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RE: MELVIN WILLIAMS #123206 V.
CASE NO: 2012-CP-400-3613

DEAR SIR;

APRIL 8, 2013 PU)Q

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

PLEASE FIND ENCLOSED FQR FILING A "NOTICE OF APPEAL" IN THE ABOVE
CAPTIONED CASE. I HAVE ENCLOSED A PROOF OF SERVICE UPON THE RESPONDENT
AND THE RICHLAND COUNTY CLERK OF COURT.

ALSO ENCLOSED ARE COPIES OF THE CONDITIONAL AND FINAL ORDER.
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RECEIVED)
RICHLAND COUNTY CLERK OF COURT

1701 MAIN STREET APR 17 2013
COLUMBIA,. SC 29201

S.C. Supreme Court

RE: WILLIAMS #123206 V. THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
CASE NO: 2012-CP-400-3613 /
DEAR CLERK,

PLEASE FIND ENCLOSED FOR FILING MR. WILLIAMS "NOTICE OF APPEAL" IN

THE ABOVE CAPTIONED CASE.
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MELVIN WILLIAMS, #123206
4460 BROAD RIVER RD.
COLUMBIA, SC 29210
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ROBERT D. CORNEY

SC ATTORNEY GENERALS OFFICE
PO BOX 11549

COLUMBIA, SC 29211

RE: MELVIN WILLIAMS #123206 V. THE STATE
CASE NO: 2012-CP-400-3613

DEAR MR. CORNEY;

PLEASE FIND ENCLOSED A COPY OF APPELLANTS NOTICE OF APPEAL IN THE
ABOVE CAPTIONED CASE.

MELVIN WILLIAMS #123206
4460 BROAD RIVER RD.
COLUMBIA, SC 29210
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLL... ) : JUDGML | IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF RICHLAND

INTHE COURT OF COMMGN PLEAS CASE NUMBER: 2(G12CP406361x

Meivin #12230¢ Wiliiams Stziz of South Larsiin:

PLAINTIFF(S) i DEFENDA?\TT(‘S}
[ Qe i 0 g
’ Submitted by: Attorney for : [] Plaintiff [ ] Defendant or (] Self-Represented Litigan: |

) DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
] JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a verdict rendered.

] DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a
decision rendered.

(] ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): (] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; (JRule 41(a), SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);

CJ Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [] Other
[J ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): (] Rule 40(j), SCRCP; J Bankruptcy;

] Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award; [] Other
[J DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):

(] Affirmed; [ Reversed;  [] Remanded; [] Other
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT

RULING IN THIS APPEAL. . ’

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: (X1 See attached order (formal order to follow) [] Statement of Judgment by the Court:

ORDER INFORMATION '

This order [] ends [] does not end the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk

INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC INDEX

Complete this section below when the Judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount should be enrolled. If there
is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below, :
Judgment in Favor of (List name(s) below) | Judgment Against (List name(s) below) Judgment Amount To be Enrolled
)
S

: S ‘
If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order-

available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the Judge may be provided to the clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers
should refer to the official court order for judgment details.

Circiit Court Judge . . _ . R ~ " JudgeCode " T T 7 "7 page
For Clerk of Court Office Use Only
This judgment was entered on the day of . 20 and a copy mailed first class or placed in the appropriate

attorney’s box on this 6 June 2012 1o attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

Meivin #123306 Williams ' Robert Daniel Corney

Melvin #123306 Williams
ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTTFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

[J
Court Reporter Clerk of Court ,
U A\

SCRCP Form 4C (10/201 i)

SCANNED



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ; FOR THE FIFTHE JUDICIAL CIR« CUIT

WILLIAMS Melvin, # #123206, 2012-CP-40-03613

)
) -
)
Applicant, )
) =
V. ) CONDITIONAL ORDER OF D@MISSAL
) & € _C
) S:)E Z P
s SR I
State of South Carolina, ) om o
) ®E 3
Respondent. ) 3,} o
) "D o
= ~N
This matter comes before this Court by way of an application fo;ﬂ post

conviction relief filed May 23, 2012.1

The Applicant is Presently confined in the South Carolina Department of
Corrections pursuant to orders of commitment of the Clerk of Court for Richland
County. The Applicant was indicted at the April 1989 term of the Richland County
Grand Jury for Assault and Battery with Intent to Kijll (1989-GS-40-01828). The

