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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA -

In The Court of Appeals APR 19 2022

----------------- SC Court of Appeats

APPEAL FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
Court of General Sessions and Common Pleas

The Honorable Ferrell Cothran, Circuit Judge,
The Honorable Maite Murphy, Circuit Judge,

Case No(s). 2021-A10-10200444
2021-A10-10200475
2021-A10-10200476
2021-GS10-02599
2018-CP-10-03315

Alan Nix,
Appellant,
V.
The State of South Carolina, Charleston County, Charleston County
Public Defender Corporation, Churchill Park, Churchill Park at
Parkwest, Inc., Churchill Park Homeowners’ Association, Inc., David

Brown, and Catherine Brown

Respondents,

MOTION TO RESTORE APPEAL, TRANSFER CASE TO SUPREME COURT AND
ADD SC DEPARTMENT OF MENTAL HEALTH AND MEDICAL UNIVERSITY OF
SOUTH CAROLINA AS ADDITIONAL RESPONDENTS
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LIST OF EXHIBITS INCLUDED WITH MOTION

T1: SC Code of Laws, Title 14, Sections 3-310 through 3-330

T2: SC Rule 203

T3: Portions of Notice of Motion and Motion for Rule to Show Cause dated 18 Mar 2022
T4: email chain related to transcript request for 7 Jan 2022 transcript

T5: transcript of 7 Jan 2022 hearing as provided on 25 Mar 2022 — currently challenged due to
being incomplete and misleading

Té6: letter dated 22 February to Ms, Abbott Kitchings and copy of “Order for Competency to
Stand Trial Evaluation Pursuant to State v. Blair” dated 7 Jan 2022 which was filed with the
Court of Appeals on 22 February 2022.

T7: email from Ms. Tammie Holmes, Court Reporter Manager, also dated 29 Mar 2022

T8: order dated 10 Mar 2022 denying appellants’s (my) motion for a subpoena to require Julie
Armstrong, the Charleston County Clerk of Court, to turn over all orders related to the 7 January
2022 hearing in question.

T9: appellant’s / defendant’s motion and certificate of service dated 29 December 2021,
received by Charleston County on 30 December 2021, which, based on information and belief,
remains unfiled by Ms. Julie Armstrong, the Charleston County Clerk of Court.

T10: email and exhibits filing challenge of transcript of 7 Jan 2022 hearing which was provided
on 25 Mar 2022.

NOTE: Exhibits are labeled T1 through T10 and incorparated by inclusion / reference. The
addition of “T” to the number is primarily intended to avoid confusion with exhibits included in
motions filed as exhibits with this motion.

ARGUEMENT

The order dated 29 March 2022, which appears to be signed by Chief Judge H. Bruce

Williams, appears to dismiss case number 2022-00064 for two reasons.

1. Failing to provide a copy of an order(s) of the circuit court referenced in the Notice of

Appeal dated 14 January 2022 which was not originally included in the Notice of Appeal.
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2. Failure to provide a copy of an order from which an appeal may be taken.

Chief Judge H. Bruce Williams appears to be correct in stating that an order authorizing the
transcription of a preliminary hearing in a criminal matter is not appealable according to Rule
203(d)(1)(B). Appellant did not know what the 12 November 2021 order was until after filing
this appeal.

If this were the only order filed with this appeal, either at the time the Notice of Appeal was
filed or as soon as practicable thereafter, Appellant would agree that Chief Judge H. Bruce
Williams’ rationale for signing the order dated 29 March 2022 dismissing this appeal is valid.
However, the facts and record in this case do not support Chief Judge H. Bruce Williams’

rationale for signing this order and/or dismissing this appeal.

Judge Maite Murphy’s order related to ORDER ENJOINING THE PLAINTIFF FROM RE-
FILING THIS MATTER AND IMPOSING SANCTIONS UPON THE PLAINTIFF, at the
behest of, funded by, and for the benefit of Auto Owners Insurance Co., was included as Exhibit
D with the Notice of Appeal. If Ms. Armstrong did not, once again, improperly rely on this
order to attempt to justify not filing defendant’s motion dated 29 December 2022, then Ms.
Armstrong had / has no valid, legal justification for not filing defendants motion contained in this
motion as Exhibit T9. Appellant included this order with the Notice of Appeal dated and filed
14 January 2022 to give Ms. Armstrong and Charleston County the maximum amount of leeway
possible to explain their ongoing failure to properly file the motion contained in both the notice

of appeal and again as T9 in this motion.

According to Rule 203(b)(2), appellant had to file the appeal within ten days of receiving
written notice of the order. The appellant was informed of the order by Ashley Pennington of the
Charleston County Public Defender Corporation via email on 7 January 2022. Hence, Appellant
had to file the notice of appeal no later than Monday, 17 January 2022. To be safe, Appellant
filed the notice of appeal on Friday, 14 January 2022 and included with the Notice of Appeal an
Exhibit B which contained a copy of the email from Ashley Pennington informing the Appellant
of Judge Cothran’s Order. See Rule 203(d)(B)(ii) which pertains to orders and judgments being
challenged if they have / haven not been reduced to writing. Appellant did not know this order

had been reduced to writing until 8 February 2022, after which time he had filed and served a
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motion for a subpoena on 4 February 2020 in an attempt toA obtain the written copy of one of the

order(s).

Despite Appellant asking for a copy of all orders related to the 7 January 2022 hearing via
email on 7 January 2022, and then again via motion on 4 February 2022, Appellant did not
receive a copy of the order related to competency to stand trial until more than 30 days after the

order was apparently signed.

Appellant submitted a motion for a subpoena on 4 February 2022 to acquire all orders related
to the 7 January 2022 hearing. This very court denied that motion without any valid explanation

given.

Even as of the date of this motion, it appears there is an order from 12 January 2022 which
still has not been provided to the appellaht to include with this appeal.

On 22 February 2022, Appellant, in person, filed the Order related to Competency to Stand
Trial with the Court of Appeals. That filing is included again as Exhibit T6. The Competency
to Stand Trial Order does meet the criteria as laid out in SC Code of Laws Section 14-3-330
allowing the South Carolina Supreme Court to review an Order such as Judge Cothran’s from 7
January 2022. Clearly at least one substantial right is affected by Judge Cothran’s 7 January
2022 Competency Order. For example, see page five of Exhibit T3 which is a letter from the
Medical University of South Carolina dated 1 February 2022 advising that such an interview is
not confidential. No one from the Charleston County Public Defender Corporation has ever
advised Appellant of this issue but clearly this seems to have 5% Amendment implications, what

Appellant views as a substantial right and believes most U.S. Courts do also.

Given the intentional and improper methods utilized by the Charleston County Solicitor and
Charleston County Public Defender Corporation to obtain this order, other substantial rights of
the defendant / appellant are also likely impacted in an adverse manner by this order and the

manner which it was procured and attempted to be imposed.
SUMMARY

Appellant agrees with S.C. Court of Appeals Chief Judge H. Bruce Williams that the one
order Mr. Williams identifies in his order of 29 March 2022 does not meet the requirements of an

order which can be appealed as delineated in S.C. Code of Laws Section 14-3-330. Eg. 12
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November 2022 authorization to spend public funds on the transcription of a preliminary
hearing. Appellant acknowledges that if this were the only order on appeal, as Chief Judge H.
Bruce Williams seems to state as fact in his 29 March 2022 order, then it would be proper to

dismiss this appeal for the reasons Chief Judge H. Bruce Williams articulates.

However, Chief Judge H. Bruce Williams, for reasons which he does address whatsoever
in his 29 March 2022 order, neglects that orders were both referenced and actually included in
the 14 January 2022 notice of appeal which do meet the requirement of S.C. Code of Laws
Section 14-3-330. For instance, the Maite Chris Murphy order of 20 September 2019 and the
email from Ashley Pennington of the Charleston County Public Defender Corporation laying out
the majority of the order which he wrote for Judge Cothran to sign on 7 January 2022.

Chief Judge H. Bruce Williams also seems to, hopefully unknowingly, fail to
acknowledge that the order referenced in the 7 January 2022 email from Ashley Pennington was
filed with the S.C, Court of Appeals on 22 February 2022 and it clearly affects substantial rights
of the appellant, even before considering the improper methods utilized by the Charleston

County Solicitor and Charleston County Public Defender Corporation to obtain said order.

Consequently, the basis for Chief Justice H. Bruce Wiliams’ 29 March 2022 order is -
significantly flawed and the appeal should be reinstated.

WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests the Court to:

1. Reinstate this appeal and place the case on hold until the issues with the transcript are
fully and appropriately resolved. (See exhibits for explanation of transcript issues
currently under challenge)

2. Remove the 12 November 2021 order from the appeal.

3. Given that the Court of Appeals has referenced S.C. Code of Laws Section 14-3-330
and thereby acknowledged it does not have jurisdiction to rule on such matters as

raised by this appeal, transfer this appeal to the S.C. Supreme Court after the order to

restore has been filed.
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4. Enter an order requiring opposing counsel and/or the Charleston County Clerk of
Court to turn over to the Appellant all orders stemming from the 7 January 2022
hearing, including but not limited to, the sealed order dated 12 January 2022.

5. Add the South Carolina Department of Mental Health and the Medical University of
South Carolina to this appeal as additional respondents.

6. Enter an order staying any and all orders related to this matter until this appeal and
any related litigation is completed.

7. any other and further relief the Court finds Proper, Prudent and Just.

April 12, 2022 Respectfully submitted,

AR

Alan G. Nix

c/o Michael and Taryn Lazroff
1401 Densmore Circle

Mount Pleasant, SC 29466
(843) 991-4170
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Title 14 - Courts
CHAPTER 3
Supreme Court
ARTICLE 1

Composition, Organization, and Employees

ARTICLE 3
Jurisdiction, Duties and Procedure

SECTION 14-3-310. Original jurisdiction of Supreme Court.

The Supreme Court shall have power to issue writs or orders of injunction, mandamus, quo
warranto, prohibition, certiorari, habeas corpus and other remedial and original writs.

HISTORY: 1962 Code Section 15-121; 1952 Code Section 15-121; 1942 Code Section 26; 1932
Code Section 26; Civ. P. 22 Section 26; Civ. P. '12 Section 11; Civ. P. '02 Section 11; 1896 (22)
Section 1; 1901 (23) 623.

SECTION 14-3-320. Appellate jurisdiction in chancery; review of findings of fact of Family
Court.

The Supreme Court shall have appellate jurisdiction only in cases of chancery, and in such
appeals they shall review the findings of fact as well as the law, except in chancery cases when
the facts are settled by a jury and the verdict not set aside; provided, that in cases which arise out
of the Family Court, except those cases dealing with juvenile misconduct, review by the
Supreme Court of the findings of fact of the Family Court shall be limited to a determination of
whether or not there is substantial evidence to sustain such facts.

HISTORY: 1962 Code Section 15-122; 1952 Code Section 15-122; 1942 Code Section 26; 1932
Code Section 26; Civ. P. 22 Section 26; Civ. P. '12 Section 11; Civ. P. '02 Section 11; 1896 (22)
Section 1; 1901 (23) 623; 1983 Act No. 89 Section 2, eff June 2, 1983.

Editor's Note
The Supreme Court of South Carolina declared Section 14-3-320 unconstitutional to the extent

this section purported to limit the scope of appellate review in domestic cases, in Rutherford v
Rutherford (1992, SC) 414 SE2d 157.



SECTION 14-3-330. Appellate jurisdiction in law cases.

The Supreme Court shall have appellate jurisdiction for correction of errors of law in law cases, and shall
review upon appeal:

(1) Any intermediate judgment, order or decree in a law case involving the merits in actions commenced
in the court of common pleas and general sessions, brought there by original process or removed there
from any inferior court or jurisdiction, and final judgments in such actions; provided, that if no appeal be
taken until final judgment is entered the court may upon appeal from such final judgment review any
intermediate order or decree necessarily affecting the judgment not before appealed from;

(2) An order affecting a substantial right made in an action when such order (a) in effect determines the
action and prevents a judgment from which an appeal might be taken or discontinues the action, (b)
grants or refuses a new trial or (c) strikes out an answer or any part thereof or any pleading in any
action;

"(3) A final order affecting a substantial right made in any special proceeding or upon a summary
application in any action after judgment; and

(4) An interlocutory order or decree in a court of common pleas granting, continuing, modifying, or
refusing an injunction or granting, continuing, modifying, or refusing the appointment of a receiver.

HISTORY: 1962 Code Section 15-123; 1952 Code Section 15-123; 1942 Code Section 26; 1932 Code
Section 26; Civ. P. '22 Section 26; Civ. P. '12 Section 11; Civ. P. '02 Section 11; 1896 (22) Section 1; 1901
(23) 623; 1991 Act No. 115, Section 2, eff June 5, 1991.
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RULE 203
NOTICE OF APPEAL

(a) Notice. A party intending to appeal must serve and file a notice of appeal and otherwise
comply with these Rules. Service and filing are defined by Rule 262.

(b) Time for Service.

(1) Appeals From the Court of Common Pleas. A notice of appeal shall be served on all
respondents within thirty (30) days after receipt of written notice of entry of the order or
judgment. When a timely motion for judgment n.o.v. (Rule 50, SCRCP), motion to alter or
amend the judgment (Rules 52 and 59, SCRCP), or a motion for a new trial (Rule 59, SCRCP)
has been made, the time for appeal for all parties shall be stayed and shall run from receipt of
written notice of entry of the order granting or denying such motion. When a form or other short
order or judgment indicates that a more full and complete order or judgment is to follow, a party
need not appeal until receipt of written notice of entry of the more complete order or judgment.

(2) Appeals From the Court of General Sessions. After a plea or trial resulting in conviction
or a proceeding resulting in revocation of probation, a notice of appeal shall be served on all
respondents within ten (10) days after the sentence is imposed. In all other cases, a notice of
appeal shall be served on all respondents within ten (10) days after receipt of written notice of
entry of the order or judgment. When a timely post-trial motion is made under Rule 29(a),
SCRCrimP, the time to appeal shall be stayed and shall begin to run from receipt of written
notice of entry of an order granting or denying such motion. In those cases in which the State is
allowed to appeal a pre-trial order or ruling, the notice of appeal must be served within ten (10)
days of receiving actual notice of the ruling or order; provided, however, that the notice of appeal
must be served before the jury is sworn or, if tried without a jury, before the State begins the
presentation of its case in chief.

(3) Appeals From the Family Court. A notice of appeal in a domestic relations action shall be
served in the same manner provided by Rule 203(b)(1). A notice of appeal in a juvenile action
shall be served in the same manner as provided by Rule 203(b)(2).

(4) Appeals From Masters and Special Referees. The notice of appeal from an order or

judgment issued by a master or special referee shall be served in the same manner as provided by
Rule 203(b)(1).

(5) Appeals From Probate Court. When a direct appeal is authorized by S.C. Code Ann. § 62-
1-308(g), the notice of appeal shall be served in the same manner as provided by Rule 203(b)(1).

(6) Appeals From Administrative Tribunals. When a statute allows a decision of the
administrative law court or agency (administrative tribunal) to be appealed directly to the
Supreme Court or the Court of Appeals, the notice of appeal shall be served on the agency, the
administrative law court (if it has been involved in the case) and all parties of record within thirty
(30) days after receipt of the decision. If a timely petition for rehearing is filed with the
administrative tribunal, the time to appeal for all parties shall be stayed and shall run from



receipt of the decision granting or denying that motion. If a decision indicates that a more full
and complete decision is to follow, a party need not appeal until receipt of the more complete
decision.

(c) Cross-Appeals. A respondent may institute a cross-appeal by serving a notice of appeal on
all adverse parties, or in the case of an appeal from the administrative tribunal, by serving a
notice of appeal on the agency, the administrative law court (if it has been involved in the case)
and all parties of record, within five (5) days after receipt of appellant’s notice of appeal, or
within the time prescribed by Rule 203(b), whichever period last expires.

