifhinal la\iav'.'-f-- Counsel.; testified -he was retained:: by. ,Appl‘i%:ar_xt.
Counsel recalled he had known Applicant; for some time-2nd represented- him on-prior, p‘}}:alzr_ge_‘:s.
“He fiirthér recalled having had 4'good re‘lq:t;ionshiplj-With Applicant. | |
' Counsel testified he met*with Arpp!ucam several times. He recalled the two of them met
evedl tiie Applicant requested: 'COunsél'-ifuifther testified during those: meetingsithey‘dis.cﬁls:sed
'the entire case, the’ impact o prior'chairg‘e's,n and the .possibility of what:could come ,of_u_t if
Apphcant chose 1o testify. “Couirisel -fals‘o-'"!re‘called;them- discussirgthe fourteen: year ncg,ot?iated
plea offer, and the difference between & nje gotiated plea:and:a r_emrnrinend_at;i,on.{(;wmd .‘tyqstti.ﬁcd
he believed Applicant uriderstood-if he éljc‘cepté‘dfithe'°.pléa‘offe':ﬁt;' he was-getting a fourteen year ’

senténce. Cotinsel further testificd he' went over all of Applicant’s rights with. him and he

understood.
T Counsel festified he provided Applicant with:a copy: of tae: discovery.: -:,C_oiuhs‘qlz,'re,xéquled

initially there Weré softic probléms with peing able'to-view: the: video: evidence but he met with

the TT department at the Richiand C'ouhty '@oﬁfthdusecto-’recti@ the:problem. Counsel ;t9s§ti.fied<

i

when he viewed the video, he also identiéﬁed Applicant, Counsel testified in the video there was _

an obvious exchange that occurred betwéen Applicant and:the urdercover agent. Counsel further
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-te's'tjiﬁed when" Applicant ‘came to his office to r.eviewi _th'e';tapq,:}l_c came up: with the defense that -
he ‘f,vas selling something other:than drugs to agent. ’

- Counsel'recalléd he and Applicant met as oftein as needed. -He also recalled entering into
‘plea negotiations on’ Applicant’sibehalf;-and negotiated a deal that would have-allowed him to
receive a range of eight to fourteen..or:a«-ﬂat.;ninei_.-yea;r:-.sentcnce with the charge being.reduced,to
coﬁ:aine distribution, first offense. Counselz,tbstiﬁec;!-z,_at the plea hearing before JudgeiHood,

"Ap;pliba;nt was informed of a drop:date forithe-offer. Counsel recalled;:Applicant, was offered

eiéht years that:day- but. was not: willing to. acc.té:pt the offer. Counsel testified it was in
: Ag)plicant’s.best"interest:to rlead guilty. |
On cross-examinaticn,”Counsel testified: the!l:undcrcoycr-:agcnt- was present at _tIial,‘_and
"Af)pliéaﬁt' realized thatrand ‘decided: to! plead. Couxnjscl-f.te_gtiﬁed he explained tp:-_Applicant that
"pl;ea'ding"'- was not about:not going'to jail but rather: (ilox:nse.l_;also read.a letter that :wgs_;;_\_m:itten by
' A}fp"plican't_ following:the plca hearing, «'m;the::(le,tter;%_;pplicanfg: thanked. Counsel, ‘_C.Ouv,r},st:l!_i fufther
te%sﬁﬁed the Solicitor’s ientioning of Applicant’s: pr_;ior‘ch'a;ltg{c_s;_‘had-ng impact.on 1he :{ssngc.ncghe
received Because it-was a negotiated sentence.- - - | . |
- FINDINGS OF FACT-AND .C(é)_,NC,L;US.IONS OF LAW
This Court has had the opportunity. to arev,ie\izv the reco rd.in.its_fept_iret):(”'ir}d.hgg hegr_d the
testimony at the post-conviction relief hearing. This Court has further had the oppo_r’gunity to
o'ibserve“the' witnesses presented at the hearing, c_l_osc%ly pass upon their credibility and weigh their
xtcizstirnoﬂy accordirigly. Set forth below are the rele.:vant findings of facts and, .copcwhizsiogs_ Qf law
' a?s‘ required‘pursuant to’'S.C. G‘odt_:' Ann; §-51'7-;2L7v,r.8,0rf(1;985)._ ‘ |