Applicant was represented by counsel on the charge On May 18, 1989, the

Applicant appeared before The Honorable J. Ernest Kinard, Jr., where he pled

guilty to the crime as 1nd1cted and was sentenced to twenty (20) years

imprisonment, nineteen (19) of which were to run concurrently to a previous life

'http /Iwwwd.regov. us/publicindex/PICaseDetails. aspx?County=40+&Casenum=2012CP4003613&CourtType G&
CaseType—C1v1l&CounAoency~4OOO7

WILLIAMS, Meluin D, - Conditional Order of Dismissal (201 7CP4003613)
Page | of 8
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sentence and the remaining ons {1} vezr was i ran consecutively {0 the life

It does not appear Applicant had a direct appeal on the 1989 pleas but did
ﬁle an application for Post-Conviction Relief (PCR) on April 8, 1992 (1992 CP-40-
01581). He was represented by James T. McHale, Esquire, on the action. On June
15, 1993, thé Honorable Paul E. Short, Jr., denied and dismissed the application |
with prejudice. Applicant filed a Notice of Appeal to the South Carolina Supreme
Court which was later dismissed. The circuit court reéeived the remittitur on March
23, 1994.

In makmg its demsmn the Court had before it the available records of the |
County Clerk of Court regardmg the subject conv1ct10ns and/or the Apphcant'
records from the South Carolina Department of Corrections, the Applicant’s
application, and the Respondent’s Return and Motion to Dismiss.

In his current Application, the Abpliéant alleges that he is being held in

custody unlawfully for the following reasons:

TF& AL)D i(.tn\i"‘ I :l&d G PCR with & LIIF‘{TJML‘)UI"CI Onicl ,?xﬁhbi\]d C[)LJN"V

Clerk of Court alleaing thet be 1's Iseinia cleniec] Hhe riuht to Darole. .
ancl s being eich ine Custedy ung lawFully For He llowine RSO

I IneFRactive Ass:sw‘om(ﬁnf(_‘a_wsd
2. Denial &F Due Rocess .

* Applicant was already serving a life sentence on a 1984 Spartanburg Murder conviction (1984-GS-42-02117)
which was to be followed by a consecutive 25 year sentence for an additional Armed Robbery conviction (]984 GS-
40-02118).

WILLIAMS, Melvin D, - Conditional Order of Dismissal (2012CP4003613)
Page 2 of 8
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Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
Timeliness - S.C. Code §17-27-45(a)

This Court agrees with the Respondent that this Application for Post- |
Conviction Relief should be summarily dismissed for failure to comply with the
filing procedures of the Uniform Post-Conviction Procedure Act. S.C. Code Ann.
§17-27-10 to -160.

S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-45(a) reads as follows:
An application for relief filed pursuant to this chapter must be
filed within one year after the entry of a judgment of conviction
or within one year after the sending of the remittitur to. the
lower court from an appeal or the filing of the final decision
upon an appeal, whichever is later.

The South Carolina Supreme Court has held that the statute of limitations

shall apply to all applications filed after July 1, 1996. Peloquin v. State, 321 S.C.

468, 469 S.E.2d 606 (1996). For the purposes ‘ofb this Order, the Applicant’s
conviction/sentence was “finalized” on the date of his conviction or the date of the

Remittitur from any direct appeal, whichever was later, i.e. May 18, 1989. Adding

WILLIAMS, Melvin D, - Conditional Order of Dismissal (2012CP4003613)
Page 4 of 8




one (1) vear ver S.C. Code § 17-27-45(a) and one (1) day per Rule 6(a), SCRCP

means that this PCR application haé to be filed by May 1S 1990. Thic °

€3]

¥

Application was filed on May 23, 212, which was well beyond the statutory

time for filing.

A motion for summary judgment may properly be used to raise the defense of

statute of limitations. McDonnell v. Consolidated School District of Aike’n, 315 S.C.

487, 445 S.E.2d 638 (1994). In addition, S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-70(c) (1985) 1
authorizes the Court to “grant a motion by either party for summary disposition of |
[an] application when it appears from the pleadings ... that there is no genuine

1ssue of material fact and the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of

»

law.”  Therefore, this Court shall summarily dismiss the application for post

conviction relief for failure to file within the time mandated by the Post Conviction

Procedure Act.
SUCCESSIVE
The application should be summarily dismissed because 1t is successive to the

previous application for post-conviction relief. Successive applications for post-

conviction relief a1:e disfavored. Land v. State, 274 S.C. 243, 262 S.E.2d 735 (1980).