(d) Filing.
(1) Appeals from the Circuit Court, Family Court and Probate Court.

(A) Where to File. The notice of appeal shall be filed with the clerk of the lower court and with
the Clerk of the Supreme Court in the following cases:

(i) Any final judgment from the circuit court which includes a sentence of death.

(ii) Any final judgment involving a challenge on state or federal grounds to the constitutionality
of a state law or county or municipal ordinance where the principal issue is one of the
constitutionality of the law or ordinance; provided, however, in any case where the Supreme
Court finds that the constitutional issue raised is not a significant one, the Supreme Court may
transfer the case to the Court of Appeals.

(iii) Any final judgment from the circuit court involving the authorization, issuance, or proposed
issuance of general obligation debt, revenue, institutional, industrial, or hospital bonds of the
State, its agencies, political subdivisions, public service districts, counties, and municipalities, or
any other indebtedness now or hereafter authorized by Article X of the Constitution of this State.
(iv) Any final judgment from the circuit court pertaining to elections and election procedure.

(v) Any order limiting an investigation by a State Grand Jury under S.C. Code Ann. § 14-7-1630.

(vi) Any order of the family court relating to an abortion by a minor under S.C. Code Ann. § 44-
41-33.

In all other cases, the notice of appeal shall be filed with the clerk of the lower court and the
Clerk of the Court of Appeals.

(B) When and What to File. The notice of appeal shall be filed with the clerk of the lower court
and the clerk of the appellate court within ten (10) days after the notice of appeal is served. The
notice filed with the appellate court shall be accompanied by the following:

(1) Proof of service showing that the notice has been served on all respondents;



(ii) A copy of the order(s) and judgment(s) to be challenged on appeal if they have been reduced
to writing;

(iii) A filing fee as set by order of the Supreme Court;[1] this fee is not required for criminal
appeals or appeals by the State of South Carolina or its departments or agencies;

(iv) If the appeal is from a guilty plea, an Alford[2] plea or a plea of nolo contendere, a written
explanation showing that there is an issue which can be reviewed on appeal. This explanation
should identify the issue(s) to be raised on appeal and the factual basis for the issue(s) including
how the issue(s) was raised below and the ruling of the lower court on that issue(s). If an issue
was not raised to and ruled on by the lower court, the explanation shall include argument and
citation to legal authority showing how this issue can be reviewed on appeal. If the appellant
fails to make a sufficient showing, the notice of appeal may be dismissed;

(v) If the notice of appeal is from a post-conviction relief case and the lower court determined
that the post-conviction relief action is barred as successive or being untimely under the statute
of limitations, the written explanation required by Rule 243(c), SCACR; and,

(vi) If the notice of appeal is from a habeas corpus proceeding and the lower court determined
that habeas corpus relief was improper because the issues could have been raised in a timely
application under the Post-Conviction Relief Act (see Simpson v. State, 329 S.C. 43, 495 S.E.2d
429 (1998)), a written explanation as to why this determination was improper. This explanation
must contain sufficient facts, argument and citation to legal authority to show that there is an
arguable basis for asserting that the determination by the lower court was improper. If the
appellant fails to make a sufficient showing, the notice of appeal may be dismissed.




(B) When and What to File. The notice oflappeal shall be filed with the clerk of the lower court and the
clerk of the appellate court within ten {10) days after the notice of appeal is served. The notice filed with
the appellate court shall be accompanied by the following:(i)Proof of service showing that the notice has
been served on all respondents;(ii)A copy of the order(s) and judgment(s) to be challenged on appeal if
they have been reduced to writing;(iii)A filing fee as set by order of the Supreme Court;[1] this fee is not
required for criminal appeals or appeals by the State of South Carolina or its departments or
agencies;(iv)If the appeal is from a guilty plea, an Alford[2] plea or a plea of nolo contendere, a written
explanation showing that there is an issue which can be reviewed on appeal. This explanation should
identify the issue(s) to be raised on appeal and the factual basis for the issue(s) including how the
issue(s) was raised below and the ruling of the lower court on that issue(s). If an issue was not raised to
and ruled on by the lower court, the explanation shall include argument and citation to legal authority
showing how this issue can be reviewed on appeal. If the appellant fails to make a sufficient showing,
the notice of appeal may be dismissed;(v)if the notice of appeal is from a post-conviction relief case and
the lower court determined that the post-conviction relief action is barred as successive or being
untimely under the statute of limitations, the written explanation required by Rule 243(c), SCACR;
and,(vi)If the notice of appeal is from a habeas corpus proceeding and the lower court determined that
habeas corpus relief was improper because the issues could have been raised in a timely application
under the Post-Conviction Relief Act (see Simpson v. State, 329 S.C. 43, 495 S.E.2d 429 (1998)), a written
explanation as to why this determination was improper. This explanation must contain sufficient facts,
argument and citation to legal authority to show that there is an arguable basis for asserting that the
determination by the lower court was improper. If the appellant fails to make a sufficient showing, the
notice of appeal may be dismissed.

SECTION 14-3-330. Appellate jurisdiction in law cases.

The Suprame Court shall have appellate Jurlsdlctlon for correction of errors of law in law cases, and shall
review upon appeal: :

(1) Any intermediate judgment, order or decree in a law case involving the merits in actions commenced
in the court of common pleas and general sessions, brought there by original process or removed there
from any inferior court or jurisdiction, and final judgments in such actions; provided, that if no appeal be
taken until final judgment is entered the court may upon appeal from such final judgment review any
intermediate order or decree necessarily affecting the judgment not before appealed from;

(2) An order affecting a substantial right made in an action when such order (a) in effect determines
the action and prevents a judgment from which an appeal might be taken or discontinues the action,
(b) grants or refuses a new trial or (c) strikes out an answer or any part thereof or any pleading in any
action;

(3) Afinal order affecting a substantial right made in any special proceeding or upon a summary
application in any action after judgment; and



(4) An interlocutory order or decree in a court of common pleas granting, continuing, modifying, or
refusing an injunction or granting, continuing, modifying, or refusing the appointment of a receiver.

HISTORY: 1962 Code Section 15-123; 1952 Code Section 15-123; 1942 Code Section 26; 1932 Code
Section 26; Civ. P. '22 Section 26; Civ. P. '12 Section 11; Civ. P. '02 Section 11; 1896 (22) Section 1; 1901
(23) 623; 1991 Act No. 115, Section 2, eff June 5,1991.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
Vs,
ALAN GREGORY NIX,

DEFENDANT.

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

MOTION COVERSHEET

Aurrest Warrant #2021A1010200475
Arrest Warrant #2021-GS-10-02599

Indictment #
Indictment #2021-GS-10-02600
Indictment #2021-GS-10-02599

Solicitor; Nicholas B. Uricchio

Bar No. 103552

Address: 101 Meeting Street, Suite 400
Charleston, SC 29401

Phone: (843) 958-1903
E-mail: UricchioN@SCSolicitorS.org

Defendant's Attorney: Benjamin A. Mack
Bar No. 102068

Address:101 Meeting Street, Suite 500
Charleston, SC 29401

Phone: (843) 958-1850
E-mail: bmack@chatlestoncounty.org

XMOTION HEARING REQUESTED

OFORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED

CIPROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT ORDER

SECTION I: Hearing Information
Nature of Motion: Notice of Motion and Motion For Rule to Show Cause

Estimated Time Needed: 10 minutes Court Reporter Needed: XIYES CONO

XiWritten motion attached
O Form Motion/Order

SECTION II: Motion/Order Type

1 hereby move for rehef or action by the court as set forth in the attached proposed order.
/ Cd

/l’:
L
/“

3/18/2022

Signature of X KSolicitor OAttorney for Defendant *

Date submitted




IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSSIONS <

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 3
) s
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT ‘ L
) i
) ! 2]
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) Warrant No(s): 2021A1010200475; e
) 2021-G8-10-02599 -
) : L
vs. ) Indictment No(s): 2021-GS-10-02600; ! ?
) 2021-GS-10-02599 ' -
)
ALAN GREGORY NIX,, ) Charges: Opposing Law Enforcement Officer Serving Process;
) Threatening Life, Person, or Family of a Public Official
Defendant. )
) Notice of Motion and Motion For Rule to Show Cause
)
)
)

TO: ALAN GREGORY NIX, DEFENDANT AND BENJAMIN MACK, ATTORNEY FOR THE DEFENDANT

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the State of South Carolina, by and through the undersigned attorney, moves
this Honorable Court to issue a Rule To Show Canse in the above referenced cases. The Rule To Show Cause is

made on the following grounds:

1. The Defendant, Alan Gregory Nix, failed to appear for a Motion to Clarify Representation on Friday,
January 7, 2022. Upon hearing from the State, Circuit Court Judge R. Ferrell Cothran, Jr. ordered the
Defendant to be evaluated for competency to stand trial. The Order for Competency to Stand Trial
Evaluation was signed by Judge R. Ferrell Cothran and filed on January 13, 2022. (Copy of the Order for
Competency to Stand Trial Bvaluation is attached here unto as Exhibit One.) |

2. On February 1, 2022, Medical University of South Carolina (MUSC) sent a letter notifying the Defendant’s
Attorney Benjamin Mack that Alan Nix’s competency evaluation was scheduled for Tuesday, February 15,
2022 at 9:00 A.M. at the MUSC Forensic Psychiatry Program located at 29-C Leinbach Drive, Charleston,
SC 29407. (Copy of MUSC Appointment Letter is attached here unto as Exhibit Two.)

3. On February 15,2022, the Defendant missed his scheduled competency evaluation appointment with
MUSC Forensic Psychiatry Program. (Copy of MUSC Missed Appoiniment Letter is attached here unto as

Exhibit Three.)




4. On February 15, 2022, MUSC sent a letter notifying the Defendant’s Attorney Benjamin Mack and
i
Charleston County Sheriff Kristin Graziano that Alan Nix’s second competency evaluation was scheduled
for Friday, March 18, 2022 at 9:00 A.M. at the MUSC Forensic Psychiatry Program located at 29-C
Leinbach Drive, Charleston, SC 29407. (Copy of MUSC Appointment Letter is attached here unto as
Exhibit Four.) ’

5. On Thursday, March 17, 2022, the Defendant sent an email to multiple parties stating he was aware of the
scheduled competency evaluation at MUSC Forensic Psychiatry Program on Friday, March 18,2022, at
9:30 A.M. (Copy of Defendant’s Email is attached here unto as Exhibit Five.)

6. On Friday, March 18, 2022, the Defendant sent an email to multiple parties stating he was unlikely to
attend the scheduled competency evaluation at MUSC Forensic Psychiatry Program on Friday, March 18,
2022, at 9:30 A M. (Copy of Defendant’s Email is attacheci here unto as Exhibit Six.)

7. On March 18, 2022, the Defendant missed his scheduled competency evaluation appointment with MUSC
Forensic Psychiatry Program. (Copy of MUSC Missed Appointment Letter is attached here unto as Exhibit

Seven.)

The State moves this Court to order the Defendant to appear before the Court of General Sessions to show
cause, why the Defendant should not be held in contempt of court for failure to abide by the Order for Competency
to Stand Trial Evaluation of the Court of General Sessions dated January 13, 2022, and why such provisions of said
Order should not be strictly adhered to.

Respectfully Submitted:

7

-“d o

Nicholas Brooks Uricchio,
Assistant Solicitor B
Ninth Circuit Solicitor’s Office <

Charleston, South Carolina
March 18, 2022

li
|
|
!
|
}
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Forensie Psychiatry Program

Departinent of Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences
29C Leinbach Drive

Charleston, SC 29407

Tel 843.792.1461

Fax 843.792.2254

forensicpsychiatry@musc.edu

MEDICAL UNIVERSITY
of SOUTH CAROLINA

February 1,2022

Benjamin A. Mack, Esquire
101 Meeting Street, 5% Floor
Chatleston, SC 29401

Dear Attorney Mack:
A court ordered evaluation for Alan G. Nix _ is scheduled for Tuesday, February 15, 2022 at

9:00 A.M. at the Medical University of South Carolina, Forensic Psychiatry Program, 29-C Leinbach Drive,
Charleston, SC 29407. The officers must stay in the building until the evaluation is completed.

Competence to stand trial evaluations may include questions about potential evidence and limited discussion of
the alleged offense(s). Criminal responsibility evaluations may include extensive discussion of the alleged
offense(s). Consequently, some defendants decline to participate before consulting with their attorney or ask that
their attorney attend the evaluation. Therefore, we ask that you speak with your client prior to this appointment
to advise him or her of the non-confidential nature of the evaluation and how to proceed. We also ask that you
do not forward this letter directly to your client or to the client’s family. Please note, due to security
concerns and space constraints, we ask that you limit accompanying parties during the evaluation
process. Contact our office in advance, should you require special accommodations.

Because we do not provide fransportation, please arrange for your client to be transported. If your client is in
jail, you may need to obtain a transport order that directs a detention facility or sheriff’s department to bring
your client to the appointment.

Additionally, if you have any information that may be relevant to this defendant’s past or current mental health,
which you have not yet discussed with us or forwarded to us, please do so immediately. Our telephone number
is (843) 792-1461. Our fax number is (843) 792-2254.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Allison Floyd
Forensic Administrative Assistant

cc: Nick Uricchio, Esquire
Tamika Daniels, DM
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Forensic Psychiatry Program
Depattment of Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences

i 29C Leinbach Drive
s MUSC Charleston, SC 29407
MEDICAL UNIVERSITY : Tel 843.792.1461

> p A& Fax 843.792.2254
of SOUTH CARGLINA forensiepsychiatry@musc.edu

February 15, 2022

Benjamin A. Mack, Esquire
101 Meeting Street, 5% Floor
Charleston, SC 29401

Re: The State of South Carolina v Alan G. Nix
Department of Mental Health
Charleston County Court of General Sessions

Dear Attorney Mack,

In accordance with the court order issued by the Honorable Judge R. Ferrell Cothran, Jr., a forensic

evaluation was initiated by South Carolina Department of Mental Health (DMH). However, no report

can be issued at this time due to the following:

1. [] The defendant, who is in custody, was not transported by law enforcement for the first
scheduled appointment. The defense attorney should confirm the defendant’s transportation
arrangements for the next scheduled appointment.

2. ] The defendant, who is in custody, was not transported by law enforcement for the second
scheduled appointment. The defense attorpey must contact our office within 15 days of the
date of this letter in order to have the evaluation process resumed.

3.[X| The defendant, who is not in custody, failed to appear for the first scheduled appointment. As
provided for in the court order, once the evaluation has been rescheduled, the defendant
will be taken into custody in order to complete the evaluation.

4.[ ] The defendant refused to cooperate due to desire to not participate, to speak with attorney, or to
have attorney present for the interview process. The eourt must contact our office within 15
days of the date of this letter in order to have the evaluation process resumed.

5.[] The defendant needs an additional interview.

6. ] The defendant needed emergency hospitalization, which was arranged by our office.

7.1 ] The defendant needs a joint evaluation with the Department of Disabilities and Special Needs,
which our office will arrange

8. ] The defendant needs a 15-30 day pericd of inpatient evaluation, which our office will arrange.

“An equal opportunity employer, promoting workplace diversity. "




9.[] The forensic examiner needs a psychological or medical consultation on the defendant, which
our office will arrange.

10. [ ] Additional records and/or data from informants are needed.

11.[ ] Other:

As noted above, if no report can be issued due to reason(s) listed above the defense attorney must
contact our office within 15 days of the date of this letter in order to have the evaluation process
resumed. To have the process resumed, please contact Allison Floyd 843-792-1461. If after 15 days
no contact bas been made, the Court will be notified that the evaluation cannot be completed due to
reason(s) outlined above.

