LAW OFFICES OF

CAPERS, DUNBAR, SANDERS, BRUCKNER & BELLOTTI, LLP
2604 COMMONS BOULEVARD
AUGUSTA, GEORGIA 30909
(706) 722-7542
FAX (706) 724-7776

WWW.CAPERSDUNBAR.COM

April 10, 2013

RECE] VED)

APR 11 2013
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

S.C. Suprem‘e COurt
Hon. Daniel E. Shearouse ’

Clerk, Supreme.Court of South Carolina

1231 Gervais Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

RE: Notice of Appeal
Kenny Jackson v. State of South Carolina
Case No. 2012-CP-02-1544

Dear Clerk,

Enclosed for filing please find one original and one copy of Notice of
Appeal and Proof of Service in the above-referenced case. Please file the
original, certify the copy and return the copy to the undersigned in the self-
addressed, stamped envelope provided for your convenience. Thank you for
your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

ZPB:pg
Enclosures

cc (w/encls): Ms. Megan E. Harrigan,
Assistant Attorney General
Division of Appellate Defense
Mr. Kenny Jackson



R ECEIVED)

APR 11 2013
IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA a
In the Supreme Court S c Suprem‘e Court
ON APPEAL FROM AIKEN COUNTY
Court of Common Pleas
Second Judicial Circuit
Doyet A. Early llI, Circuit Court Judge
Case No. 2012-CP-02-1544
Kenny Jackson,
S.C.D.C. No. 350150 Petitioner,
V.
State of South Carolina, Respondent.

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Ziva P. Bruckner

South Carolina Bar No. 9025
2604 Commons Boulevard
Augusta, Georgia 30909
Telephone (706) 722-7542
Attorney for Petitioner



NOW COMES Kenny Jackson, by and through the undersigned attorney,
who had been appointed to represent him in his Post Conviction Application, and
files his Notice of Appeal to the Supreme Court of South Carolina from an order
issued by Judge Doyet A. Early lll, presiding Judge, Second Judicial Circuit,
dismissing Petitioner's Petition for Post Conviction Relief, a copy of which is
attached hereto and incorporated by reference herein. This Notice is submitted

pursuant to Austin v. State, 305 S.C. 453 (1992). A copy of the order was

received by the undersigned on March 14, 2013.

Respectfully submitted this ’O‘\L\ day of April, 2013.

—— <

Ziva P. ner
Attorney for Petitione
South Carolina Bar No. 9025

Capers, Dunbar, Sanders
& Bellotti, LLP

2604 Commons Boulevard
Augusta, Georgia 30909
Telephone: (706) 722-7542



RECEIVED

IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Supreme Court APR 112013

S.C. Supreme
ON APPEAL FROM AIKEN COUNTY P Court

Court of Common Pleas
Second Judicial Circuit

Doyet A. Early Ill, Circuit Court Judge

Case No. 2012-CP-02-1544

Kenny Jackson,
S.C.D.C. No. 350150 Petitioner,

State of South Carolina, Respondent.

PROOF OF SERVICE

| certify that | have served the NOTICE OF APPEAL by depositing a copy
of it in the U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to the following:

Ms. Megan E. Harrigan
Assistant Attorney General
P.O. Box 11549
Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1549

This 10'“] day of April, 2013. N
Ziva P. Bruskner ﬁ_/
Capers, Dui;ktﬁ anders & Bellotti, LLP

2604 Commons Boulevard
Augusta, Georgia 30909
Telephone (706) 722-7542
Attorney for Petitioner




STATL OF SOUTH CAaROLD 2 :
| I Ty COURT OF COMMON PLLAS

COLNTY OF alKEN )
‘k_:cmn dazhoeon 25056, H CASE NG
= Plamnd : WL 2OPAT 8

MOTION AND ORDER INFORMATION
FORNM AND COVIR SHETT
Sune Of Sounh Carohine

| Pleinid s Anomey, Drizndam’s Anomn i
Zive P. Bruchknes. 3ar No | Megen E. Hemigan Be ho {
sddrose | Address i
2604 Cc-r\m(ws '-Si ‘@ supesa Ga 309092080 ) Post Oz Bes 1152¢ Columbie SC 297541020
phone: (F06) 722.75342 fex: l phone: (8635 7343737 fax: {8033 7342142