S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-90 (1985) states:

All grounds for relief available to an applicant under this chapter
must be raised in his -original, supplemental or amended
application. Any ground finally adjudicated or not so raised, or
knowingly, voluntarily and intelligently waived in the proceeding
that resulted in the conviction or sentence, or in any other
proceeding the applicant has taken to secure relief, may not be the
basis for a subsequent application, unless the court finds a ground
for relief asserted which, for sufficient reason,- was not asserted or

WILLIAMS, Melvin D, - Conditional Order of Dismissal (2012CP4003613)
Page 5 of 8




was inadequately raised in the original, supplemental or amended

appiicatiorn,

— - 4 -

Unaer tni

m

statute, successive post-conviction relief applications are forbidgern

LSRR A e

5

Tl IR

unless an applicant can point to a "sufficient reasen" why new grounds for relief

were not raised or were not properly raised in previous applications. Aice'v. State,

305 S.C. 448, 409 S.E.2d 3992 (1991). Any new ground raised in a subsequent

i AL 10 A T e

application is limited to those grounds that “could not have been raised . . . in the
previous application.” [Emphasis in original]. Id., 305 S.C. at 450, 409 S.E.2d at
394. If the Applicant could have raised these allegations in a previous application,

then the Applicant may not raise those grounds in successive applications. Id. The

Applicant bears the burden of showing that the allegations could not have been
raised previously. Land, 274 S.C. 243, 262 S.E.2d 735 (1980).

The Applicant could have raised the new grounds for relief in his prior post-
éonvigtion relief application. The Applicant has failed to present any reasons why

he could not have raised the current allegations in his previous post-conviction

relief applications.

FAILURE TO STATE A.COGNIZABLE GROUNDS FOR RELIEFF -~ -~

Finally, Applicant has failed to set forth a cognizable ground for relief
through a post-conviction relief action. Aside from two matters épeciﬁcally
mentioned in the statute, post-conviction relief 1S a proper avenue of relief only

when the Applicant mounts a collateral attack challenging the validity of his

conviction or sentence. Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000). A

credit-related claim or challenge to other conditions of confinement are

WILLIAMS, Melvin D, - Conditional Order of Dismissal (2012CP4003613)
Page 6 of 8




administrative matters and, thus, cannot be raised in a post-conviciton relief

d. Likewise, g cnallenge tc the conditions upon which: parole ehigibility

b=t

procesdin

uq

18 determined or decided is not cognizable in a post-conviction relief application.

Jernigan v. State, 340 S.C. 256, 531 S.E.2d 507 (2000). Applicant’s allegation is that ?
the Department of Corrections is improperly calculating his sentences, thereby
affecting his parole eligibility. Therefore, these claims are improper for post-

conviction relief and rather should be raised first through the South Carolina

Department of Corrections’ disciplinary and grievance procedures or through the

South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services. If the

Applicant is dissatisfied with the decision rendered through those processes, then
he may seek review of thé decision under the Administrative Procedures Act (APA).
Accordingly, this Court finds this allegation fails to set forth any cog*nizable grounds
for relief and, therefore, it must be summarily dismissed.

A motion for summary judgment may properly be used to raise the defense of

statute of limitations. McDonnel] v. Consolidated School District of Aiken, 315 S.C.

487, 445 S.E.2d 638 (1994). In addition, S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-7__O(¢2- (1985)

aufhorizes the Couré to "grant a motion by either party for summary dis'position of
[an] application when it appears from the pleadings ... that there is no geﬁuiﬁe
1ssue of material fact and the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of
law.

Therefore, this Court finds that the application for post-conviction relief is

summarily dismissed for the reasons explained above.

WILLIAMS, Meluvin D, - Conditional Order of Dismissal (20]12CP40036] 3)
Page 7 of 8 '




Based upon its review of the pleadings in this matter, this Court does not see

tha need 1o appoint counsel T represent the Applicant and expresses ite intent to
summarily dismiss this matter'unless the Applicant advises this Court with specific
reasons, factual or legal, why it should not dismiss the matter in its entirety. The
Applicant is granted thirty (30) days from the date of service of this Order upon him
to show why this Order should not become final. The Applicant shall file any

reasons he may have with the Richland County Clerk of Court and shall serve |

opposing counsel at the following address:

Assistant Attorney General
Robert D. Corney

Office of the Attorney General
P.O. Box 11549

Columbia, SC 29211

—
AND IT IS SO ORDERED this ,_\/' day of \/{’“/"—: , 2012.

Vs

THe Honorable James R. Barber II1
Administrative Judge
Fifth Judicial Circuit

// /
O/t~ 5/ , South Carolina

WILLIAMS, Melvin D, - Conditional Or a'er of Dismissal (2012CP4003613)
Page 8 of 8
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FORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS IT and III)
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SECTION I; Hearing Information

Nature of Motion:
Estimated Time Needed:

Court Reporter Needed: CIYES / XINO
SECTION 1I: Motion/Order Type !