Sincerely,

Allison Floyd
Forensic Administrative Assistant

co: Nick Uricchio, Solicitor
Tamika Daniels, DMH




EXHIBIT
- FOUR




Forensic Psychiatry Program

Department of Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences
29C Leinbach Drive

Charleston, SC 29407

: Tel 843.792.1461
MEDICAL UNIVERSITY Fax 843.792.2254
of SOUTH CAROLINA forensicpsychiatry@.musc.edu

February 15, 2022

Sheriff Kristin Graziano
Charleston County Sheriff’s Office
100 Broad Street # 381
Charleston, SC 29401

Re: The State v. Alan G. Nix
Warrant #:; 2021A1010200475

Dear Sheriff Graziano:

Mor. Alan G. Nix is on bond and court-ordered to undergo evaluations of competency to stand trial and/or
criminal responsibility by The Honorable R. Ferrell Cothran, Jr.

Mr. Alan G. Nix was scheduled for an evaluation on February 15,2022 but did not meet this appointment. The
section of the court order entitled “COMPLIANCE DEADLINE/TRANSPORT FOR EVALUATION? states
that “In the event defendant does not appear at the scheduled examination, upon written notice of such failure by
the examining agency to the Sheriff of the county in which this case arose, defendant shall be taken into custody
by the Sheriff and held until an examination can be scheduled and completed, and thereafter shall be released.”
As such, DMH respectfuily requests that Mr. Alan G. Nix be taken into custody prior to the next appomtment
and held until the examination can be completed.

‘We have rescheduled the evaluation for Friday, March 18 at 9:00 am. Please make arrangements to have
Mr. Alan G, Nix transported to the Medieal University of South Carolina, Forensic Psychiatry Program,
29-C Leinbach Drive, Charxleston, SC 29407. The officers must stay in the building until the evaluation is
completed.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter. If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at
843.792.1461.

Respectiully,

Allison Floyd a

Forensic Administrative Assistant

ce: Nick Uricchio, Solicitor
Benjamin A. Mack, Defense Attorney
Tamika Daniels, DMH
Charleston County Detention Center

Attachment: Court order and Outpatient Information Appointment Sheet




EXHIBIT
SEVEN




Forensic Psychiatry Program
Department of Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences

29C Leinbach Drive
) M USC Charleston, SC 29407
MEDICAL UNIVERSITY Tel 843,792.1461

Fax 843.792.2254
of SOUTH CAROLINA forensicpsychiatry@muse.edu

March 18, 2022

Benjamin A. Mack, Esquire
101 Meeting Street, 5 Floor
Charleston, SC 29401

Re: The State of South Carolina v Alan G. Nix
Department of Mental Health
Charleston County Court of General Sessions

Dear Attorney Mack,

In accordance with the court order issued by the Honorable Judge R. Ferrell Cothran, Jr., a forensic

evaluation was initiated by South Carolina Department of Mental Health (DMH). However, no report

can be issued at this time due to the following:

1. [[] The defendant, who is in custody, was not transported by law enforcement for the first
scheduled appointment. The defense attorney should confirm the defendant’s transportation
arrangements for the next scheduled appointment.

2.[ ] The defendant, who is in custody, was not transported by law enforcement for the second
scheduled appointment. The defense attorney must contact our office within 15 days of the
date of this letter in order to have the evaluation process resumed.

3. The defendant, who is not in custody, failed to appear for the second scheduled appointment..

4.[] The defendant refused to cooperate due to desire to not participate, to speak with attorney, or to
have attorney present for the interview process. The court must contact our office within 15
days of the date of this letter in order to have the evaluation process resumed.

5.[ ] The defendant needs an additional interview.

6.[ ] The defendant needed emergency hospitalization, which was arranged by our office.

7.1 The defendant needs a joint evaluation with the Department of Disabilities and Special Needs,
which our office will arrange

8.[ 1 The defendant needs a 15-30 day period of inpatient evaluation, which our office will arrange.

9.[ ] The forensic examiner needs a psychological or medical consultation on the defendant, which
our office will arrange.

“An equal apportunity employer, pronmoting workplace diversity.”




10. [} Additional records and/or data from informants are needed.

11. [ ] Other:

As noted above, if no report can be issued due to reason(s) listed above the defense attorney must
contact our office within 15 days of the date of this letter in order to have the evaluation process
resumed. To have the process resumed, please contact Allison Floyd 843-792-1461. If after 15 days
no contact has been made, the Court will be notified that the evaluation cannot be completed due to
reason(s) outlined above.

Sincerely,

Aﬂwzrf\\?%gfo@. !
Allison Floyd
Forensic Administrative Assistant

cc: Nick Uricchio, Solicitor
Tamika Daniels, DMH




Exhibit
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agnix1@hotmail.com
L~ e

From: agnix1@hotmail.com

Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 1:08 PM

To: 'Smith, Krystal J.'

Cc: ‘Benjamin A. Mack’; ‘Ashley Pennington’; '"Amanda Hiouel'; ‘Courtney Kinowski; 'Gaylord

R. Combs'; ‘Cassandra Woosley'; ‘Solicitor’; awilson@scag.gov; Jeff Young?;
mkeel@sled.sc.gov; 'Scarlett Wilson'; 'Nicholas Uricchio®; ‘Kevin Mims":
tthames@wjlaw.net; ‘Natalie A. Ham'; hyoung@sccid.sc.gov; aclifford@cpc.sc.gov; ‘Julie
Armstrong’; elizabeth.hutto@scdmbh.org; ‘Transcripts’; tkohn@sccourts.org;
drachmar@musc.edu; 'Bill Mulbry"; sandy@sennlegal.com; mulld@musc.edy;
fieldsc@musc.edu; sussman@musc.edu; elizabeth.hutto@scdmh.org;
kenneth.rogers@scdmh.org; 'Adam Lambert’; aflynn@irf.sc.gov;
ilias.nigamatov@scdmh.org; ‘Laura Westbrook'; stephanie.trotter@mccabetrotter.com;
ryanmccabe@schouse.gov; sandysenn@scsenate.gov; plogan@sled.sc.gov

Subject: RE: ACTION REQUIRED: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing

Attachments: Nix, Alan - Order for State Evaluation.pdf; 01072022
_Charleston_GS_Cothran_transcripts_AlanNix.pdf; Filed State's Motion For Rule to Show
Cause - Alan Nix.pdf; Haselden Bail Proceeding Form 11 26 Jan 2021.pdf

Ms. Smith,
| need a response to the below from last Friday by 1900 today, Monday, 28 March 2022. Copied again immediately
below for ease of reference.

“As a first observations, shouldn’t this transcript start with some type of calling of the case(s) by the court? Please
review your notes, recordings, etc and amend to include that important information since the reason for this hearing is
obviously one of the important disagreements between the Charleston County Public Defender Corporation, the
Charlesten County Solicitor and myself. If you can’t find that information with these cases, please review the recordings,
notes, etc for the case(s) immediately pnor to this one and let us know if we have to get another transcrlpt to fully
resolve this issue.” : . :

To clarify, i seriously doubt a hearing of any sort starts with someone other than a judge or court personnel stating the
case numbars and reason for the hearing. =I’m sure Mr. Mack discussed this with you on or about 15 March 2022 when
you all discussed this matter. Ironically, another Ms. Smith that works for Charleston County, taught me agood bit
about “madifying” transcripts to further improper conduct at the expense of defendants.

[ will not be‘submitting this transcript to the court of appeals until this and any other issues are cleared up.

Best regards,
Alan Nix

From: agnix1 @hotmail.com <agnixl@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 25, 2022 5:05 PM -

To: 'Smith, Krystal J.' <krsmith@sccourts.org>

Cc: 'Benjamin A. Mack’ <BMack@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Ashley Pennington' <APennington@charlestoncounty.org>;
'"Amanda Hiouel' <Hiouela@scsolicitor9.org>; 'Courtney Kinowski' <CKinowski@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Gaylord R.
Combs' <CRCombs@charlestoncounty org>; 'Cassandra Woosley' <cwoosley@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Solicitor'
<Solicitor@scsolicitor9.org>; awilson@scag.gov; 'Jeff Young' <JYoung@scag.gov>; mkeel@sled.sc.gov; 'Scarlett Wilson'
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<wilsons@scsolicitor9.org>; 'Nicholas Uricchio' <UricchioN@SCSolicitor9.org>; 'Kevin Mims' <kmims@Iimlawllp.com>;
tthames@wjlaw.net; ‘Natalie A. Ham' <NHam@charlestoncounty.org>; hyoung@sccid.sc.gov; aclifford@cpc.sc.gov;
‘Julie Armstrong' <JArmstrong@charlestoncounty.org>; elizabeth.hutto@scdmbh.org; 'Transcripts'
<transcripts@sccourts.org>; tkohn@sccourts.org; drachmar@musc.edu; 'Bill Mulbry'
<mulbry@scforensicpsychiatry.com>; sandy@sennlegal.com; mulld@musc.edu; fieldsc@musc.edu;
sussman@musc.edu; elizabeth.hutto@scdmh.org; kenneth.rogers@scdmbh.org; 'Adam Lambert' <adam@alhfirm.com>;
aflynn@irf.sc.gov; ilias.nigamatov@scdmh.org; 'Laura Westbrook' <laura.westbrook@scdmh.org>;
stephanie.trotter@mccabetrotter.com; ryanmccabe@schouse.gov; sandysenn@scsenate.gov; plogan@sled.sc.gov
Subject: RE: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing

Please let me know if | have somehow missed a response. | will be working all weekend to deal with this misconduct, etc
so please feel free to respond over the weekend as well.

Ashiey, Benjimen, etc.
If you all have filed a motion / memo in opposition to you ail’s friends one floor below you all, please forward for me for
review and my reference. Perhaps just a strong recommendation to withdraw that thing from last Friday?

It appears next week is shaping up to be another disaster for 101 Meeting St and Associates.

Best regards,
Alan Nix

From: agnix1@hotmail.com <agnixi@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 25, 2022 12:44 PM

To: 'Smith, Krystal J." <krsmith@sccourts.org>

Cc: 'Benjamin A. Mack' <BMack@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Ashley Pennington’ <APennington@charlestoncounty.org>;
‘Amanda Hiouel' <Hiouela@scsolicitor9.org>; 'Courtney Kinowski' <CKinowski@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Gaylord R.
Combs' <GRCombs@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Cassandra Woosley' <cwoosley@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Solicitor'
<Solicitor@scsolicitor9.org>; awilson@scag.gov; 'Jeff Young' <JYoung®scag.gov>; mkeel@sled.sc.gov; 'Scarlett Wilson'
<wilsons@scsolicitor9.org>; 'Nicholas Uricchio' <UricchioN@SCSolicitor9.org>; 'Kevin Mims' <kmims@Imlawlip.com>;
tthames@wilaw.net; ‘Natalie A. Ham' <NHam @charlestoncounty.org>; hyoung@sccid.sc.gov; aclifford@cpe.sc.gov:
'Julie Armstrong' <JArmstrong@charlestoncounty.org>; elizabeth.hutto@scdmh.org; "Transcripts'
<transcripts@sccourts.org>; tkohn@sccourts.org; drachmar@musc.edu; 'Bill Mulbry'
<mulbry@scforensicpsychiatry.com>; sandy@sennlegal.com; mulld@musc.edu: fieldsc@musc.edu;
sussman@musc.eduy; elizabeth.hutto@scdmh.org; kenneth.rogers@scdmh.org; 'Adam Lambert! <adam@alhfirm.com>;
aflynn@irf.sc.gov; ilias.nigamatov@scdmh.org; 'Laura Westbrook' <laura.westbrook@scdmbh.org>;
stephanie.trotter@mccabetrotter.com; ryanmccabe @schouse.gov; sandysenn@scsenate.gov; plogan@sled.sc.gov
Subject: RE: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing

Thank you Ms. Smith.

As a first observations, shouldn’t this transcript start with some type of calling of the case(s) by the court? Please
review your notes, recordings, etc and amend to include that important information since the reason for this hearing is
obviously one of the important disagreements between the Charleston County Public Defender Corporation, the
Charleston County Solicitor and myself. If you can’t find that information with these cases, please review the
recordings, notes, etc for the case(s) immediately prior to this one and let us know if we have to get another transcript
to fully resolve this issue.

Charleston County Public Defender Corporation, Charleston County Solicitor, etc.,
Perhaps you all would like to / should review the transcript attached in reference to the Order you ail teamed up to
create?



In the mean time, please let me know whose device you all used to create this order, what time you started and
completed that process, what time you took it to Judge Cothran to have it signed, how long he reviewed you all’s Order
before signing it, what time he signed it and who filed it six days later. Please provide at least these answers prior to
close of business today.

Best regards,
Alan Nix

From: Smith, Krystal J. <krsmith@sccourts.org>

Sent: Friday, March 25, 2022 10:07 AM

To: agnix1@hotmail.com

Subject: Re: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing

Good morning,

| went to the post office this morning with the notice and picked up the mail from you. Attached please find
the PDF of the request transcript. Do you want the signed certified copy mailed to the address on your mail?
1401 Densmore Circle, Mount Pleasant 294667

Thank you,
Krystal J. Smith

From: agnix1@hotmail.com <agnixl@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2022 8:28 AM

To: Smith, Krysial J. <krsmith@sccourts.org>

Cc: Kohn, Tonnya K. <tkohn@sccourts.org>; PD Sth Circuit <apennington@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Benjamin A. Mack'
<BMack@charlestoncounty.org>; ‘Cassandra Woosley' <cwoosley@charlestoncounty.org>; Wilson, Scarlett A.
<wilsons@scsolicitor9.org>; 'Nicholas Uricchio' <UricchioN@SCSolicitor9.org>; Young, Hervery <hyoung@®sccid.sc.gov>;
aclifford@cpc.sc.gov <aclifford@cpc.sc.gov>; awilson@scag.gov <awilson@scag.gov>; 'Kevin Mims'
<kmims@Imlawllp.com>; cmcnair@Imlawllp.com <cmcnair@imlawllp.com>; tthames@wijlaw.net
<tthames@wijlaw.net>; 'Natalie A. Ham' <NHam@charlestoncounty.org>; Armstrong, Julie
<jarmstrong@charlestoncounty.org>; Nichols, John S. <jsnichols@sccourts.org>; Transcripts <transcripts@sccourts.ocrg>;
Herrington, Karams <kbherrington@sccourts.org>; hryan@sccid.sc.gov <hrvan@sccid.sc.eov>

Subject: RE: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing

Good morning Ms. Smith and apologize for the slow reply.

First, the money order for $50.00 should arrive today. Given the disturbing facts surrounding this situation, along with
the already incurred damages caused, | highly recommend not returning the payment and emailing the transcript as
quickly as possible.

Additionally, even given the highly questionable conduct at Court Administration over the last two plus months related
to this matter, this situation still could have been avoided if Mr. Mack had done as was required and copied all parties
involved in the appeal on his communications with you last week.

As for the refund, given Mr. Mack improperly used public funds to obtain this transcript after being on notice it élready
being ordered, | would recommend any money you return be sent back to The State so the public funds which were
improperly used can be properly credited / reimbursed. | am confident Mr. Young (hyoung@sccid.sc.gov) or Mr. Ryan
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(hryan@sccid.sc.gov) can assist you with ensuring any funds you return are properly applied back to the public funds
improperly utilized.

Thank you Ms. Smith. Please provide the transcript as soon as is possible so | can confirm that the attached order is
based on less than accurate information.

Best regards,
Alan Nix

From: Smith, Krystal J. <krsmith@sccourts.org>

Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2022 1:14 PM

To: agnixi@hotmail.com

Subject: Re: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing

Good afternoon,

| checked with Court Admin regarding being paid too much for a transcript. | was informed that | can only
accept the proper amount for a copy and no more. If you wish to donate the difference, you would have to do
that on your own. As such, if [ receive a payment for too much, I have to either return the payment or
purchase a money order for the difference and return it to you with the copy of the transcript. If that is the
case, please provide the address where you need the transcript and the difference refund sent.