- . Ineffective assistance of counsel.,
] . :
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I’ a post-conviction relicfactio rf;-ét]h‘e: applicant:has-the burden of proving the allegatjons

in-the application. Rule 71:1(¢),"SCRCP; -?u-tler.é v.-State;:286 S.C. 441;334.8.E.2d:813 (1985).
‘Where the application al]“e‘gesiincffectiver?s,sistance of counsel-as a:groundfor relief,. Applicant

1

must ‘prove ‘that “counsel's - conduct }so':'fuiindehninc.d the: proper- functioning of the adversarial
process ‘that  thé rial cannot be-relied :'uéon'a-'as having produced. a just result.”, Strickland v.
‘WasHitigton, 466 U.S: 668 '(1'984);:aB_uﬂ_e‘_r';:i286z’S;C} 441,334 S E:2d-813: .. |
The proper measufe of perfoxmaince‘s is- whether: the.‘attorn.ey; provided: rcpreqcxgtz;ztion
within the range of competence requi r'e‘d! in ‘criminal cases. The courts presume that counsel
reridered ‘adequite assistance and’ 'r'nade'"s'e:alflf sigrificant decisions in -the-exercise of reasonable
proféssional judgrent. Striékla‘nd}‘466‘-U!.S.~"6’68. Petitioner:musi.overcome this‘;.r.J,-re,sumption;in

" order f‘o-recéiv‘ef relief. Cherry \f‘”sfate‘s‘oio S.C. 115,386 S:E.2d 624:(1989). -

“ 'Courts use & two-pronged- test’ m evaluatmg allegatiors - of ineffective ass1stanc§ of

courisel, First, Petitioner ‘must prove’ that ‘counsel's  performarce:was: deficient. Undet’ this
prong, thc dourt ieasutes an” attorney’s 1|Jerformance by its: “reasonableness under professwnal

notms.” Chietry; 300°S. C a1 17y 386| SiE.2dvat/625; -citing' Strickland: - Second,, counsels
deﬁclcnt pérformianice -rrust. have prcjudlced Petitioner:-stch that- “therc is.a. reasonable
:' probablhty that; but ‘for’ counsel's Unp rofessmnal ‘errors; the result of the proceedmg wou.ldj have

; beeﬁ‘diffcr'eht.” 'Qﬂg_zy,’SOO "S;C.-at-‘1*17-:1:8;523.86’fS.E.2d -4t 625: 'With:respect to guilty plea

counsel, App'liba'nt-fh\ist’shsw that'there is a reasonable: probability that,:but:for counsel’s alleged

- éﬁdi‘s;ih’e would not have pieaded guilty and-would-have -insisted .on ‘going:to trial. Hill v.

" Lockhait, 474 U.S:’52, 106/(1985). " * 1*

After careful review of the entire record, -including the testimony ‘pres',c;nted;,ét the

evidentiary hearing, based on the standhr;d‘diséus'sed above, this Court finds Applicant has failed

Page 6 of 9




‘to (:;Eiarry-his..‘burdlen‘ inthis-action iniregards to .his;falle:ga__tions of ineffective assistanc_e.of counsel.
' The Court finds plea‘courisel ‘adequately conferred _\i}it-h ‘Applicant. (including meeting with him
. -Sevgeral times), reviewed all pertinent. diséoveny::mate{i'ia!s with: Applicant (including -'V',i-e-;w.iﬂ g the
,!v'id:éd surveillance Jtaﬁe’) ywas:prepared for trial ._when‘i Applicant elected to. forgo .;ri_,al,.‘and,‘?mg; a
..gui:lty;_:-ble'af,i and fully advised: Applicant:of all aspec;;[,s_-f of his-guilty plea. Ultimately, 1h15 Court-
fm;ds plea counsel was thofoughlj:co’mpetent‘inahi's,}?rfé:prgscn_tatiO_,n;Qf' Applicant.and mhls;advxce
’ tO"’.EAppli"darit-that a guilty plea-wasin his best interestls: - - | | o
| _Subject-matter jur‘i_sdiction__ L -

This Coiirt finds'Applicant’s claim that.the circuit court lacked subject matter jurisdiction