*e-mail: oth:r‘ c-mail; sthers

! [ JMOTION HEARING REQUESTED (anach written motivn and complete SECTIONS | and 1)
i ﬂ FORM MOTION. NO HEARING RLQUESTED (complete SECTIONS 11 and I11)
l [ PROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT ORDER (complete SECTIONS Il and 1IT)

SECTION 1: Hesring Information
i Nature of Monon

Esiimated Time Needed: Coun Reponer Needod: [ I YES ¢ [ 11O

! SECTION II: Motion/Order Type
i ] Wrinen motion atisched
P2 Form Motion/Grder

1 hereby move for refief or action by the court s set forth in the artached proposed order.

‘ Mo & ha./z/uj*’v March 4, 2013

I Sipnature of Atdmey for [ |Plaintiff / MIDefendant Date submitied

SECTION Iil: Mofion Fee
[] PAID - AMOUNT:
EXEMPT: [] Rule 10 Show Cause in Child or Spousal Support
{check reason) [} Domestic Abuse or Abuss and Neglect
[ indigent Status [ Sume Agency v. Indigent Party
] Sexually Violent Predator Act . J Posi-Conviction Relief
] Moton for Stay in Bankruptcy
] Motion for Publication [} Motion for Execution (Rule 69. SCRCP)
] Proposed order submined at requsst of the court, of,
reduced 1o writing from motion made in open court per judge’s instuctions
Nams of Court Reporter:

(] Other:
JUDGE’S SECTION
{") Motion Fee to be paid upon filing of the attached
orger. JUDGE
1 Other:
CODE: Date:
CLERK'S YERIFICATION M,&j
Collected by:

1 MOTION FEE COLLECTED:
[} CONTESTED - AMOUNT DUE:

SCCA/233 (1103)

vt i e

[P P
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FORM ¢
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDCMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF AJKEN CAaST NUMBER 2012CFUX) 844
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Keooy Jacksuo South Crrulice Simir OF
PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)
Atterney fors | PleintifT () Defendem
Submined by 152! -Reprosomed Linpes

DISPGSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)

) JURY VERDICT. This extion cems hefore the coun 907 & trisl by juny. The issues have boen it and e vardict rendered.

modify arbitraiion award;
DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
) & ffirmed: [ Revarsed; [ Remanded: {0 Oher:

& DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came i6 Nl or beanng beiore e court The issuss have beon tisd of brard and &
decision rendeied.

] ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASONY: T Ruic 12(b). SCRCP, ) Ruie 212y, SCRCP {Vol Nonsund,
[J Relz 43(k), SCRCTP (Senilzd): [ Otwer:

[J ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [ Ruie 40() SCRCP; [ Bankrupiey:
) Bu:ding arbitration, subject (0 right 10 resiore 10 confirm, vatslz o7 O Osher:

]

NOTE: ATFORNEYS ARE, RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT. TRIBUNAL, OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY Of THE
CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: B Soc euachzd order: (formal order 10 follow) [ Statzment of judgmen by the Court:

ORDER INFORMATION
This order [_| ends [ doss not end the case. Additional Information jor the Clerk:

CPFORMAM
SCCA SCRCP Form 4C (Reviszd 1272011)
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Jusgment in Frvor of ! Judgment Agxizn Spdrmen: amond Te be Dorolicd
(Lisa nxemrs) bedow ) : (Lisl nameis) breive } (Lizt amovens) below}

polizzale, drserine the propenty, including tzx map information end sdcrass, reizrensed i the orde:

I [y

The judgment informeiian shove hes bsen provided by the submining pamy Cisputes capceming ihe amoum

3 12 contained
in this {orm mav be addressed by wey of moiion pursuent to the SC Ruies oi Cnil Procedure Amounts 10 be compuisd

such &5 imerest of additional axable cosis not evetsbiz 81 the time the form ang fingl order are sudbmined 1o the judpe
mey be providz=d 1o the clork, Note: Title absiractors and researchers should refer to the official coun vrder for
judemncni delails.