Krystal J. Smith

From: agnix1@hotmail.com <agnixl@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 21, 2022 7:11 PM

To: Smith, Krystal J. <krsmith@sccourts.org>; Transcripts <transcripts@sccourts.org>; Herrington, Karama
<kbherrington@sccourts.org>

Cc: Kohn, Tonnya K. <tkohn@sccourts.org>; PD 9th Circuit <apennington@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Benjamin A. Mack’
<BMack@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Cassandra Woosley' <cwoosley@charlestoncounty.org>; Wilson, Scarlett A.
<wilsons@scsolicitor9.org>; 'Nicholas Uricchio' <UricchioN@SCSolicitor9.org>; Young, Hervery <hyoung@sccid.sc.gov>;
aclifford@cpc.sc.gov <aclifford @cpc.sc.gov>; awilson@scag.gov <awilson@scag.gov>; 'Kevin Mims'
<kmims@imlawlip.com>; cmcnair@imlawllp.com <cmcnair@Imlawllp.com>; tthames@wilaw.net
<tthames@wjlaw.net>; 'Natalie A. Ham' <NHam@charlestoncounty.org>; Armstrong, Julie
<jarmstrong@charlestoncounty.ocrg>; Nichols, John S. <jsnichols@sccourts.org>

Subject: RE: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing

Thank you Ms. Smith.
| understand that the transcript has already been produced and that a copy is less per page. |am paying the full $5.00
per page expedited rate for several reasons, and to clarify, none of those reasons is because | am apparently delusional.

I'am almost certain that the Charleston County Public Defender Corporation intentionally ordered the transcript after |
had ordered it with the full knowledge it had been already been ordered. See email from me in the attachment dated 11

Jan 2022. In the Federal Government, this would be, at a minimum, a clear case of waste, fraud and abuse.

| also obviously have serious concerns about the significant delay of this transcript being assigned, produced, etc.



If you do not wish to accept the full $50.00 for the transcript, please donate the remainder to the World Central
Kitchen. Their website donation url is https://donate.wck.org/give/236738/#!/donation/checkout and they are, once
again, doing amazing work in Ukraine.

t will copy you on the motion to Judge Cothran.

Best regards,
Alan Nix

From: Smith, Krystal J. <krsmith@sccourts.org>

Sent: Monday, March 21, 2022 6:49 PM

To: agnixl@hotmail.com; Transcripts <transcripts@sccourts.org>; Herrington, Karama <kbherrington@sccourts.org>
Cc: Kohn, Tonnya K. <tkohn@sccourts.org>; PD 9th Circuit <apennington@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Benjamin A. Mack'
<BMack@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Cassandra Woosley' <cwoosley@charlestoncounty.org>; Wilson, Scarlett A.
<wilsons@scsolicitor9.org>; 'Nicholas Uricchio’ <UricchioN@SCSolicitor9.org>; Young, Hervery <hyoung@®sccid.sc.gov>;
aclifford @cpc.sc.gov; awilson@scag.gov; 'Kevin Mims' <kmims@Imlawllp.com>; cmenair@Imiawllp.com;
tthames@wilaw.net; 'Natalie A. Ham' <NHam@charlestoncounty.org>; Armstrong, Julie
<jarmstrong@charlestoncounty.org>

Subject: Re: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing

Good evening,

The cost is $18.95 total. It is $1.00 per page plus postage. $5.00 per page would be for producing a
transcript. It is already produced and Mr. Benjamin Mack has it. Sending you one is a copy at $1.00 per page,
expedited or not. It would be sent out the same day or no later than the next day upon receipt of payment.

| do not have a set time to go to the post office as | work in court. Their sign says mail is in the boxes by 10am.

AKrystaI J. Smith

From: agnixl @hotmail.com <agnix1@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 21, 2022 6:43 PM

To: Smith, Krystal J. <krsmith@sccourts.org>; Transcripts <transcripts@sccourts.org>; Herrington, Karama
<kbherrington@sccourts.org>

Cc: Kohn, Tonnya K. <tkohn@®sccourts.org>; PD 9th Circuit <apennington@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Benjamin A. Mack'
<BMack@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Cassandra Woosley' <cwoosley@charlestoncounty.org>; Wilson, Scarlett A.
<wilsons@scsolicitor9.org>; 'Nicholas Uricchio' <UricchioN@SCSolicitor9.org>; Young, Hervery <hyoung@sccid.sc.gov>;
aclifford@cpc.sc.gov <aclifford@cpc.sc.gov>; awilson@scag.gov <awilson@scag.gov>; 'Kevin Mims'
<kmims@imlawllp.com>; cmcnair@Imlawllp.com <cmcenair@Imlawllp.com>; tthames@wilaw.net
<tthames@wijlaw.net>; ‘Natalie A. Ham' <NHam@charlestoncounty.org>; Armstrong, Julie
<jarmstrong@charlestoncounty.org>

Subject: RE: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing

Thank you Ms. Smith and my apologies for missing your previous email.

As stated previously, | will pay the full amount to ensure this issue is properly preserved. Ten pages at $5.00 per page is
$50.00 expedited for an emailed copy. Please confirm.

You should have the check no later than Friday. Please let me know what time you retrieve mail from your PO Box so |
can ensure it is delivered before that time of day.



I will also file a motion for Judge Cothran related to the recording. In the event he choses not to approve that motion,
please be aware that information will be subpoenaed at the appropriate time.

Have nice evening.

Best regards,
Alan Nix

From: Smith, Krystal J. <krsmith@sccourts.org>
Sent: Monday, March 21, 2022 6:26 PM

To: agnix1@hotmail.com; Transcripts <transcripts@sccourts.org>; Herrington, Karama <kbherrington@sccourts.org>
Cc: Kohn, Tonnya K. <tkohn@sccourts.org>; PD 9th Circuit <apennington@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Benjamin A. Mack'
<BMack@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Cassandra Woosley' <cwoosley@charlestoncounty.org>; Wilson, Scarlett A.
<wilsons@scsolicitor9.org>; 'Nicholas Uricchio' <UricchioN@SCSolicitor9.org>; Young, Hervery <hyoung@sccid.sc.gov>;
aclifford@cpc.sc.gov; awilson@scag.gov; 'Kevin Mims' <kmims@Imlawllp.com>; cmcnair@Imlawllp.com;
tthames@wijlaw.net; ‘Natalie A. Ham' <NHam @charlestoncounty.org>; Armstrong, Julie
<jarmstrong@charlestoncounty.org>

Subject: Re: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing

Mr. Nix -

As per my previous email to you, the cost of a copy of the transcript is $18.95 ($1.00 per page plus $8.95
priority mail postage). | do not accept personal checks, only money orders or certified checks made out to me
and sent to my address below.

The audio recordings are not available except by court order of the presiding judge. The court reporter rules
read as follows:

B. Requests to Listen to Audio Recordings/Read Steno Notes. Court reporters shall not grant any request to
listen to audio recordings or to read steno notes unless the requestor has received written authorization from
the presiding judge or, in his/her absence, the chief judge for administrative purposes in that circuit.

Thank you,

Krystal J. Smith
P.O. Box 13563
Florence, SC 29504

From: agnix1@hotmail.com <agnix1@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 21, 2022 6:17 PM

To: Transcripts <transcripts@sccourts.org>; Herrington, Karama <kbherrington@sccourts.org>

Cc: Kohn, Tonnya K. <tkohn@sccourts.org>; PD 9th Circuit <apennington@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Benjamin A. Mack'
<BMack@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Cassandra Woosley' <cwoosley@charlestoncounty.org>; Wilsaon, Scarlett A.
<wilsons@scsolicitor9.org>; 'Nicholas Uricchio' <UricchioN@SCSolicitor9.org>; Young, Hervery <hyoung@sccid.sc.gov>;
aclifford@cpc.sc.gov <aclifford@cpc.sc.gov>; awilson@scag.gov <awilson@scag.gov>; 'Kevin Mims'
<kmims@imlawllp.com>; cmcnair@lmlawllp.com <cmcnair@Imiawlip.com>; tthames@wilaw.net
<tthames@wijlaw.net>; awilson@scag.gov <awilson@scag.gov>; 'Natalie A. Ham' <NHam@charlestoncounty.org>;
Armstrong, Julie <jarmstrong@charlestoncounty.org>; Smith, Krystal J. <krsmith@sccourts.org>

Subject: RE: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing




My apologies everyone.
Resending given | mistyped Ms. Smith’s email address again.
Ms. Smith, please see the email directly below related to this transcript, payment requirements, etc.

Best regards,
Alan Nix

From: agnixl@hotmail.com <agnix1@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 21, 2022 6:14 PM

To: 'Transcripts' <transcripts@sccourts.org>; kbailey@sccourts.org

Cc: tkohn@sccourts.org; 'Ashley Pennington' <APennington@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Benjamin A. Mack'
<BMack®@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Cassandra Woosley' <cwoosley@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Scarlett Wilson'
<wilsons@scsolicitor9.org>; 'Nicholas Uricchio' <UricchioN@SCSolicitorg.org>; hyoung@sccid.sc.gov;
aclifford@cpc.sc.gov; awilson@scag.gov; 'Kevin Mims' <kmims@Imlawlip.com>; cmcnair@Imiawllp.com;
tthames@wilaw.net; awilson@scag.gov; 'Natalie A. Ham' <NHam@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Julie Armstrong'
<JArmstrong@charlestoncounty.org>; krsmith@sccourt.org

Subject: RE: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing

Good evening Ms. Smith.
I am now aware that | have misspelled your email address.

Please confirm that $39.00 is sufficient payment for this transcript and whether you accept personal checks or require a
certified check. |will do everything in my power to ensure you receive the required check before the end of this week.

We can deal with the issues at Court Administration separately given the over two month delay, which appears to be by
design vs. a simple oversight.

Also, | need a copy of the recordings ASAP. Please let me know how large of a USB drive you need to put the recordings
on.

The other parties are copied given this is related to an appeal.

Best regards,
Alan Nix

From: agnix1@hotmail.com <agnixl@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 21, 2022 12:30 PM

To: 'Transcripts’ <transcripts@sccourts.org>; kbailey@sccourts.org
Cc: tkohn@sccourts.org; 'Ashley Pennington' <APennington@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Benjamin A. Mack'
<BMack@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Cassandra Woosley' <cwoosley@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Scarlett Wilson'
<wilsons@scsolicitor9.org>; 'Nicholas Uricchio' <UricchioN@SCSolicitorS.org>; hyoung@sccid.sc.gov;
aclifford@cpc.sc.gov; awilson@scag.gov; 'Kevin Mims' <kmims@Imlawllp.com>; cmcnair@Imiawlip.com:
tthames@wilaw.net; awilson@scag.gov; 'Natalie A. Ham' <NHam@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Julie Armstrong’
<JArmstrong@charlestoncounty.org>; ksmith@sccourts.org

Subject: RE: transcript request - 7 Jan 2022 motion hearing

Importance: High
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JANUARY 7, 2022

(WHEREUPON, the proceedings began at 9:43 a.m.)

MR. URICCHIO: Your Honor, we are here today for a
motion to clarify judgment. The defendant did not show.

Your Honor, this is a situation where T believe we have
probably a competency and a mental health issue. The
defendant has sent me multiple letters a day, multiple
emails. He attaches everybody on his emails. It seems like
he has a fixation on a prior foreclosure which involves his
criminal charges. He sent us an email at 4:45 last night,
attached pretty much everyone in Charleston County that’s an
attorney or otherwise.

He has not showed today. We don’t believe he’s going to
show today. The State would request a competency evaluation
for this defendant.

MR. PENNINGTON: May it please the Court, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. PENNINGTON: Ashley Pennington. I'm standing in for
Benjamin Mack, who is counsel of record, but as you know, I'm
the manager of the office and I’'ve been involved with this
Nix case for the last year.

To give the Court some context, Mr. Nix was arrested in
January of last year related to the fact that he hadn’t been
paying what T understand were regime fees in his neighborhood

in Dunes West, and he was evicted for that and then there was

4-
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communications with deputies.

THE COURT: Wait a minute. So tell me -- I missed that.
He was evicted for what?

MR. PENNINGTON: He apparently -- and the solicitor
probably knows more than I do, but he was supposed to be
paying regime fees in --

THE COURT: Oh, okay.

MR. PENNINGTON: -- Dunes West.

THE COURT: I missed that part. I understand. Okay.

MR. PENNINGTON: So that ultimately, surprisingly, led
to an eviction, and his response was to resist the eviction.
He did not leave on time. There was some communications with
the county attorney’s éffice that were viewed as threatening,
and so he waé arrested for trespassing, opposing legal
process, and intimidation of court officials.

He was put in on a composite bond of 65,000. He's not
violated that bond. He’s been released and I believe he’s
living out of county, although his whereabouts are not
entirely clear to us. I’11 explain why that hasn’t been an
issue.

We have -- we picked him up during the about eight days
that he was in jail. He couldn’t be -- he was not physically
screened by us. He was screened virtually, and he was
accepting of that representation at that time. We requested

a prelim, discovery, and started communications with him.
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He’s maintained that communication abundantly. He’s a
prolific writer. He has a very thoughtful, analytical mind,
but he only sees trees. He can’t see the forest.

And where we’ve been, Judge, is that we’ve attempted to
have a private evaluation to help us understand where we are.
He initially agreed, then resisted.

We had a preliminary hearing, and at that time at the
preliminary heariﬁg we tried to get him to appear at that,
but he interpreted the bond as not allowing him to.A And
that’s not completely odd in that.fhére were restfictions
about coming to the court facilities. When we tried to
clarify that, we couldn’t quite get there.

He -- this is a hearing we filed for. He has not -- we
were asking for clarification about our representation
because he began to object to our actions.

I did a couple of these Monday with Judge Jefferson with
folks that are in custody. She has commonly approached this
that if there are indications that the person is having
trouble trusting their attorney or understanding the context
of their litigation that she would order a competency
evaluation. So I’'m here to say that and my guess is that
that would be indicated in this case.

He is still out on bond and what I perceive will happen
downstream is that we will give him a date to appear as an

outpatient at the local MUSC evaluator’s office. He’ll have
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to make a decision if he shows up or hot. If he fails to
appear, then I would imagine there might be a rule that would
be filed and we would deal with it at that time, but I do
want to stress that this is not a case where we -~ he has at
this point violated his bond.

THE COURT: Okay. Now, what -- as far as the crime is
concerned, how serious does the Solicitor’s Office take what
he’s done? I mean we're fixing to spend a lot of money and a
lot of time, and I don’'t want to do all this and y’all nolle
pros the case.

Because I got somebody -- I mean I have -- and I -- I-
was a solicitor for 25 years and we had similar people. 2And
when it was all said and done, we should have dropped the
charges I mean and then if he wasn’t a future threat. We
ended up buying a ticket to Albuquerque and we sent him to
Albuquerque, we’'ve sent him to Buffalo, we’ve sent him -- so
before I do all this, are y'all’s intentions to press forward
with these charges and have him answer this crime?

MR. URICCHIO: Your Honor; the charges themselves I will
say at this time yes. What basically happened was there was
a foreclosure order filed on his home. He started emailing
the Charleston County Sheriff’s Office, among others,
basically saying he was not going to comply with the
foreclosure.

He also went to the county attorney’s office, handwrote

7 -
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a note, and I -- I'm paraphrasing. I don’t have the exact
wording in front of me, but basically was this is the
headline in the papef tomorrow: .Shootout with Wrongful
Foreclosed Owner and the Charleston County Sheriff’s Office.

Charleston County sheriffs kept emailing with him and to
try and see if they could work something out to have him
removea from the property. At one point in his emails, he
writes rules of engagement. I’m once again paraphrasing
beéause I don’t have the email exactly in front of me, but
basically says anybody who steps foot in my home will be
considered a threat.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. URICCHIO: So -- and then when he finally left the
premises, he was arrested. Nothing happened. However, when
they went into the home to start the foreclosure process, he
had a perch set up in his house overlooking the front door
with ammunition and weapons. So it looked like he was going
to carry out the threat.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. URICCHIO: We have dismissed the intimidation of the
court official charge. However, we have directly indicted
him for threatening the life of a public official, which is
the appropriate charge.