[[] Written motion attached
X Form Motion/Order

I hereby move for relief or action by\t&}ec It as set forth in the attached proposed order.

Signature of Attorney for [ |Plaintitf/ XIDefendant
SECTION III: Motion Fee

Mav 31,2012
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[] PAID - AMOUNT:
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ALAN WILsoN
ATTORNEY GENERAL

May 3, 2011

Honorable James R. Barber, 111
P.O. Box 192 '
Columbia, SC, 29202

RE:  Melvin Williams, 123206 v. State of South Carolina
2012-CP-400-3613 ' :

Dear Judge Barber:

Enclosed please find the Conditional Order of Dismissal on th
digital copy of our pleadings is avajlable via email y
approval, please sign the same and forward it to the
clocked and served on all parties,

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Robert D. Corney
Assistant Attorney General

Enclosure(s)

ce: Melvin Williams, #123206

1

REMBERT C. Dennis Buiping « pogp OFricE Box 11549« CoLumpia, SC29211-1549 . TeLEPHONE 803-734-3970 + Faccimn = 201 aen M;M
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA . ’ JUDG... .TIN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF RICHLAND '

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS CASE NUMBER: 201 2CP4003613

Melvin #123306 Williams State of South Carolina ‘
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PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S) 4 - =

B -3

Submitted by:

Attorney for : [ ] Plaintiff [ ] Defendant or ] Self&;"‘fsemghtiga% '
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DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) om r TS

[J JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and gverdict rendered™! j
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[J DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have HodaZried @earajaEa a
decision rendered. : LL o =
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O Affirmed; [ Reversed; [} Remanded; [ ] .Other .. ... .. U o
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RULING IN THIS APPEAL,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: See attached order (formal order to follow) [] Statement of Judgment by the Court:

' ORDER INFORMATION
This order [_] ends [J does not end the case. :
Additional Information for the Clerk : _ ' "

INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC INDEX ‘
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount should be enrolled. If there
1s 10 judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of (List name(s) below) | Judgment Against (List name(s) below) Judgment Amount To be Enrolled

wen

wn

'

|
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should refer to the official court order for judgment details.
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For Clerk of Court Office Use Ounly
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Melvin #123306 Williams ;
ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S) ‘
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

)
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
)
Melvin Williams, #123206, )
)
Applicant, )
)
v. )
)
State of South Carolina, )
. )
Respondent. )
)

_.This matter_comes before this-Court by

(PCR) filed May 23,

2012, requesting that the Application be summarily

2012. The Respondent made its Return and Motion to Dismiss on May 29,

dismissed as untimely filed, successive in

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
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‘way of an application for post conviction reljef

nature, and for failing to state a claim which would entitle Applicant to post-conviction relief.

Pursuant to this request, and after reviewing the pleadings in this matter and all of the records

attached thereto, the Honorable James R. Barber, III, entered a Cdndition Order of Dismissal on

June 6, 2012, provisionally den

final.

Copied herein is the affi

ying and dismissing this action, while giving the Applicant thirty
(30) days from the date of said Conditional Order to show

why the dismissal should not become’

davit of service containing Applicant’s signature dated June 18,

2012, confirming service of the above-mentioned Conditional Order upon Applicant at the South

Carolina Department of Corrections.
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SOUTH CAROLU\A DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
Post OfTice Box 21787 — Columbia, South Carolina 29221

Pursuant to Rule 4(d)(2), SCRCP. the Direcsor of the South Carolina

- Depaniment of Carrections has desipnated (Server) as his

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) - CP-Yp . ¢ /3
. ) AFFIDAVIT of PERSOh AL SERVICE
COUNTY OF

On lh:s_jﬁday of_ﬂf”,é/

S, on famare

12012, 1 served the
fcoc e

R /) I: e # - 2.7 by délivering p:rsonaily and Icavmg a copv ofsame at

Correctional Institution,

R

LY CDC Server

sw TO AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME
e d davof Wc . 2012,

Jcene (1 UWW/
Vi mrv Public for Sourh Cardi;
My commission expires: ﬁ

ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE

* Service of a copy of the within Legal Pleadmgs Is accepted at the

S.C. Depanment of Correciions
. County, SC this

SCDC 9-12 (Rev. 5.2010)

Correctional Instintion),

- 2012

% 74\/ (L3204

SCDCE
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Applicant responded to the Conditional O_fder by way of pro se filing dated June 22,
2012, and entitled “Conditional Order of Dismissal Applicant Return Response to Dismissal”. In

it, Applicant set forth the following objections, in addition to several attached exhibits:
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After conducting a thorough review of the entirety of the record, all relevant documents

contained therein, and the entirety of Applicant’s pro se submissions, this Court finds no
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sufficient reason has been set forth why the Conditional Ordér should not be become final,
dismissing the current action with prejudice.