3/132013
Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only

This judemeni wes entered on 3-13-13, and 2 copy mailed first class or placed in thr appropriaiz anomey’s box on 3-13-13 | 1o
anomeys of record o5 1o partiss (when appearing pro se} zs follows:

Zive Peleg Bruckner 2604 Commons Blvd Augusia, GA Megan Elizebeth Harrigan PO Box 11349 Columbia, SC
309092080 2921) ’

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

) o Rctaad b (APh0sDRY)

Liz Godard - Clerk of Court

Court Reporter

CPFORMAM
SCCA SCRCP Form &4C (Revised (272011)
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STATZ OF SOUTH CAROLIN A ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF AIKEN ! FOR THE SEQUND JUDICLaL CIRCUTT
Foenoy dediison 20150 ! Case N MNITCP42-7 523
Applizer. ;
i
\ ) ORDER OF DISMISSAL
; Zo3 i3
Suze of Soumh Cagoline ; oo 2 7kl
3 . L// —:'
" . i Ao
Fespondoi i [ EX S Y
\ L1ty 8]
) A Svatoide

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

This maner comes before the Couri by wav of an applicaiion jor pesi-conviction rehel
filed Junc 26, 2012, The Respondemt made its Return on Sepiember 112002 An evideniary
hearing into the mener was convensd on January 23, 2013, a1 the Alken County Courthouse.
The Applicant was present at the hearing and was represented by Ziva P. Bruckoer. Esquire. The
Respondent was represented by Assistent Attomey General Megan E. Harrigan of the South
Carolina Anomey General's Office.

The records before this Cour indicate thai the Applicant is presenty confined in the
South Carolina Department of Corrections pursuani ic ‘orders of commitment of the Aiken
County Clerk of Court. The Applicant wes indicted during the March 2012 iemm of the Aiken
County Grand Jury for two counts of Causing Death by Operating 2 Vehicle While under the
Influence of Drugs or Alcohol (2012-GS-02-0446, -0447). Charles H.S. Lyons, HI, Esquire,
represented him. On March 14, 2012, Applicant appeared before the Honoreble George C.
James, Jr., where he pled guilty as indicied 10 both counts. Jugde James seriiznced Applicant 10
twenty-three years imprisonment and a §25,100 fine for each count, with the semiences 1o run

concurremtly. Appiicant did not appeal his convictions of sentence.

Page 1 of § /
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In e amphemmon for pos-armviction =hefl 2opheznt elicps he 1t bang hedd i ausod

wiraiulh i G Jollowg mesons

. Dur Procese Violauor,

3 Wewihy end sho Discovess Evidmnce
3. Iefacive Assiameoe of Counse:

2, Bedacd Apnex): end

3. Subjea Mz Junsdizion.

43 the evidmuan hearing  Appheant procsedsd jorward on slleganons thal Counsel wes

£

in=ffective for advising Applican: tha: he would reseive a sentence of Do more tham twenty yeers
if he plad guily and for failing 10 file 20 appeal on his behall.  Apphcant abendonsd and
presemed no svidence in regerds io his allepanons of Due Process Violation. Newly end After
Discovered Ervidence, and Subject maner junisdiction. These allepaiions are deemed waived and
are denied and dismissed wiih prejudice.

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY PRESENTED

Al the evideniiary hearing, Applicant testified on his own bzhalf. The State presented
testimony from Appiicant’s plea counsel. Charles H.S. Lyons, 11} (berein “Counsel™). This Court
2150 had before it a copy of the Applicant’s guilty plea transcript, the records of the Aiken
County Clerk of Court, and the Applicant's records from the South Carolina Department of
Corrections.