Today I planned on serving that direct indictment on him

if he had shown. He did not show today. And like I said, we
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have serious concerns about his competency and mental
stability.

THE COURT: All right.

MR. URICCHIC: And that’s why we’d be asking.

THE COURT: And so if y’'all prepare me an order.

Now, are we going to just do competency and we’re not
doing M’'Naghten?

MR. PENNINGTON: That’s correct.

THE COURT: Okay. . Somebody prepare me an order and I’11l
be glad to sigh it. Now, if he doesn’t comply and he doesn’t
show up, I mean what is y‘all -- if he’s in custody, that
makes it pretty easy. When he doesn’t, where do we go from
there?

MR. URICCHIO: I mean the next -- the next -- the next
move I would intend to make would be to either do a rule to
show cause and ask for a bench warrant or I would like -- and
I'1]1 probably make a motion to arraign him on the direct
indictment. If he doesn’t show up then, I think that’s more
than enough to issue a bench warrant.

THE COURT: Okay. Okay.

MR. PENNINGTON: We’ll prepare an order, Judge.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MR. URICCHIO: Thank you for your time, Your Honor.

MR. PENNINGTON: Thank you.

(WHEREUPON, the proceedings ended at 9:50 a.m.)

-9.-




State of South Carolina )
) Certificate

County of Florence )

I, the undersigned, Krystal J. Smith, Notary Public and
Official Court Reporter for the Twelfth Judicial Circuit of
the State of South Carolina, do hereby certify that the
foregoing pages, numbered 1 through 9, constitute a true,
accurate, and complete Transcript of Record of all the
proceedings had and evidence introduced in the hearing of the
above captioned case, relative to appeal, in the Court of
General Sessions for Charleston County, South Carolina, on
the 7th day of January, 2022, to the best of my ability based
upon the audio and notes provided.

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

nor interest to any party hereto.

s/KJ3atal/ﬁ.Sna£th/

Court Reporter

Florence, South Carolina

March 17, 2022
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22 February 2022

Alan Nix

c/o Crime Victim Services Division
SC Office of Attorney General
1000 Assembly St.

Columbia, SC 29201

(use this address for all legal
correspondence and financial
claims)

Ms. Jennie Abbott Kitchings
Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate St.

Columbia, SC 29201

RE: The State of South Carolina, Charleston County, Charleston County Public Defender
Corporation, “Churchill Park”, Churchill Park at Parkwest, Inc., Churchill Park Homeowners’

Alan Nix

c/o Michael & Taryn Lazroff
1401 Densmore Circle

Mt. Pleasant, SC 29466
(all correspondence)

Association, Inc., David Brown and Catherine Brown v Alan Nix
Appellate Case Number: 2022-00064

Case Numbers: 2021-A10-10200444, 2021-A10-10200475, 2021-A10-10200476, 2021-

A10-10200476, 2021-GS10-02599, 2018-CP-10-03315

Ms. Abbott Kitchings,

Please file the enclosed order dated 7 January 2022 with Appeal number 2022-00064.

Thank you for your assistance.

Best regards,

Alan Nix
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agnix1 @hotmail.com

From: Holmes, Tammie <tholmes@sccourts.org>
Sent: Tuesday, March 29, 2022 1:04 PM

To: agnix1@hotmail.com

Cc: Smith, Krystal J.

Subject: Transcript Challenge

Good afternoon, Mr. Nix.

Transcripts of court proceedings reflect only what was said in the courtroom during a hearing. Any concerns you may

have with what did or did not occur during the hearing should be resolved solely through the litigation and appeal
process.

If you wish to challenge the accuracy of a transcript, you must follow the below procedures. As set forth in item #6
below, you will need to identify with specificity the page and line numbers which you are alleging are not accurate.

A. Challenge Procedures

When a party has concerns about the accuracy of a transcript, the party must submit his or her challenge in writing
to the court reporter and copy the Court Reporting Section Management at transcripts@sccourts.org with the word -
CHALLENGE in the subject line. The challenge may also be submitted by postal mail to: SC Court Administration,

Transcript Challenge, 1220 Senate St. Suite 200, Columbia, SC 29201. The written challenge must include the
following:

1 Their name and contact information;
2. Date of the court proceeding;
3. Case name and caption;

4. Court reporter name;
5. Name and contact information of opposing counsel/parties; and

6. Alist of items that specifically identifies what the party is disputing, such as page and line numbers. It
Is not acceptable to say the whole transcript is being challenged,

Upon receipt of a challenge to the accuracy of a transcript, the Court Reporting Section Management will respond to
the challenger in writing and copy the court reporter and the other parties. The Court Reporting Section
Management will then review the record and submit their findings to the challenger, the court reporter, and the other
parties. Any inaccuracies will be corrected and the pages forwarded to the challenger at no cost.

Thank you,

Tammie M. Holmes

Court Reporter Manager
South Carolina Judicial Branch
1220 Senate Street, Ste. 200
Columbia, SC 29201