‘is without merit: Subjeét matter jurisdiction is.the pé)wer.of a-court to hear and determine cases
of the general class to which the-proceedings in question.belong. Dove w. Gold Kist, Inc., 314

" 8. 5C.'23S‘“442 S.Ei2d 598 (1994).:A review:of:the r,iecord, clearly.indicates that there is rio basis

upon which to conclude that:the courtlacked: suchct matter jurisdiction.. Further the Appllcant S
mchctments are facially valid-and:proper.:An mdlctmcnt is adequate and valid on ltS face if the

’ o’ﬁfense is stated ‘withsdff.cient fcertamtya«zand,:‘pamcul'anty ta, enable the court -to k_now_ what

1

' Judgmcnt to’ pronounce;‘the defendant-to:-know. what he is called upon to answer, and acqulttal or

’cormctmn to be placed in bar to :any subsequent prosecutlon State v. James, 321 S .C. 75 472

|

K S:,E.2d' 38 (Ct.App. 1995); State v, McIntlre.‘2|'2;l_ S.C..504, 71_§;.E.2d 410(1952) The

irjldictr’nents in‘this case are facially:valid:because. tl;qcy,zlc,o_ntairl all the necessary elements of the
. . i

offenées intended- tobect arged,- state!the date. ofi the offenses, and the name of the accused.

Therefore, this allegation is summarily dismissed as a matter of law pursuant to South Carolina
Code Ann.*§17-27-70. -

Double Jeoﬁgrdy_: .
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Similarly, this Court finds Applicant’s allegation that he was subjected to double
jeopardy is not.one that can be raised :in- a- post-conviction relief proceeding. PCR is not a

substitute fora direct:appeal.- Claims. that -could or should-have been raised in a direct appeal

cannot be asserted for the: firs: ‘time-in-al post-conviction relief. proceeding. . See Simmons v.

State, 264 S.C. 417, 215 S.E.2d 383 (1974); Sellars v. Boonie, 261 S.C. 462, 200 S.E.2d 686 (1973)
“(double‘jéopardy). 'T‘herefo're,‘ ‘tHiS"-'allegatibnr is-summearily dismisced as a matter of law pursuant

“to South Carolina Code Ann: §17-27-70. .
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" CONCLUSION-
"Baséd on all‘the foregoing, - this ‘Court ﬁan and concludes. that Applicant has -not
-estabhshed any constitutional: v101at10ns or depnvatxons that would require this Court to- grant his

apphcatlon “Therefore; this application’ for post-convxctlon relief must be. demed and.dismissed
!

-wl'fh prejudice. © 7 . T T T B

This ‘Court'notifies the: Applicant-that hc:mlflst file and serve a notice of,app_galf?‘_within
thi}rty (30) days from the receipt by counsel of writki:n notice cf entry of judgment to secure the
appropriate appellate review. See Rule 203, SCACE?{. Pursuart to Austin v. State, 305 S!C. 453
(1991), an Applicant has a right to an appeliate counsel’s assistance in seeking review of the

demal of PCR. Rule 71. l(g), SCRCP provides that if the Applicant wishes to seek appellate

revnew PCR counsel must serve and file a Notice of Appeal on the Applicant’s behalf Your
l
at;tcntlon is directed to South Carolina Appellate Cn;mrt Rule 243 for appropnate procedures for

appcal. |
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the Apphcatlon for Post—Convmuon Relief must be denied and
dismissed with prcjudxcc and |

2. The Applicant must be remanded to the custody of the South Carolma

Department of Corrections. : /
T o L]0
AND IT IS SO ORDERED this day of

44

: Oz
' BROO MM)@/ o
: Presi dge

Fifttv ud cial Circuit

, South Carolina
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
L ) FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT o
COUNTY “OF RICHLAND' ) L
o | ) CASENO. 2017-CP:40:2851" AR
TRAVIS WALTERS, #293999 . ). MOTION AND ORDER INFORMATION
R : ’ ‘ ' ;._'__Rlain_t_i,]f.fj‘,, ) FORM AND COVERS.HEE:E
. v VS' ' . e ‘) ‘ :[1‘ ;;:' " :"-,
_ e ) e FOow
STATE OF SOUTH CARQLINA: . . .| ) o R Lt
" Defendant. ) '-':- = i
. X . . "t"l : , :'"“u:,
Plamtlff‘s Attomey ‘,v B Defendant 5 Attomey . "—"" B Ve
Leah B. Moody, Bar No. : Rasheeda Cleveland BarNo. ... = =
Addrcss , . | . | Address: ~ - = __:'5. e -z
Post Office Box 1015 1 | Post Office Box 11540 © % 1
. | Rock HIll, South Carolina 29730 { Columbla, SC 29211 g
- /| Phone:. Fax N .| Phone:_.____Fax
E-mail; _ . Others . = . | E-mail; . Otfer:

MOTION HEARING REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete SECTIONS Tand m)
RIFORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complets SECTIONS Il and 1))
XPROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT. ORDER (complete SECTIONS 11 and ITT)

SEC’IION I: Hearing Information
Nature of Motlon

‘Estimated Time Needed:. Court Reportér Needed: [ JYES/HX NO
SECTIONII Motion/Order Typo s

[Written:motjon attached .- !

[XIForm Motion/Order B

I hereby move for relief or actlon by the court as set forth in the attached proposed order.

| L  Apri 30,2048
:IP'TEr’tlff /X Defendant ‘Date submitted o
SilZCTION 815§ Motxon Fee - ‘

' Slgnature of Attomey for

B [:]PAID AMOUNT 5

“[CJEXEMPT: -« - 4[] Rule to Show Cause|in Child.of. Spousal Support :
‘(check reason) “[£] Domestic Abuse or Abuse- and Neglect
[[] Indigent Status: |] State Agency v. Indigent Party
] Sexually Violent Predator Act ¥ Post-Conviction Relief
[[] Motion forStay in Benkruptcy -
[.] Motion. for. Publication . [ Motion for Exeoutlon (Rule 69, SCRCP)
= []‘Proposed order: submltted at: request of.the. court or, L

. veduced to writing from motlon made in open court per Judge S mstructlons
- 2 Ndme of Co { rt Reporter ‘
E] Other: :

' JUDGE’S: SE(‘TION S B
] D Monon Fee to’ be pald upon “fili. 1g of the attached JUDGE CODE;
| order.” - _ ' '
[]Other: _ | Date; ____.
I ' - CLERK’S VERIFICATION

Collected by: __.._ | " Date Flledw )
' l:] MOTION FEE COLLEC TED: $§__
'| [] CONTESTED — AMOUNT DUE: 5

SCCA 233 (11/2003)




STATE OF SIOU [‘H CAROL[NA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

FORM 4 |

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
CASE NUMBER 2017CP4002851

Travis Walters #293999

State Of South Carolina

PLAanFF(gj S

DEF:EI\ DANT(S)

Submitted by:

Attorney for: O Plaintiff O Defendant
| O Self-Represented ngant ‘

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)

o JURY VLRDICT This action came before the, court fora trlal by} Jury The issues have been tried and a verdict rendered.
DECISI()N BY THE CcOu RT Thrs actlon ca e,_‘to tnal or hearmg bef)re the cc urt. The (ssues have been tned og;eard gnd a

. decision rendered 'O See Pape 2

| ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REA S‘ON)

03 Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);

0  ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REA.SON)
0 Bmdmg arbitration, subject to: nght to restore to conf rm vacate or | .0 Other:

modify arbitration award;

DOther =

|- ,_.

" O Rule 12(b) SCRCP; o Ru1e41(a);sckcpﬁol Non..ult)

O STAYED DUE TO BAN NKRUPTCY

O Rule 400) SCRCP 0 Bankruptcy;

DISPOSITION OF APPEALTQ THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHF( K APPLICABLE BOX): .

O Affirmed; O Reversed; ] R-"'manded . ng Other ;

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER. C()URT, TRIBU'NAL., OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY,' OF THE

(‘lRCUIT COURT RULING IN THiS APPLAL.
IT IS ORDP RED AND ADJUDGED: 0 See aliached order; (formaljorder to follo v) O Statement of Judgmcnt by the'(,ourt .