During the evidentiary hearing. Applicant testified that be retained Coursdl and met with
him three times prior to his guilty plea. He testified that he reviewed all discovery materials with
Counsel and discussed pessible defenses with Counsel. He iestfied that he wes unable to give
Counsel any potential witnesses that could be called in his defense. Applicani testified that he
wanted to plead guilty and did not want to proceed 10 triel. Applicant testified thai he discussed

plea offers made by the Staie with Counsel and Counsel assured him that he would receive no
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mor than twenn vers 1 be soiered @ puil jize Appiioe acinowizdecd s Counsd end ihe

plox oo, hoth advised him tha cesh chepr ZEIs6 Up 10 DWERN-TIVT VAT IMDTOXTED! il

iy verry impnsoamer. Howevz, Apphomy izsihed tha hr only

uhel i

i=d gl bermuse Counsdd adviseC inm the: hr would rsosive & osomonce of a0 mine

"y

than
TwenTy vears,

Lyphcen i28Asd thes he admines ¢ the ples coun whils under cath that be did dnnk
prior 10 drving and thas he wes punky.  Apphcant wesufed thar he s indsed guilty.  Applicam
1estfied tha be apologized 10 e viaims during his guilty ples  Applicani iestified thar he
informed the ples coun he was smistied with Counsel's representaion and that Counsel had dore
evenihing within reeson io properly represent nim. Applical iestihed thai it wes his derision to
weive his constitutional nghts and plead guiliy

Following Applicant’s iestimony, the State presented tesiimony from Counsel. Counsel
testifiad thal be has been praciicing Jaw for approximately twenty-six years and thai at Jeast fifty-
percent of his practice is comprised of criminal defense work. He testifed that he was retained
10 Tepresent Applicant shortly after the incident giving nise 1o the charges. He testified that he
mei with Applicant “a number of imes™ at his office, 25 well as correspondzd with him by phone
and lener. Counse) testified thai he discussed possible defenses with Applicant as well as trying
10 suppress evidence thal could be inwoduced against him if he proceeded 10 wial. Counsel
testined that he informed Applicani that the senience range for each charge was one 10 Twenty-
five years for each count and that the court could run these sentences consecurjvély, which could
result in a semence of up to iffy years imprisonment

Counsel iestified thar the evidence agzinst evidence wes strong, inclucding a Blood

Alcohol level of .222 BAC. Additionally, Coursel testified that Applicant gave 2 staiement 1o

Page 3 0f 9 ‘/(‘ﬁ? 7
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om edguting & he el heon dnnlunp beforr dmviop mnd i nomome

U.
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cvrwimesses hed sezt m dmhving ormmponth mmocdedhy ocfor e fatel wizii Counsd

1251126 “han he 2k thr Sizie wonng De wbiz 1o pwove puih bevond & jzesonable douin if Applicam

osezdss 16 el and he ad

-

=523 his clicm of hit profsssionz! apon. Counsal 1estinizd the hr
spoks with wimessss, wmched apphomn’s vidso mznvitw with lew miomemenl md
thororghly reviewed his dicod iesiing with the hope of supprasing it Counsed testified tha
Applizent informed him he wished 10 f0isge & al 2nd enier a gumlty plee. which he izh was in
s chiem’s best interest.

Coursd testified that he me1 with the prosecuting Assistam Soliciior. Samuel B. Grimes,
Jr.. and Judpe James in chambers prior 10 the guily plez. Counsel esiinied that Judge James 101d
counsels tha he would give Applicant concurrent semences i he pied guilly, Counsel 1estified
that he informed Applicant that based on Judge James’ assurances, he would receive 2 senience
of berween one 10 twenty-five years if he pled guilty. Counsel elaborated ihal he wid Applicani
that a sentence of under iwenty-five vears would be “very gracious.”™ Counsel iestified
adamantly that he never told applicant ibat he would receive a iwenty year sentence, stating he
has “absolutely no doﬁbt [that) he did not tel] him he would get twenty years or anything Jess
than twenty-five years.” Counse! testified that Applicant had po defense and he fully expected
Applicant would receive a tweniy-iive year Semience. Counsel tesafied that he thinks Judge
James’ semtznce of twenty-three years imprisonment was “very, very fair in light of the
circumsmaces with two people dzad.”