tholmes@sccourts.org
803-734-1825

~~~ CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE ~~~ This message is intended only for the addressee and may contain information that is
confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, do not read, copy, retain, or disseminate this message or any

attachment. If you have received this message in error, please contact the sender immediately and delete all copies of
the message and any attachments.

Tammie M. Holmes

Court Reporter Manager
South Carolina Judicial Branch
1220 Senate Street, Ste. 200
Columbia, SC 29201
tholmes@sccourts.org
803-734-1825
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The South Carslina Court of Appeals

Alan Gregory Nix, Appellant.
V.

State of South Carolina, Charleston County, Charleston
County Public Defender Corporation, "Churchill Park.,"
Churchill Park at Parkwest, Inc., Churchill Park
Homeowners' Association, Inc., David Brown, and
Catherine Brown, Respondents,

Appellate Case No. 2022-000064

ORDER

After careful consideration, Appellant's motion for a subpoena is denied.

FOR®THE COURT
Columbia, Sogth Carolina

cc: : '

Alan G. Nix | FILED
George Troy Thames, Esquire ' Mar 10. 2022
Kevin W. Mims, Esquire :

Alan McCrory Wilson, Esquire

D. Ashley Pennington, Esquire

Hervery B. O. Young, Esquire

Natalie Armstrong Ham, Esquire
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA } IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON }
)
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) WARRANT No(s): 2021-A10-10200475
) 2021-A10-10200476
Plaintiff, ) 2021-GS10-02599
) _ .
vs. ) CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
)
ALAN G NIX, )
)
Defendants. )
)
)
)

The undersigned hereby certifies that on the ﬁﬁay of December 2021, a copy of the
Motion for a Continuance, or in the alternative, Set Aside Haselden’s 26 Jan 2021 BAIL
PROCEEDING FORM 11 ORDER, etc. was served upon all parties and/or their respective
counsel of record via USPS and/or hand delivery as follows: (All parties will also be sérved via
email on 30 December 2021) '

Alan Wilson Julie Armstrong
SC Atitorney General Clerk of Court, Charleston County
1000 Assembly St. 100 Broad St.
Columbia, SC 29201 Charleston, 8C 29401
Scarlett Wilson, Solicitor : Judge Jefferson
101 Meeting St. ¢/o Julie Armstrong, Clerk of Court
Charleston, SC 29401 100 Broad St.
Charleston, SC 29401
John Nichols Frank Nix
Office of Disciplinary Counsel 208 QOakvale Dr.
1220 Senate St. Easley, SC 29640,
Columbia, SC 29201

Charleston County Public Defender Corporation ~ Judge Haselden
101 Meeting St., 5™ floor Charleston County Bond Court
Charleston, 8C 29401 3831 Leeds Ave.

North Charleston, SC 29403

Natalie Ham Mag. JoAnna Summey
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Charleston County Attorney 6185 Rivers Ave,, Ste. E
4045 Bridge View Dr. ’ North Charleston, SC 29406
North Charleston, SC 29405

Anne Smith James Milone

SC Insurance Reserve Fund Charleston County Clerk of Court

1201 Main St., Ste. 300 100 Broad St.

Columbia, SC 29201 Charleston, SC 29401

Hervery Young, General Counsel Amie Clifford, General Counsel

SC Commission on Indigent Defense SC Commission on Prosecution Coordinatio
1330 Lady St., Ste. 401 1200 Senate St., Ste. B03

Columbia, SC 29201 Columbia, SC 29201

Representative (and witness) of Alleged Victim State Street Holdings Co. LLC
5101 Forest Dr.
Columbia, SC 29206

McCabe, Trotter & Musheff
4500 Fort Jackson Blvd., Ste. 250
Columbia, SC 29209

By: )%Z 7/217

Alari G Nix

1401 Densmore Circle
Mount Pleasant, SC 29466
(843) 991-4170
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA. ) INTHE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON )
)
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) Warrant No(s): 2021-A10-10200475
) 2021-A10-10200476
) 2021-G810-02599
V. )
)
ALAN G. NIX )
. )
Defendant, )
)

Solicitor: Scarlett Wilson Defendant Attorney: most likely not
Casandra Woosley and/or Benjamin Mack
of the Charleston County Public Defender
Corporation

Address: 101 Meeting St., 5™ floor, Charleston, SC Address: 101 Meeting St., 5™ floor,
Charleston, SC 29401

_n/ Motion Hearing Requested

__ Form Motion, No Hearing Requested

SECTION I: Hearing Information
Nature of Motion: Cotmvaner, Ser fAsne fremvey 2 Tay 2024 Buc Order, &F¢-

Estimated Time Needed: SO-Y4D yiy<  Court Reporter Needed \__(YE-‘S /_NO

SECTION II: Motion./ Order Type
_‘_/ Written motion attached
__ Form Motion/ Order

[ hereby move for relief or action by the court as set forth in the attached proposed order:

I 2 e 2071
‘Signature of: Date submitted
__ Solicitor
__Attorney of Defendant

L/Other



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INTHE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON )
i
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) Warrant No(s): 2021-A10-10200475
) 2021-A10-10200476
) 2021-GS10-02599
)
V. ) DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR
) CONTINUANCE, OR IN THE
ALAN G.NIX ) ALTERNATIVE, SET ASIDE
) HASELDEN ORDER DATED
) 26 JANUARY 2021, MOVE
Defendant, ) 2021-A10-10200476 TO GENERAL
) SESSIONS, ETC.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, Defendant Alan G. Nix hereby submits this motion

requesting;

L. Set aside Mag. Haselden’s clearly arbitrary 26 January 2021 Bail Proceeding Form II
Order in its entirety, included as Exhibit I, or in the alternative, order a continuance of
the 7 January 2021 plea hearing.

2. Compel Benjamin Mack and his employers Charleston County / Charleston County
Public Defender Corporation to file an amended motion to their 29 Octqber 2021 motion
entitled “Motion io Clarify Representation of Counsel”. (Ex. 727)

a. Depending on outcome of Mack / Charleston County / Charleston County Public
Defender Corparation’s amended “Motion to Clarify Representation of Counsel”,
Defendant requests a Nelson Hearing related to Mack / Charleston County /
Charleston County Public Defender Corporation. A memorandum in support of a
Nelson Hearing will be filed, if necessary, affer conclusion of the Motion to
Clarify Representation of Counsel.

3. Move Warrant Number 2021-A10-10200476 to General Sessions Court and ensure it is
tried will all related alleged crimes.

4. Compel Scarlet Wilson / Charleston County Solicitor Office to provide discovery for
2021-A10-10200476.

5. Turn over to Defendant secretive Order filed on or about 12 November 2021, along with

all evidence which led 1o this secretive Order.
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6. Compel Charleston County to turn over 26 January 2021 Audio and Video recordings
and other documents involved in Haselden's Bail Hearing for Warrants 2021-A10-
10200444 (Witness and alleged Victim, Joe Dawson), 2021-A10-10200475 and 2021-
A10-10200476.

SET ASIDE HASELDEN’S 26 JANUARY 2021 BAIL PROCEEDING FORM II, OR IN
THE ALTERNATIVE, GRANT A CONTINUANCE OF THE 7 JANUARY 2022 PLEA
HEARING

Charleston County Magistrate Amanda Hasélden apparently wroté and filed her clearly
arbitrary Bail Proceeding Form II on 26 January 2021. (See Exhibit 1) As is readily apparent,
Haselden checked both “The release of the defendant on recognizance will not reasonably assure
his appearance as required” AND “The release of the defendant on recognizance will result in
an unreasongble danger to the commumity” AND THEN, despite the form providing Cliff Notes
version of SC Code 17-15-30 to help a judge with their-apparent “Considerations”, Haselden
completely failed to include a single finding of fact to support her highly suspect
“determin(ation) by the court”. One definition of “arbitrary” is “Not supported by fair, solid,
and substantial cause, and without reason given™ (Treloar v. Bigge, L.R. 9 Exch. 155). Based
on this definition, Haselden’s BAIL PROCEEDING FORM Il Order is ¢learly arbitrary ‘on its
face.

Mag. Haselden’s failure to provide a single finding of fact to support her apparent
determination of the same is further amplified by her egregious, verbose, duplicative and highly
controversial “Other Conditions” on page two of her 26 January 2021 BAIL PROCEEDING
FORM Il included as Ex. 1. None of her alleged “Victims” in the “Other Conditions™ section
are listed as-Victims in the Warrants listed, and none of the alleged “Victims™ listed in the
Warrants are listed as Victims in Haselden’s “Other Conditions”. What is both interesting and
highly disturbing is that all of Haslden’s alleged Victims in her “Other Conditions™ are employed
by her employer, Charleston County.

Given all of the writing Haselden apparently put into her most perplexing and disturbing
“Other Conditions™, including but not limited to her apparent need to type the same language not
once, but twice, a reasonable person can only conclude that Haselden intentionally did not

include any findings of fact to support her arbitrary determinations that:
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1. ®The release of the defendant on recognizance will not reasonably assure his

appearance as required” AND

b

“The release of the defendant on recognizance will result in an unreasonable danger

10 the community” AND

wa
:

The defendant Alan G. Nix needed to post a surety bond in amounts which were on
average over four (4) times higher than the average bond for similar alleged offenses
in Charleston County AND

4. The “DEF is to wear a GPS monitor an is not o go within a (five) 5 mile radius of
1401 Densmore Circle”, which is the defendant’s family’s home and has cost the
“DEF” over three thousand dollars ($3000.00) in-unnecessary and improper GPS
monitoring fees as of the date of this motion, not to. mention, making him homeless

for almost a year as of the date of this motion.

For all of the reasons stated above, Amanda Haselden’s 26 January 2021 BAIL
PROCEEDING FORM II Order should have been set aside in itsentirety months ago, and

should definitely be set aside in its entirety now.

If Charleston County’s Amanda Haselden’s 26 January 2021 BAIL PROCEEDING
FORM II'Order is not set aside in its entirety prior to 6 January 2022, then a continuance of the 7
January 2022 plea hearing is required because Ms. Wilson’s Office has doubled down
Haselden’s 26 January 2021 Order as recently as 16 November 2021 when they stated in no
uncertain terms that “He (eg. Alan Nix) has bond conditions that say he (eg. Alan Nix) can not
be with in one block of the Courthouse. I expect him to follow the Court’s order-. If he would
like to change his bond condition than he needs 10 make a motion”. (Exhibit 2) As Ms. Wilson
and her employees demanded, this is a motion to set aside Haselden’s 26 Jan 2021 BAIL
PROCEEDING FORM II Order in its entirety on or before 6 January 2022 OR grant a
continuance of the 7 January 2022 plea hearing since Ms. Wilson and her employees have clearly

stated 1, defendant Alan Nix, “can not be within one block of the-Courthouse”.

Given the highly likely counter argument that I (eg. Alan Nix) do not have to be at the 7
January 2022 plea hearing because I (eg. Alan Nix) apparently have court appointed attorneys
from the Charleston County Public Defender Corporation, that ongoing issue is also addressed in

this motion and requires resolution prior to that being the-apparent solution to this conundrum
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knowingly and willfully created by all of these same Persons and their employer; Charleston

County.

COMPEL MACK/CHARLESTON COUNTY/CHARLESTON COUNTY PUBLIC
DEFENDER CORPORATION; ETC. TO FILE AN AMENDED “MOTION TO CLARIFY
REPRESENATON OF COUNSEL” WHICH INCLUDES EXHIBITS WHICH AT LEAST

MINIMALLY SUPPORT THEIR APPARENT STATEMENTS OF FACT
On 29 October 2021 Mack/Charleston County/Charleston County Public Defender
Corporation filed a motion in Charleston County entitled “Motion to Clarify Representation of
Counsel”. (See Exhibit 5) Mack/Charleston County/Charleston County Public Defender
Corporation stated as fact in said motion filed with their co-employee, Ms. Armstrong, that:
1. *“dlan Nix has been appointed Benjarin A. Mack as his public defender for a pending

criminal charge in Charleston County.”

b

“However, Alan Nix has indicated 10 the Public Defender’s Office that he would
rather represent himself” “without specifically requesting the filing of a Motion to
Relieve Counsel”

3. ..."while at the same time requesiing the advice and support of the Public
Defender’s Office”

Shortly after filing said motion, Mack emailed the motion to his/their apparent client,
Alan Nix. ($ee email sent on 29 October 2021 at 1125)

In response to Mack’s email, Alan Nix responided to these parties General Counsel at
1310 0n 29 October 2021 and then responded via USPS letter the next day. (See letter dated 30
October 2021 entitled “Mailing via USPS email response to Mack / Pennington / Charleston
County / SC Commission on Iridigent Défense from yesterday”.

Despite the defendant Alan Nix’s qiick responsé via both email and USPS, less than a
day after being served by eémail only, Mack / Pennington / Charleston County / Charleston
County Public Defender Corporation / SC Commission on Indigent Defense, etc. has refused for

two months to respond at all to Alan Nix’s request to file-an amended ‘motion containing exhibits
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which at least minimally support their apparent statements of fact filed with the court on 29
October 2021.

Defendant Alan Nix, on information and belief, believes these two statements of Mack /
Penmington./ Charleston County / Charleston County-Public Defender Corporation / SC
Commission on Indigent Defense, etc. are either blatantly not true, or best case, extremely

misleading.

1. “dlan Nix has been appointéd Benjamin 4. Mack as his public defender for a pending
criminal c*}iaf'_ge in Charleston County.”

2. “However, Alan Nix has indicated to the Public Defender’s Office that he would
rather represent himself” “without specifically requesting the filing of a Motion to

Relieve Counsel”

Defendant Alan Nix, on information and belief, believes this partial statement of Mack /
Pennington / Charleston County / Charleston County Public Defender Corporation/ SC
‘Commission on Indigent Defense, etc. (“while af the same time requesting the advice and
support of the Public Deféender’s Office” )is referring to Exhibit 6 sent to Gaylord Combs with
copy-of Ashley Pennington on the afternioon of 28 October 2021 at 1522.

By way of this motion, defendant Alan Nix seeks an order compelling Mack / Pennington
/ Charleston County / Charleston County Public Defender Corporation / SC Commission on
Indigent Defense, etc. to file an amended motion no later than close of business on 10 Januvary
2022 containing exhibits which at least minimally support their statements of apparent fact
contained in their motion filed with a court two months ago. In the event that Mack / |
Pennington / Charleston County / Charleston County Public Defender Corporation / SC
‘Comimission on Indigent Defense, etc. do not file an amended motion by close of business-on 10
January 2022 containing such exhibits which at least minimally support their statement of
apparent fact which they included in their 29 October 2021 motion, defendant asks the cout to
enter an order on 11 January 2022 holding them in contempt of court until such time as they do

comply with this motion to compel.

Clearly until this matter is completely and properly resolved based on documented facts;

Mack / Pennington / Charleston County / Charleston. County Public Defender Corporation / SC
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Commission on Indigent Defense is not able to legitimately speak on Alan Nix’s behalf, legally

or otherwise.

MOVE WARRANT 2021-A10-10200476 FROM CHARLESTON COUNTY
MAGISTRATE COURT TO THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS AND TRY
WARRANT 2021-A10-10200476 WITH ALL OTHER REMOTELY RELATED CASES
INVOLVING ALAN NIX

Charleston County Warrant Number 2021-A10-10200476 (See Exhibit 7) alleges that
Alan Nix was trespassing at his family’s home located at 1401 Densmore Circle, Mt. Pleasant,
SC on or about 22 January 2021. Apparently due to this charge being a misdemeanor, the case
was;, without reasonable explanation, aésigned to the daughter of North Charleston Mayor Keith
Summey, Joanie Summey, who is neither an attorney nor-whose court is located in the part of
Charleston County where this alleged trespass occurred. Defendant Alan Nix’s family’s home
is located at 1401 Densmore Circle, which is located inthe Churchill Park Subdivision of the
Development known as Dunes West / Park West in Mount Pleasant, SC, not North Charleston,
SC.

Given all of these other charges related to defendant Alan Nix are directly dependent on
whether or not Charleston County Master in (Or) and Equity Court Judge Mikell Scarborough
issued a legal, or most likely illegal, Writ of Assistance on or about 30 /31 December 2020 and 7
January 2021, combined with an ongoing pattern of coordinated delay by Ms. Wilson and Mr.
Pennington to even commence this case, defendant, by way of this motion, requires Charleston
County Warrant number 2021-A.10-10200476 be combined with any and all other cases pending
before the General Sessions court which relate in any way to cases 2017-CP-10-04031 and 2014-
CP-10-5407.

ISSUE AN ORDER COMPELING SOLICITOR WILSON TO PROVIDE ALL
DISCOVERY FOR WARRANT 2021-A10-10200476 ON OR BEFORE 10 JANUARY 2022

Defendant Alan Nix, as of the date of this' motion, has not seen any of the State of South
Carolina’s apparent evidence for Warrant 2021-A10-10200476. On information and belief, this

discovery should have bene provided no later than 15 March 2021, more than nine (9) months
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ago at this point. Consequently, Defendant Alan Nix requests a court order requiring Solicitor

Wilson to tumn over all discovery related to Warrant 2021-A10-10200476 no later than the close
of business 10 January 2022. After more than ten months, defendant Alan Nix still doesn’t even
know the name of the representative of the (apparent) Victim, State Street Holdings Co, LLC,
who is alleged to also be a witness, along with]Sgt; C. Craven, of Alan Nix’s apparent

trespassing at his family’s home on or about 22 January 2021.

In addition to-granting this motion, defendant Alan Nix requests the Court issue an Order
compelling Charleston County / Mikell Scarborough / Scarlett Wilson to produce thé signed,
original and filed Certification of Compliance with the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic
Security Act (Form SCCA256A) which they/he were supposed to require of the party pursuing
the underlying eviction or foreclosure, “Churchill Park” (which is not to be confused with the
Real Party In Interest, Churchill Park Homeowners™ Association, Inc.) prior to Scarborough
‘holding a foreclosure sale for the Nix’s family home on 6 October 2020 and /or priorto
Scarborough issuing a writ of assistance or writ of ejectment on or about 30 December 2020 and
again on 7 January 2021. If such a Certificate of Compliance exists, Defendant Alan Nix still
has not been provided such by any party, including The County of Charleston or Solicitor
Wilson: For the Court’s convenience and to ensure no possible confusion, one example of such a
Certificate is included as Exhibit 8 and the SC Supreme Court’s Order of 6 May 2020 is
included as Exhibit 9.

PROVIDE DEFENDANT ALAN NIX A COPY OF SECRET ORDER FROM
APPROXIMATELY 12 NOVEMBER 2021 ALONG WITH ALL RELATED EVIDENCE

On information and belief, a secretive order of some sort was filed on or about 12
November2021. Defendant Alan Nix requires a copy of this order, along with all evidence
which is-related to this secretive order, no later than close of business Monday, 10 January 2022.