This order O ends () doés fiot end the cace,

ORDER INFORMAI‘]ON SRR

Additional Information for the Clerk:

INFORMATION: FOR THE JUDG MEN’T INDEX

Complete this|section below when the judyment affééts title 6 reai- or-pzrsonal property or xf any. amount should be enrolled. If
there is no Judgmcnt information, lndlcate *N/A” in one of the boxes below S

Judgmcnt in Favor of

" Judgment Against -

g . 'Judgment Amount’ﬂ‘o be Enrolled

{List mame(s) below)

(List name(s) below)- S T o '(List_a,mpyn.t(‘s_);pg]pf\v) A

If applicable, describe thc. property, ms,ludmg tax map mformanonvand address, referenced in the order:

The judgment mformatlon above has been provided by the submrttmg party: Drsputcs concernmg the amounts contained ir this
form may be addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of erl Procedu-e. Amounts to be computed such as interest or
additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final order are submited to'the Judge ‘may be provided-to the clerk.
Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the gfficial court otder for, Judgment details. . !

E-Filing Note: |In E-Filing counties, the Court will electromcally s1gn,thrs form using a separate electronic signature page.

| 5/14/2018

Cireuit Court Judge

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

Judge Code Date

For Clerk of Court Oi%'fice Use Only
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Law Office of Leah B. Moody, LLC

Leah B. Moody 235 East Main Street, Suite 115
Lbmatty@comporium.net Post Office Box 1015 (29731)
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
Telephone (803) 327-4192
Facsimile (803) 329-1344

June 4, 2018

The Honorable Jeanette McBride
Richland County Clerk of Court
Post Office Box 2766

Columbia, South Carolina 29202

RE: Travis Kenard Walters, #293999, v. State of South Carolina
C.A. No.: 2017-CP-40-2851

Dear Mrs. McBride:
The Richland County Court of Common Pleas appointed my office to represent Travis
Kenard Walters in his Post-Conviction Relief action. Please find enclosed a copy of the

Notice of Appeal and Proof of Service in the above-referenced matter.

If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact my office. Thank
* lyou for your assistance in this matter.

Enclosures

ccTravis Kenard Walters

Lindsey McCallister, Esquire, SC Attorney General’s Office

Daniel E. Shearouse, Clerk of Court, South Carolina Supreme Court
Sharon Graham, SCCID




Law Office of Leah B. Moody, LLC

Leah B. Moody 235 East Main Street, Suite 115
Lbmatty@comporium.net Post Office Box 1015 (29731)
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
Telephone (803) 327-4192
Facsimile (803) 329-1344

June 4, 2018

Lindsey McCallister, Esquire

South Carolina Attorney General’s Office
Post Office Box 11549

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

RE: Travis Kenard Walters, 293999, v. State of South Carolina
C.A. No.: 2017-CP- 40-2851

Dear Ms. McCallister:;

The Richland County Court of Common Pleas appointed my office to represent Travis
Kenard Walters in his Post-Conviction Relief action. Please find enclosed a copy of the
Notice of Appeal and Proof of Service in this matter.

If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact my office. Thank you
for your attention in this matter.

ni‘ncerely, '
“|1%ah B. Moody

LBM/sh

Enclosures

Cc Travis Kenard Walters
Daniel E. Shearouse, Clerk of Court, South Carolina Supreme Court
Jeanette McBride, Clerk of Court, Richland County
Sharon Graham, SCCID




Law Office of Leah B. Moody, LLC

Leah B. Moody 235 East Main Street, Suite 115
Lbmatty@comporium.net Post Office Box 1015 (29731)
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
Telephone (803) 327-4192
Facsimile (803) 329-1344

June 4, 2018

Ms. Sharon A. Graham

SC Commission on Indigent Defense
Division of Appellate Defense

Post Office Box 11433

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

RE: Travis Kenard Walters, 293999, v. State of South Carolina
C.A. No.: 2017-CP-40-2851

Dear Ms. Graham:

The Richland County Court of Common Pleas appointed my office to represent Travis
Kenard Walters in his Post-Conviction Relief action. Please find enclosed a copy of the
Notice of Appeal and Proof of Service in the above-referenced matter.

Thank you for your attention in this matter.

g /’
‘ . fhﬁrjl
LBM/sh

Enclosures

¢c Travis Kenard Walters

Lindsey McCallister, Esquire, SC Attorney General’s Office

Daniel E. Shearouse, Clerk of Court, South Carolina Supreme Court
Jeanette McBride, Clerk of Court, Richland County