Counsel testified that he discussed Applicant’s appeliate rights with him prior o his

guilty plea and that the plza court also reviewad his right 10 appeal during the plez colloguy.
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Counse! wesufed the Apphosy nove eded i 1o Gk = appead on b el por did e

monie of Appliceen’s femihy rogued b Sk aopee] on Apphouat’s hennlf
FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LaW

Thiy Cour; has had the opraumey 1o roviow thr reeord 15 1is anurety end hes heard e
issimony = the posi-convichon rehief heanng Trus Coun hes furth= had ths appontunm <o
observe 1he witnasses prasenisd & the neanng, clossiv pass upon hey wredituling and weaigh thew
lesimony accordingiv.  Specifically. this Count finds thar Counsel's gredinility outweighs
Apphcam’s cradibility. Set fonh below are 1he relevani Bindings of fects and conclusions of law
as required pursuant 10 S.C. Code Anp. §17-27-80 (19833

Ineffecsive Assistance of Counse!

Applicam ealleges thar Counse! was ineffeciive for informing Applicani that he would
receive 2 sentence of no more than Twenty years imprsonment i he pled guiky and for {aiting 10
file an appea) on his behalf. 1n a posi-conviction rehief action. the Applicant hes the burden of
proving the allegations in his application. Rule 7).1(2), SCRCP; Butler v. Staie, 286 5.C. 441,
334 S.E.24 813 (1985). Where ineffective assistance of counse! is alleged as & ground for relief,
the Applicant must prove that "counsel's conduct so undermined the proper functioning of the

adversarial process tha the wial cannot be relied upon as having produced & just result”

Strickland v. Washingion, 466 U.S. 668, 104 S.Ct. 2052, 2064 (1984); Butler, 286 S.C. 441,334

S.E.2d 813.
The proper measure of performance is whetber an atiomey provided representation
within the range of compeience required in criminal cases. Couris presume that counssl

rendered adequate assisiance and made all significant decisions in the exercise of reasonable

o
]
W
2,
o
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poicsmony judmnent Buug. o S C 423 R S E 3Bl

The Apphoem mues dvaTome

s prosampdon W reesve rolid. Cheovy Some 200 SC PGS E 246201089,

Cours ws: ¢ two-prongsd iest o ovaluming sllsgmsons of wef=tive eeimence of
soumsdl, Tirst thr Applicen: mus prove the: counss's poiormance wis deiamt Unde this
DrOng. ENOMEY pIiormancs 1§ mezsured MBS Tressonabiciess under projzesions! noms.”

Cheny, 300 SC a1 117, 385 SE23 a 625

Second, counsel s dehician:
performanee must have prejudiced the Apphcam such thar “there is a reesonebis probatiline ta

b for counsel's unprofzssional emors. the resub of the procssding would have bezn different”
Chemy. 300 S.C.oa 117-18, 386 S.224 & 825, With respect o guilny plee counsel, th:
Apphicant must show thal there is & reasonable probability that, but {or counzel's alieped ermors.
he would pot have pled guilty and would have insisied on g()iriﬁ.g 1o trial. Hill v, Lockhan 474
U.S. 52, 106 S.Ct. 366 (1985). Below are this Court’s findings in regards 10 each of Applicant’s

alizgations of ineffective assistance of counsel.

Counsel was ineffective for advising Applicant he would receive a senience of no more than
hwenty years imprisonmen!

Afier careful review besed on the siandard discussed above. this Count finds that ihe
Applicant hes failed 1o prove that Counse] was ineffective in his representation of the Apphicant
for informing Applicani that he would receive a sentence of po more than Twenty years
imprisonmcm.- Counsel’s credible testimony rzveals that he informed Applicant of the sentence
range for the charges, never promised Applicani he would receive 2 particular sentence of twenty
vears or less, and that Applicant understood his senfznce exposure prior 10 eniering s guiliy
plea. The guilty plea wanscript reflects that the plea court asked both Counsel and Applicant if

they were awere that each charge had a sentence rangs of up io twenty-five years and thal

Page 6 of 9
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Aophozest 1ol Uir piss sowm while unds omi thr b wadewced b couls joemve ¢ osammee 6

uD i Tweny-Ove vorey (o zash ocoeet The resord slso refic;me e thoy wes no

eeommomirion o nopoiuan end thr Amphzal wme pizating Tsrmght wp” withour mm

promise of ¢ puricwis semisncs, which Applicam rooognizad undss ash. T Coun Gnds thm