Without good cause for such secrecy stated publicly, this order should either not be secret or set

aside.
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COMPEL CHARLESTON COUNTY TO TURN OVER TO DEFENDANT FULL
AND UNALTERED AUDIO AND VIDEO RECORDINGS OF HASELDEN’S 26

JANUARY 2021 BAIL HEARING

Defendant Alan Nix mailed Haselden / Charleston County the letter contained in Exhibit

10 on 4 March 2021, almost ten (10) months ago as of the date of this motion. As of the date of

this motion, defendant Alan Nix has still not received the thumb drive he mailed to Haselden and

her employer Charleston County with the required audio and video recordings of Haselden’s 26

January 2021 bond hearing. By way of this motion, defendant seeks an order compelling

Haselden and her employer to produce and provide all of the items and certifications referenced

in his letter of 4 March 2021. ‘Of specific interest is:

1.

the name of the Officer who spoke at the heating which Haselden refused defendant’s
request for their name as well as legible audio and video of the Officer’s apparent
testimony.

The name and testimony of the Victim’s Advocate that spoke at the hearing and

legible.audio and video of that person” apparent testimony.

An explanation for why the hearing was delayed from 1000.on 26 January 2021 to
1400 on 26 January 2021. From all available information, it appears this defendant is
the only defendant whose bail héaring was delayed that day.

Further information about the people Haselden identified as the “New Owners” on 26.
January 2021, David and Catherine Brown.

More information and explanation as to how Haselden knew defendant Alan Nix

would be appointed a Public Defender from the Charleston County Public Defender

‘Corporatioft in less than thirty five (35) hours afer his arrest the previous evening at.

approximately 1730 at the Sam’s Club Gas Station at Tanger Shopping Center.
An explanation for Haselden’s.clearly excessive bond amounts and *Other
Conditions™ given the Charleston County Pretrial Risk Assessment Instrument rated

him as‘a Risk Level of 1 (one), which is the lowest category and predicts the

defendant’s likelihood of being re-arrested or missing a court appearance during the

pretrial period as being only 10 % (ten percent), which'is quite intriguing given

Haselden’s BAIL PROCEEDING FORM II knowingly and willfully creates a 100%
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(one hundred percent) chance of defendant being rearrested again during the pretrial
period... (See Exhibit 4)

IF A SURETY BOND OF $20,000 OR MORE IS ACTUALLY
APPROPROPRIATE FOR THIS DEFENDANT FOR THESE CHARGES,
CONVERT HIS APPEAL BOND FROM HIGHLY RELATED CASES 2017-
CP-10-04031 AND 2014-CP-10-05407 TO THE BOND FOR THESE CASES

“Churchill Park” {not to be confused with the Real Party in Interest, Churchill Park
Homeowners™ Association, Inc.), McCabe, Trotter and Musheff, and Scarborough knowingly
and willfully improperly required defendants Alan Nix, Norma Nix and The Estate of Norma
Nix to file an appeal bond of $20,000 (See Exhibit 11) in September 2018 to keep them from
selling the Nix Family Home at another Master and/or in Equity Sale on-4 September 2018. On
21 August 2020, Scarborough; almost certainly without any judicial jurisdiction to do so given
the still nonexistent and required Certification of Compliance with the Coronavirus Aid, Relief,
and Economie Security Act required by Chief Justice Beatty’s 6 May 2020 ordér, entered an
order (See Exhibit 12), which among numerous other things, stated that “The Appeal Bond filed
September 4, 2018 in this maiter will be addressed post-sale.” As of the date of this motion,
which is 495 days-after 21 August 2020, 449 days after 6 October 2020 and 432 days after 23
October 2020, Scarborough still hasn’t did as he said he would do in his almost certainly legally
forbidden Order filed 21 August 2020 and “addressed post-sale” “The Appeal Bond filed
September 2018” in cases 2014-CP-10-05407 and 2017-CP-10-0403 1, despite holding an almost
certainly illegal sale of the Nix Family Home on 6 October 2020 and then'signing an almost
certainly fraudulent deed to the Nix Family Home on 23 October 2020, transferring ownership to
the apparent Victim, State Street Holdings Co. LLC when Charleston County had only received
$6,800.00 of the required $136,000.00 plus interest at either 8.75% or 18.0000% interest,

Given the undeniably significant relationship between cases 2014-CP-10-05407, 2017-
CP-10-04031 and all of the Warrants and such at the top of this motion, especially given
Scarborough knowingly and willfully set this course of events in motion when he filed the two
Writs of Assistance dated 30 December 2020 and 7 January 2021 which were specifically forbid
by Chief Justice Beatty’s. 6 May 2020 Order, (eg. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Master-in-
Equity courts statewide shall not hold a foréclosure sale, or issue d judgement of foreclosure,
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writ of assistance, or writ of ejectment in a foreclosure action until the party pursuing the
Soreclosure has complied with provisions of this Order.”), to avoid any further improper and
significant damages to the defendant Alan Nix and his family, if a personal recognizance bond is
determined to be inappropriate for some valid and stated reason, please enter an Order
converting the Appeal Bond contained in Exhibit 11 to:the bond required under a fair and non-
arbitrary bond BAIL PROCEEDING FORM. This will assist Scarborough in finally doing as he
said he would almost five hundred (500) days ago andassist the defendant and his family in
avoiding any further financial ruin related to Scarborough®s failure to do the one thing he should
have done in August 2020, which is enter an Order returning the $20,000 Appeal Bond and then

“terminal(ing)” “the eviction.or foreclosure” “without further action taken”.

DISMISS ALL CHARGES WITH PREJUDICE IF NO ONE CAN Oﬁ'WILL
PRODUCE A SIGNED, ORIGINAL AND FILED CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE
WITH THE CORONAVIRUS AID, RELIEF AND ECONOMIC SECURITY ACT FOR
CASES 2017-CP-10-04031 and 2014-CP-10-5407 (SCCA256A)

Lastly, assuming no one can or will produce a signed, original and filed Certification of
Compliance with the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act (SCCA256A), similar
to the one attached as Exhibit 8, dated sometime before 8 Janﬁa_ry 2021, and most appropriately
on or before 20 August 2020, perhaps it would be most appropriate to dismiss, with prejudiee, all
charges against defendant Alan Nix related in any way to cases 2017-CP-10-04031 and 2014-
CP-10-05407. To clarify, if the County of Charleston and the State of South Carolina can’t or
won't produce a signed, original and filed Certification of Compliance with the Coronavirus Aid,
Relief, and Economic Security Act (SCCA256A) dated sometime before 8 January 2021, and
most appropriately on or before 20 August 2020, then the Nix Family Home was clearly illegally
sold by Scarborough and his Employer Charleston County on 6 October 2020, Scarborough
knowingly, willfully and with malicious intent illegally evicted the defendant Alan Nix and his
family when he illegally issued Writs of Assistance on 31 December 2020 and 8 January 2021
and consequently, defendant Alan Nix could not possibly have been trespassing at his family’s
home on or-about. 22 January 2021, defendant Alan Nix eould not possibly have illegally
opposed law enforcement serving clearly illegal process nor have committed any other related
crimes that the State of South Carolina and Ms. Wilson continue attempting to contrive to save
the State of South Carolina, it’s political subdivisions. Scarborough, “Churchill Park”, Churchill
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Park Homeowners® Association, Inc., Joe Dawson (Federal Judge and “an attorney that
represents the County of Charleston™), McCabe, Trotter & Beverly, Law Offices of Todd
Musheff, Park West Master Association, Inc., Park West Development, Inc., State Street
Holdings Co. LLC, MP Morris, (etc. ete. etc.) the tens of millions of dollars of damages this

defendant will clearly be aggressively pursuing during 2022,

Without Solicitor Wilson, Charleston County and the State of South Carolina producing a
non-fraudhilent, signed, original and filed Certification of Compliance with the Coronavirus Aid,
Relief, and Economic Security Act (SCCA256A) dated sometime before § January 2021, and
most appropriately on or before 20 August 2020, by close of business 10 January 2022, then a
reasonable person can only conclude that Solicitor Wilson and her Employer are knowingly and
willfully committing prosecutorial misconduct by continuing to pursue obviously malicious

prosecutions of defendant Alan Nix.
WHEREFORE, Defendant, respectfully requests the Court to:

1. Set aside Amanda Haselden’s 26 Jan 2021 Bail Proceeding Form II Order in its
entirety, or'in the alternative, order a continuance of the 7 January 2022 hearing until
such time as it is safe for defendant Alan Nix to come within a block of 100 Broad
St., Charleston, SC.

2. Enter an order compelling Mack / Charleston County / Charleston County Public
Defender Corporation to file an amended motion related to their 29 October 2021
motion including sufficient exhibits to at least minimally support their statements of
apparent fact. Depending on the outcome of this issue, order a Nelson Hearing for
Mack / Charleston. County / Charléston County Public Defender Corporation.

3. Enter an Order moving Charleston County Warrant 2021-A10-10200476 from
Charleston County Magistrate Court to General Sessions Court and try with all cases
related to cases 2014-CP-10-05407 and 2017-CP-10-04031.

4. Enter an Order compelling Ms. Wilson to provide discovery for Warrant 2021-A10-
10200476 no later than close of business 10 January 2022.

5. Provide defendant a copy of the secretive order filed on or about 12 November 2021,

along with all related evidence.

Page 11 of 12



6. Enter an Order compelling Haselden and Charleston County to turn over the audio
and video recordings of her 26 January 2021 bond hearing for these warrants.

7. Ifasurety bond of $20,000 or greater is truly appropriate for this defendant based on
these baseless charges, then enter an order converting the Appeal Bond filed 4
September 2018 1o a bond for these warrants.

8. Any other and further relief as this Court deems just, prudent, ethical, and proper.

December 29, 2021 Respectfully submitted,

%%wy

[3

Alan G. Nix

1401 Densmore Circle
Mount Pleasant, SC 29466
(843)991.4170
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2021A1010200476  2021A1010200473
2021A1010200444

CRIMINAL CHARGING DOCUMENT RO,

BAIL PROCEEDING
FORM U
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON
STATE OF SOUTH-CAROLINA ORDER SPECIFYING METHODS AND CONDITIONS OF RELEASE
V.
ALAN GREGORY NiX
NAME OF DEFENDANT

Offense Charged:  TRESPASS AFTER NOTICE / RESISTING ARREST 7 INTIMIDATION OF COURT OFFICIAL J URORS OR WITNESS
At a bail procezding conducted by the undersigned judge, for the defendant named above, it was determined by the court {check one or both):
? The release of the defendant on recognizance will not reasonably assure his appearance 8s required.
? 1K1 The release of the defendant on recognizance will result in an unreasonable danger to the community.

= NOTHING = ARBITRARY

This detérmination was based upon the llowing findings of fact: i

;;;onsxderaimns Naturg and circumstancas of Ihe GHCASC Charged, 1ne defendant’s family ties, employment, {ifranctal resources, character and mental condition, the
ieng,th of his residence in the community, his record of convictions, and any record of flight to avoid prosecution or failure fo appear at oiher court proceedings))

THEREFORE, IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED: = 11-15-20

1. That the sbove nawred defendant be refeased from custody on the condition that he will personally appear before the designated court 4t the
piace, date and time required to answer the charge made agdinst him and do what shall be ordered by the cotrt and not depart the State without the
permission of the court and be of good behavior.

2. That the above numed defendant be reisased from custody provided as follows {check alf that apply):
CASH IN LIEU OF BOND

(0] The defendant; acknowiedges himself 1o be indebted to the State of South Carolina in the sum of to secure his release from custody.
Should the defendant fail to comply with allterms and conditions of this Order, this sum of money is subject to being lorfeited to the State.

CASH PERCENTAGE IN LIEU OF BOND

{1 The defendant, acknowledging himself to be indebted 0 the State of South Carolina in the fall amount of , his release to be obtained by
paymeni'to the court of % (not to excoed 10%) of the full amount of the band, deposits 10 secure his release from custody. Should the
defendant fail 1o perform the conditions of this.Order, the full amount shall be levied on his real and personal propéety Tor the usé of the State,

APPEARANCE RECOGNIZANCE WITH SURETY

The défendant will provide good and sufficient surety approved by the court, in the form hereinafter set forth In this Order, acknowledging an
indebtedness to the State in the amount of $65.440.00.

'3, That the defendant shall appear at {check one):

X thetenmof . COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS beginning on Upon Call of Court

at 2:00 o’clock, P.M. at CHARLES’I‘ON COUNTY JUDICIAL CENTER: 100 BROAD STREET, CHARLESTON
and remain there throughout that term of court. 1f no disposition is mude during that term, the defendant shall appear and remain
throughout each succeeding tenn of court until Tinal dispositica is made of his casé, unless otherwise ordered by the court.

B the session of Summey: 6185 Rivers Ave.., Ste E, N. Chas, beginning on Friday, March 19,2021 at 10 o’clock, A;M,
If no final disposition is made during that session, the defendant shall appear at such other times and places as ordered by the court,

INITIALS OF DEFENDANT Ik
-

4. Thet the defendant will notify the-count promptly i'he changes his address from the one comained in this order and he will comply with those
conditions described hereinafter in the Order.

Bt

S oo January 26, 2021

SIGNATURE OF JUDGE: Hiselden DATE

ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY OF THIS FORM ARE TO BE COMPLETED IN EVERY BAIL PROCEEDING IN WHICH (T 1S USED
SCCAS11A (Revised 3/2012) Original Copy For The Triai Court - Copy For The Defendant.



ACKNOWLEDGEMENT BY DEFENDANT
Tunderstand that If [ violate any condition-of this Qrder, a warrant for my arrest will be issued.

[ urderstanid and have been informed tiat | have a right and obligation 10 be present attrial and should T fail to attend the court, the trial
will proceed in my absence,

it hras been explaised 1o me that i1 ail w appesr before the courtas required, 2 wamant for my arrest will beissued.

ADDRESS TIGUATURE OF DEFENDANT: ALAN GREGORVNIX
January 26, 2021

CYsTATEAr TELEFHONE DATE

SOCIAL SECURTTY NUMBER DRIVER S LICENSE OR 1D NUMBER ATTORNEY REPRENENTING ACCUSED (F KNOW

SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF RELEASE

a. [ Placoment i custody. The defendant is placed in the-custody of:

NAME OF PERSON OR QRGANIZATION

ADDRESS CITY/STATE F2is TELEFEGNE
who agrees {1) to supervise the defendant as set forth by the court, {2) to-use every effon to assure the appearance of the defendant atall scheduled
hearings before the court, and (3)to rotify the court 1mmad;atei§ in the event the defendam vivlates any conditions of his release or disappears.

SHANATURE OF CUSTODIAN {IF APPROVED)} ) DATE

b. [ Restrictions on Travel, Association or Residence. The defendant will comply with each of the following conditions:

e [ Par-time Release. The defendantwill Be relessed from custody from o’clock, to o’¢clock,
TIME - TAREPM “HME AMPH
on on condition that he retorm o the custody of
DATE(S) ’ NAME DF PERSON OR ORGANIZATION
al : _ asdesignated.
TOCATION

4. Other Conditions. The defendant will comply with the following other conditions of release:  You will be advised by mail of your next
court appearance. Itis your responsibility to maintain your current mailing address with the Clerk of Count for General Sessions, NO
CONTACT WITH VICTIMS NOR ANY FAMILY MEMBERS OF THE VICTIM VERBALLY, ELECTRONICALLY, BY
PHONE, ON SOCIAL MEDIA OR BY THIRD PARTY, OR IN WRITING. YOU ARE BARRED FROM WITHIN ONE
BLOCK OF THE VICTIM’S RESIDENCE, SCHOOL, BUSINESES AND/OR WORK.

THE VICTIM'S ARE AS FOLLOWS: ENTIRE MASTER AND EQUITY OFFICE (CURRENT AND PREVIOUS)
EMPLOYEES) :

LAURA BECK, KATIE BURUNSON, JAN ONEALE HEARN, CINDY YARBOUROUGH, CHRISTINE SMITH, MIKELL
SCARBOROUGH, MARTI DENNIS, RYAN CONNOR, SPENCER GILL, JUDY DAWKINS, HUNTER JAMES,
BARNWELL RASWELL

CHARLESTON COUNTY MAGISTRATE TOM LYNN

DEF IS NOT TO POSSESS-OR AQUIRE ANY FIREARMS , KNIVES OR WEAPONS OF ANY KIND DURING THE
PENDENCY OF THIS CASE. ANY WEAPONS MUST BE TURNED OVER TO ATTORNEY LE, OR FAMILY MEMBERS
THAT WILL GO ON.RECORD

DEF IS NOTTO RETURN TO THE INCIDENT LOCATION

DEF IS TO WEAR A GPS MONITOR AND IS NOT TO GO WITHIN A 5 MILE RADIUS OF 1401 DENSMORE CIRCLE.
GPS MONITOR DOES NOT PROHIBIT DEF FROM LIVING ANYWHERE IN THE ST ATE NO CONTACT WITH
VICTIMS NOR ANY FAMILY MEMBERS OF THE VICTIM VERBALLY, ELECTRONICALLY, BY PHONE, ON
SOCIAL MEDIA OR BY THIRD PARTY, OR IN WRITING. YOU ARE BARRED FROM WITHIN ONE BLOCK OF
THE VICTIM’S RESIDENCE, SCHOOL, BUSINESES AND/OR WORK.

THE VICTIM'S ARE AS FOLLOWS: ENTIRE MASTER AND EQUITY OFFICE (CURRENT AND PREVIOUS)
EMPLOYEES) :

LAURA BECK, KATIE BURUNSON, JAN ONEALE HEARN, CINDY YARBOUROUGH, CHRISTINE SMITH, MIKELL
SCARBOROUGH, MARTI DENNIS, RYAN CONNOR, SPENCER GILL, JUDY DAWKINS, HUNTER JAMES,
BARNWELL RASWELL

CHARLESTON COUNTY MAGISTRATE TOM LYNN

DEF 18 NOT TO POSSESS OR AQUIRE ANY FIREARMS , KNIVES OR WEAPONS OF ANY KIND DURING THE

PENDENCY OF THIS CASE. ANY WEAPONS MUST BE TURNED OVER TO ATTORNEY LE, ORFAMILY MEMBERS
THAT WILL 60 ON RECORD



DEF IS NOT TO RETURN TO THE INCIDENT LOCATION
DEF IS TO WEAR A GPS MONITOR AND IS NOT TO GO WITHIN A 5 MILE RADIUS OF 1401 DENSMORE CIRCLE.
GPS MONITOR DOES NOT PROHIBIT DEF FROM LIVING ANYWHERE IN THE STATE

APPEARANCE RECOGNIZANCE WITH SURETY

On the . day of _ . - personally. appeared before thie undérsigned judge the
surety named below who acknowledged himself indebted to the State of South Caroling, in the sum of , such sum to'be
levied on his real and personal property for the use of the State, should riamed defendant fail in performing the conditions of this Order.

The surety, being duly sworn; says that he is a resident and free helder within the State and is worth the sum acknowledged and
underwritten herein, over all his-debis and Habilities, and exclusive of property exempt from execution,

NWAME OF SURETY BONDSMAN COMPANY TELEPHONE " SIGNATURE OF SURETY BONDSMAN

ADDRESS OF SURETY BONDSMAN

CITYISTATE IR SIGNATURE OF JUDGE:

NAME QF INSURANCE COMPANY DATE

ADDRESS OF INSURANCE COMPANY

CITY/STATEZIP

ML A A (Hevised WD



agnix'l @hotmail.com

From: Benjamin A. Mack <BMack@charlestoncounty.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 3:58 PM

To: agnix1@hotmail.com

Cc: Ashley Pennington »
Subject: FW: Alan Nix Letter - Requesting Permission to go to US Attorney Office
Hi Alan,

See below. The State is unwilling to consent to allowing you to visit the USAG’s office or the US District Court in
Charleston. Would you like me to file a motion te amend your bond for the purpose of you visiting those places? If so,
what is the reason for the visit?