Applicant contends the current application was timely filed following the denial ‘of his
appeal of the Parole Board's finding that he was not parole eligible, and that he has set forth a
cognizable claim for relief through PCR as his plea attorney “never‘advised him” that his plea
could result in him becoming ineligible for parole. Parole eligibility is a collateral consequence
of sentencing which a defendant need not be specifically advised before entering a guilty plea.

“Griffin 'v: Martin, 278 S.C.'620, 300 S.E.2d 4827(1983). Therefore, even assuming arguendo this

Court were to find the issue properly raised through the current action in a timely manner,
Applicant has failed entirely to set forth any genuine issue of material fact which, if taken as
true, would entitle him to relief. Therefore, the current action is wholly without merit and must
bé summarily dismissed for the reasons set forth in the previous Conditional Order, as well as
pursuant to S.C. Code § 17-27-80 (c) as there is no genuine issue of material fact and
Respondent ié entitled to judgment as a matter of law.

Accordingly, for all of the reasoﬁs set forth in the prévious Conditioﬁal Order and those

reasons set forth herein, this Court must summarily dismiss the action with prejudice.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, for the reasons set forth in the Court’s, Conditional

Order of Dismissal as well as herein, the application for PCR is hereby denied and dismissed
with prejudice.

This Court hereby advises Applicant that he must file and serve a Notice of Appeal
within thirty (30) days of the service of this Order to secure appellate review., See Rule 203,
SCACR. Applicant’s attention is directed to Rﬁle 243, SCACR, for the procedures follov("ing the

filing and service of the notice of appeal.

_ AND IT IS SO ORDERED this 'Q 3 day of ’FCLFM , 2013.

)

The Honorable L{Zasey ‘Manning
Chief Administrative Judge -
_ Fifth Judicial Circuit
Columbia, South Carolina.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROL. . ) _
) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )
)
Melvin Williams ) CASE NO.
Plaintiff ) 2012-CP-400-3613 o
) R
v. ) MOTION AND ORDERANFORMATIGR
) ' FORM AND COVB’E} S T 7,
State Of South Carolina ) Oy . o
Xl Defendant. ) o2 F e
o fx’\' - -l
e 7 -
Plaintiff’s Attorney: Defendant’s Attorney: @, /& -
Melvin Williams, Bar No. Robert D. Corney, Bar No. Qp;{‘;“ d‘ -
Address: Address: RS )

BROAD RIVER CORRECTIONAL
INSTITUTION

4460 Broad River Road

Columbia, SC, 29210
phone:™ T fax: T

e-mail: other:

Post Office Box 11549
Columbia, South Carolina 29211 )
phone: 803-734-5178 fax: 803-734-4113

-|-e=mail: rcorney@scag:gov- other: — — - I

[ ] MOTION HEARING REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete SECTIONS I and IIT)
[ ] FORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS Iand ar
| X PROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT

ORDER (complete SECTIONS II and IT)

Nature of Motion:
Estimated Time Needed:

SECTION I: Hearing Information

Court Reporter Needed: [ ] YES / XINO

[] Written motion attached
X] Form Motion/Order

SECTION II: Motion/Order Type

I hereby move for relief or a;ﬂ'on by the &r{is set forth in the attached proposed order.
/{

\\\B\' _

Signature of Attorney for [ JPlamiiff / [X)Defendant

Date submitted

[ PAID - AMOUNT:

O Indigent Status

[ JEXEMPT: [ Rule to Show Cause in Child or Spousal Support
(check reason) [ ] Domestic Abuse or Abuse and Neglect
) [ State Agency v. Indigent Party
] Sexually Violent Predator Act
(] Motion for Stay in Bankruptcy
] Motion for Publication
[ Proposed order submitted at request of the court; or,
reduced to writing from motion made in open court per judge’s instructions
Name of Court Reporter: '

SECTION HI: Motion Fee

B3 Post-Conviction Reljef

(] Motion for Execution (Rule 69, SCRCP)

[] Other:
JUDGE’S SECTION
[J Motion Fee to be paid upon filing of the attached
order. . JUDGE
[ Other:
CODE: Date:
CLERK’S VERIFICATION
Date Filed:
Collected by:

SCCAR33 (11-03)
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