>
Coungel’s neformanse wes rezsonabie and «ffesive
Addivonaliv, tme Coun indy that the Appli

resuiting from Counsd’s ellepzd ineifzctive

Sumerous imes duning the evidentian' hearing ther he was guilny and that he &3 ool wanl 10
procesd o izl on these cherpes. Thereiore, this Coun finds 1ha this zlisgaion of inefTective
assistznce of counsel mus: b2 denizd and dismissed.
Counsel was inefiective for jailing 10 file o direct appezl

Applicam alleges that he is entitled 10 2 belated direct appzai pursuant 10 White v. Suic,
263 S.C. 110, 208 S.E.2d 35 (1974). "[Clounsc! has a construtionally impesed duty to consult
with the defendant about an appeal when there is rezson 1o think cither (1) that a rational
defendant would want 1o appeal (for example, becavse there are non-frivolous grounds for
appeal), or (2) tha this particular defendant rezsonably demonstraied to counsel that he was

imerested in appealing.” Roe v. Flores-Ortepa 328 U.S. 470, 480, 120 S.Cu 1029 (2000).

“Even in cases when the defendant pleads guilty, the coust must consider such factors 2s whether
the defendant receivad the sentence bargained for as part of the plez and whether the plea
expressly reserved or waived some or all appeal rights.” id. Absent extraordinary CHCUmSIAncss,
there is Do constitutional requirament that a defzndant be informed of the right to a direct appeal
from 2 ouilty plee. Tumer v. Swte, 380 S.C. 223, 224, 670 S.E2d 373, 374 (2008). “One

extraordinary circumstance which would require counsel 1o advise a defendant of the nght 1o

Page 70{ 9




Zroer) Sum e cuahy o wow? xise when U driendm injuirss ahoa an epoeal T Weatheny

Stms FISSC 53,81 2RO S T T4 ERE B2, 1000,
ARz caehd mioew hesed on e suodee? Siscusssd shove tos Cowm Dinds =

spplicemt hes Tailed 1o camy Xis urden in tus azuoz. Counsd issiied the he nove

roecived
&y roouests fom Applicent of any membes of Apshean’s family. 10 fie an appezl oo hug

hehal! 21d had na rzason 1o bedisve thet Anplizant wishsd 1o file a0 appeal. Coursal 1osufisd

tha hs reviewsd Applicant’s nght o appeal with him priar 10 his puilty plez and tha the pizz
coun also reviewsd these dphts duming the guily plee.  This Coun Dnds thm Counsel’s
performance was rezsonable and effective. Therefore. this Coun finds that 1his alicpaion musi
be demed and dismussed.

CONCLUSION

Based on 2l the forepoing, this Coun finds and concludes ihat the Applicant has not
esiablished any constitutional violations or deprivations that would require this court 1o grant hie
appiication. Therefore, this application for post-conviction relief must be denied and dismissed
with prejudice.

This Court notes tha that Applicant must file and serve a notice of appeal within thirty
days from the receipt by counsel of writien notice of entry of judgment to secuse the sppropriare
appellate review. See Rule 203, SCACR. Pursuani 1o Ausiin v. Siate, 305 S.C. 433 (1951}, an
Applicant has a right to an appellate counsel’s assistance in secking review of the d=nial of post-
conviction relief. Rule 71.1(2), SCRCP, provides that if the applicant wishes to sesk appellate
review, pesi-conviction relief counsel musi serve and file a Nones of Appeal on the Applicant’s
behalf Applicant is directed to South Carolinz Appellaie Court Rule 243 for appropriate

procedures for appeal.

Page 8§ of &
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[T IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

i Tox e foaphomion jor Posi-Coamnzuoz Rztiz! mes b d=mizg
end dismressd with prmiudies, wnd
bl

Tos Apphzent mus fe romandsd 0 the so@ody of the Responden.

. : )
AND IT1S SO ORDERED this _ (7 dayof %ZL.zf;ls

75T/
Jrey ats

—

= A
Dovei 4. EarLy, U] -

Presiéing Judet
Second Judicie! Circun

/]
bs / .
L 2 2,/ Sowh Caroiina
7/
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From: (706) 722-7542
Ziva P. Bruckner
CAPERS DUNBAR SANDERS BRUCKNER BELL
2604 Commons Boulevard

Origin ID: AGSA

AUGUSTA, GA 30909
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