Sincerely,

Ben

Benjamin A. Mack

Assistant Public Defender

South Carolina’s Sth Judicial Circuit
101 Meeting Street, 5th Floor
Charleston, South Carolina 29401
843.858.1884

From: Nicholas Uricchio <UricchioN@SCSolicitor9.org>

Sent: Tuesday; November 16, 2021 2:52 PM

To: Benjamin A, Mack <BMack@charlestoncounty.org>

Subject: RE: Alan Nix Letter - Requesting Permission to go to US Attorney Office

Hey Ben,

He has bond conditions that say he can not be with in one block of the Courthouse. | expect him to follow the Court’s
order. If he would like to change his bond condition than he needs to make a motion.

With kind regards,

Nick Uricchio

Assistant Solicitor

101 Meeting Street, Suite 400

Charleston, SC 29401

o: 843-958-1903 | f: 843-938-1905

e: uricchion@scsolicitor9.org | web: www.scsolicitor9.org




CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: All information transmitted in this e-mail, including any files transmitted with it is confidential
and contains information which is legally priviteged or otherwise exempt from disclosure. They are intended solely for the.
use of the individual or entity to whom this e-mail is addressed. If you are not one of the named recipients, an empicyee or
agent responsible for delivering the message. to the intended recipients, or otherwise have reason fo believe that you have
received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender and delete this message immediately from your
computer. Any other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this e-mail is sirictly prohibited.

From: Benjamin A, Mack <BMack@charlestoncountv.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 2:36 PM

To: Nicholas Uricchio <UricchioN@SCSalicitors.org>

Subject: RE: Alan Nix Letter - Requesting Permission to go to US Attorney Office

Hi Nick,
Do you intend to revoke Alan’s bond if he goes to the USAG’s office or the US District Court in Charleston?
Sincerely,

Ben

Benjamin A. Mack

Assistant Public Defender

Scuth Carolina’s 9th Judicial Circuit
101 Meeting Street, Sth Floor
Charleston, South Carolina 29401
843.958,1884

From: Nicholas Uricchio <UricchioN@SCSolicitord.org>

Sent: Friday, November 12, 2021 1:33 PM

To: Benjamin A. Mack <BMack@charlestoncounty.org>

Subject: Alan Nix Letter - Requesting Permission to go to US Attorney Office

Ben,

Piease see attached letter from Alan Nix.

Have a good weekend,

Nick Uricchio

Assistant Solicitor

101 Meeting Street, Suite 400
Charleston, SC 29401

0: 843-958-1903 | f: 843-958-1905
e: uricchion@sesolicitor9.ore | web: www.sesolicitord.org




9 November 2021

Alan Nix
1401 Densmore Circle
Mount Pleasant, SC 29466

Ashley Pennington Scarlett Wilson

Charteston County Public Defender Charleston County Solicitor
101 Meeting St. 101 Meeting St.
Charleston, SC 29401 Charleston, SC 29401

RE: Permission to go to US District Court and US Attorney’s Office in Charleston, SC -

Ms. Wilson and Mr. Pennington,

As you are aware, due to Mag. Haselden’s BAIL PROCEEDING FORM Il order dated 26 Jan 2621,
enclosed for your ease of reference, it is more than slightly dangerous for me to go to either the US
Attorney’s Office in Charleston (151 Meeting St.) and/or the US District Court in Charleston (85 Broad
St.) without the substantial likelihood of getting thrown back into the Sheriff Al Cannon Detention
Center forviolating said BAIL PROCEEDING FORM ll order. If you have spent any quality time in the
Sheriff Al Cannon Detention Center, you most likely understand my preference not to return, especially
due to such improper restrictions.

However, | need to visit both locations between this week and shortly after Thanksgiving. Given
the issues Mag. Haselden’s BAIL PROCEEDING FORM Ii continues to create, | am writing to request any

assistance you two can provide to enable me to go to these two locations without fear of being arrested
again.

Please let me know soonest if you all can agree to allow me to visit these two locations without
being arrested, and if you can, please provide a copy of your written agreement ASAP this week.

Mr. Pehning‘t'on,

In the event you'and Ms. Wilson can not enter into such an agreement by the end of this week,
please file a motion as quickly as you can this week which seeks the court’s permission to allow me to
visit these locations without fear of being arrested again. Please ensure | am copied on your motion.

Pagel on



Thank you in advance for\-whatever assistance and safeguards you can provide to ensure my
safety while visiting 151 Meseting St and/or 85 Broad St. between this weekand eatly December.

Best regards,

j«%//??m/

Alan Nix

Natalie Ham

Charleston County Attorney
4045 Bridge View Dr.,

North Charleston, SC 29405
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" Interview #58096 - Infate #0001600756

- 7%

Defendant’s Name: ALAN GREGORY NIX
Race: White Ethnicity: Gender: M
DOB: 03/26/1967 Age: 53
FOR COURT INQUIRY:!
* Address *» Time in Community
» Auto Court Reminder ¢ Phone Number
+ Marital Status « Number of Children
+ Primary Cavegiver o Highest Level of Education
* Employment e indigence Status
= (Sang Member {NCIC) o Unlawful Alien
+ Disability o Attorney Name

Number of SACDC bouokings in last 2 years: 0
Booking Date: 01/25/2021 18:25
Pending offense(s) involving weapon: N/A

Probation/ Parole: NG
#ofFTA's: 0

Criminal History: NO
Criminal History Description: N/A

Law Enforcement Agency

CC SHERIFF'S OFFICE

f CC SHERIFF'S OFFIGE

Criminal History Class: N/A

Criminal History Convictions: None
Charging Doc
2021A1010200476

Current Charges.

TRESPASS AFTER NOTICE

2021A1010200475

R5 132




Intervisw &5 399 'ﬂﬁ'«s(e %001600’56

L Ea v

Factors in the Charleston County Pretrial Risk Assessment instrument, C-PRAI

For each factor indicated, add the.corresponding point value to the defendant's risk score. The point values are as
follows:

Risk Factor Criteria Assigned Points

Charge Type If current-charge(s) are associated with greater nsk of 3
failure

: Criminal History “ if the deféndént has 6ne or rhore misdemeanor or felony 0
| convictions '

Total Points: 5
Risk Level: 1
Level 1 (scoring -1 to 5) Level 2 (scoring 610 8) Level 3 (scoring 10 t0-12) Level 4 {scoring 13 to 19)

Please be advised this risk score is intended for the considaration of tﬁ_e bond-setting judge and is only valid at thé time
of the bond hearing for which it was prepared:

Failure Rates by Risk Level

Risk Level

9% Pratrial Failure

Pretrial failure was.defined as re-arrest or missed court appearance during the-pretrial period.

RS 133



30 October 2021

Alan Nix
1401 Densmore Circle
Mount Pleasant, SC 29466

Hervery Young
General Counsel
SC Commission on Indigent Defense
1330 Lady Street, Ste. 401
Columbia, 5C 29201
Copy included for Hugh Ryan

Anne Fynn-Smith

SC Insurance Reserve Fund
1201 Main St., Ste. 500
Columbiag, SC 29201

Natalie Ham

Charleston County Attorney
4045 Bridge View Dr.

North Charleston, SC 29405

Ashley Pennington

Charleston County Public Defender Office
101 Meeting St., 5% Floor

* Charleston, 5C 29401

Copies included for:

Woosley

Smith

Combs

Mzck

Ehrlich

Vo e

Page1of2

John Nichols

Office of Disciplinary Counsel
1220 Senate St

Columbia, SC 29201

Alan Wilson.

5C Attorney Genersl
1000 Assembly St.
Columbia, SC 29201

Julie Armstrong
Clerk of Court, Charleston County
100 Broad St.
Charleston, SC 25401
Copy included for Judge Jefferson

Scarlett Wilson

Charleston County Solicitor
101 Meeting 5t.
Charleston, SC 20401



RE: Mailing via USPS email respanse to Mack / Pennington / Charleston County / SC Commissien on
Indigent Defense from yesterday.

Please find enciosed a copy of the email trail from yesterday which is.a response to said email
. from Mack / Pennington / Charleston County / SC Commission on Indigent Defense.

By way of this email and letter, and the exhibits incorporated by reference, please ensure that
Mack, by and through his Employer and Supervisors file an amended motion at once which includes
exhibits to support all of the facts which Mack and his Employer and Supervisors clearly stated in a filed
legal document to be true.  Once filed.and served as required by the rules, | will provide a much more
detailed response which should be filed and then provide Mack, his Emplover and Supervisors at least
15 days to respond to prior to holding-any such heari ing on such matter. Based onmy curfent
interpretation of the issues these parties face, | will most likely have to-file an additional response to
Mack and his Employer’s rebuttal

Obviously the issue with Haselden’s 26 Jan 2021 Bail Proceeding Form 1 Order must also be
completely dealt with priorto holding any such or further hearings.

Lastly, please accept my apology for any delays on my behalf after today and prior to 18
November 2021 as | am sure most of you all know that these continuing unnecessary issues created by

Charfeston County.and its Associates are clearly obstructing my ability to finalize the Racketeering case
against multiple parties thvolved in, and which have created, these same matters.

Best regards,

ol

Alan Nix
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agnix1@hotmail.com -

From: agnix1@hotmail.com
Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021 530 PM
To: ‘Benjamin A, Mack'; ‘James M. Milone'; "Jefferson, Deadra L. Secretary (Chanda C.

Sheppardy}’; Jefferson, Deadra L. Law Clerk (Jacqueline Venezia)', hyoung@sccid.sc.gov;
hryan@sccid.sc.gov; jsnichols@sceourts.org; awilson@scag.gov; aflynn@irf.sc.gov;
Jarmstrong@charlesioncounty.org; salicitor@scsoticitord.org

Ce ‘Ashley Pennington’; 'Ted Smith'; ‘Nicholas Uricchic’; 'Gaylord R. Combs!; ‘Cassandra
Woosley’; 'Megan S. Ehrlich’; nham@charlestoncounty.org

Subject: RE: State v. Alan Nix

Attachments: Nix, Alan - Motion to Clarify Counsel.pdf; Nix, Alan - Affidavit of indigency and

Application for Counsel.pdf; Haselden Bail Proceeding Form If 26 Jan 2021.pdf

fmportance: High

Mr. Penriington.

Please also ensure while Mr. Mack is revising his thing from this morning to include sufficient exhibits to support his
statements of apparent Tact, you or he also, either in the safme filing or a simuitaneous companion filing, finally
addresses the obvious catch 22 from 26 Jan 2021 which prevents me from coming te a court in Charleston County
without getting arrested again for violating Haselden’s Bail Proceeding Form Il dated 26 Jan 2021. Perhaps even
include an explanation of how you all expected to put me on the record before the Court without fixing this major
issue. This has been a problem for over nine {9} months.

Ill get this in the mail ASAP too but just in case this email get through to a few folks, wanted to make sure this issue was
finally addressed without causing me to miss another court appearance because of the fear and reality of the bail
proceeding form | dated 26 Jan 2021. ' ' '

Best regards,
Alan Nix

From: agnix1@hotmail.com <agnix1@hotmail.corn>

Sent;: Friday, October 28, 2021 1:10 PM '

To:'Benjamin A. Mack' <BMack@charlestoncounty.org>; 'lames M. Milona' <JMilone@charlestoncounty.org>;
‘Jefferson, Deadra L. Secretary {Chanda C. Sheppard)' <DieffersonSC@sccourts.org>; Jefferson, Deadra L. Law Clerk
{Jacqueline Venezia)’ <DieffersonlC@scrourts.org>; hyoung@sccid.sc.gov; hryan@sceid.sc.gov; jsnichols@sccourts.org;
awilson@scag.gov; aflynn@irf.sc.gov; jarmstrong@charlestoncounty.org; solicitor@scsolicitord.org

Cc: ‘Ashley Perinington' <APennington@charlestoncounty.org>; 'Ted Smith’ <WTSmith@charlestoncounty.org>;
'Nicholas Uricchio' <UricchioN@SCSolicitorS.orgs; 'Gaylord R. Combs' <GRCombs@charlestoncounty.orgs; 'Cassandra

Woosley' <cwoosiey@charlestoncounty.org>; "Megan S, Ehrlich’ <MEhrlich@charlestoncounty.org>;
rnham®@charlestoncounty.org . o o : :
Subject: RE: State v. Alan Nix

Mr. Young and Ms. Ham, R

Please correct me if | am incorrect in stating that | requested you to ensure your clients filed motions to be relieved by
noon today, 29 Oct 2021, if such actions were actually necessary. Since | am not an attorney licensed to-practice law in
South Carolina I'may be misinterpreting the attached, but in general it does not appear to be a motion to be

relieved. If such is not filed before close of business Monday, 1-Nov 2021, | will begin filing motions and other actions
to deal appropriately with these issues. . :



Mr. Pennington.

Please ensure Mr. Mack attaches sufficient exhibits to this document to support his statements of apparent fact, refile
the ascument and serve on me and all others copies as provided for by the rules. | will definitely mail a response to the
revised, filed and properly served version. Hopefully Ms. Armstrong will actually filé it.

Ms. Wilson.
Nec worries about ex parte issues at this point. | will ensure you are copied on all responses to Charleston County and
the SC Commission on Indigency Defense.

ludge Jefferson. :
Please accept my apologies, but I suggest we both know you are most likely not the best person to be involved in this
matter.

F'will also put this in the USPS as soon as possible since | imagine this email will be blocked by most recipients copied.
Havé a nice weekend.

Best regards,
AlanNix

From: Benjamin A. Mack <BMack®charlestoncounty.org>

Sent: Friday, October 29, 2021 11:25 AM

To: James M. Milane <jMilone@chariestoncounty.org>; Jefferson, Deadra L. Secretary {Chanda C. Sheppard)
<DleffersonSC@sceaurts.orp>; Jefferson, Deadra L. Law Clerk (Jacqueline Venezia) <DleffersoniC@sceourts.org>
Ce: ggnixi @hotmail.com; Ashley Pennington <APennington@chariestoncounty.org>; Ted Smith
<WTSmith@charlestoncounty;org>; Nicholas Uricchio <UricchioN@SCSolicitord.org>; Gaylord R. Combs

<GRCombs@chariestoncéunty.org>
Subject: State v. Alan Nix

Attached is '3 Motion to Clarify Representation of Counsel in Alan Nix's case. It specifically requests an ex porte hearing
on the matter. However, | have only briefly discussed the ex parte aspect of the request with the State. My hope is that
Nick will consent as I'm not looking for a Faretta hearing. 'm simply looking to put Alan on the record before the Court
on whether he wants to represent himself. My ex parte request, of course, is based on a concern for protecting Alan’s
case confidentiality and privilege during the hearing.

if Alan states on the record that he wants to represent himself, then he knows to anticipate a Faretta hearing to
determine if he is capable of representing himseif and that the State likely would be a party to the Faretta hearing.

FYi. Alan is copied here.
Sincerely,

Ben

Benjamin A. Mack

Assistant Public Defender

South Caroling’s 9th Judicial Circuit
101 Meseting Street, 5th Floor



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) IN'THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) MOTION COVERSHEET
4 )} WARRANT/TICKET/
| ) INDICTMENT #’s To2)A 10002 pod 35
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
)
-Va- )
"4’! an Aj )
DEFENDANT )
)
)
3
Solicitor: ' Defendant s Attorney:
Mk teiochis ,BarNo.___ o PIP Mw—é_) ,BarNo. __
Address: e B
Chao Lf 0#ee .QM 2N LR f‘ OF o
Phone: z?q}' ' Phone: __ /2@ Lot R =
E-mail: Eomail o Fr 3 .
[SOTION HEARING REQUESTED VoE oz i{w.
.FORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED g os
~ SECTION I: Hearing Information t -
Nature of Motion: ___ 73 (Y u-/ox Gvrnp/ : e
Estimated Time Needed: oo ik Court Reporter Needed: [IVEST]NO
. , SECTION II: Motion/Order Type '
B/Wﬁmn motion attached
[} Form Motion/Order

I'hereby move for relief or action by the court ds set forth in the attached proposed order.

q,../é/

Signature 6T 1] Soliciter | 9 Attorney for Defendant

-2
Date sabmitte




STATE OF SOUTH CARODLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
)} FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ) ’
} Warraunt No(s): 2021A1010200475
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

)} Charge{s): Opposing Law Enforcement Officer

} Serving Process
vs.

) 2 £ 2 .
P o X s [
TR AR | e
ALAN NIX, §’ \ S 3 I
) Motion to Clarify Repmsentaho&%;f(? pinsel {*‘(‘%
) Voo B ¢
Defendant. ) L2 =

)

To: The General Sessioms Court, Alan Nix, and Assistant Solicitor Nick Uricchio,
Representative for the State of South Carolina

Benjamin A. Mack respectfully moves the General Sessions Court for an ex parfe hearing
1o clarify representation of counsel on Alan Nix’s case. Alan Nix has been appointed Benjamin
A. Mack as his publicdefender for a pending criminal charge in Charleston County. However,
Alan Nix has indicated to the Public Defender’s Office that he would rather represent himself
without specifically requesting the filing of a Motion ta R;e}ieve Counsel, while 4t the same time
requesting the advice.and support of the Public Defender’s Office. As a result, an ex parte
hearing is necessary with notice being given to Alan Nix to defermine if he should be

representing himself onhis eriminal case in Charleston County.

ISOMOVE:

Ben{azmn’f& Mack
Assistant Poblic Defender

Charleston, South Carclina
Dated: /1. 29 . .2/

Page 1 of1



2021A1010200476. 2021 A1810200475
2021A1010200434

CRIMINAL CHARGING DOCUMENT NO.

BAIL PROCEEDING
FORM I
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON
STATE OF 8DUTH CAROLINA ORDER SPECIFYING METHODS AND CONDITIONS GF RELEASE
v.
ALAN GREGORY NIX
NAME OF DEFENDANT

Offense Charged:  TRESPASS AFTER NOTICE / RESISTING ARKEST / INTIMIDATION OF COURT OFFICIAL JIJRORS OR WITNESS
At a bail proceeding conducted by the undersigned judge, for the defendant named above, it was. determined by the court {chesk on¢ or both):
The release of the defendant on recognizance will not reasonably assure his appedrance as required.
{4 The release of the defendant on recognizance will result in an unrcasonable danger to the community.
This determination was based upon the following findings of fact: &
‘ {Considerations: Nature and cirzumstances of the offense charged, the defendant’s family ties, employment, Bnancial resources, chamfer #nd mﬁua! condion, the
. Iength of his residence in the community, his recoed of convictions, and any recard of flight ta avoid prosecetion o fislure 1o appear at other court proveadings |
THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

L. That the above named defendant be released from cstody on the condition thiat he will personally appear before the designated court at the
place, date and tiine required to answer the chafge made against him and do what shall be erdered by the court and n6t depant the State without the
permission of the court and be of good behavior.

2. That the sbove named defendant be relensed from custody provided as follows {check all that apply):
CASH INLIEU OF BOND

[1 The defendant, acknowledges himself 1o be indebred 1o the State of South Carolina in the sum.of to seoure hig release from custody.
Should the deferndant fail to comply with all terms asd conditions of this Order, this sum of money is subject to being forfeited o the State,
CASH PERCENTAGE IN LIEU OF BOND

[ The defendant, acknowledging himself to bz indebted to the State of South Caralina in the full amount of - his release t be obtained by

payment to the sourt-of, % {not 10 excoed 10%) of the full amount of the bond, deposits 1o secure his refease from custody. Should the
defendant fail 1o perform the conditions of this Order, the full amount shall be levied on his real and personal properiy for the use of the State.

APPEARANCE RECOGNIZANCE WITH SURETY

{8 The defendant will provide good and sufficient surety sppraved by the court, in the form hereinafier set forth in this Order, acknowledging an
indebtedness to the State in the amount of $65,440.00.

3. That the defendant shall appear at {chéck one):

A thetermof COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS beginningon ______ UponCallof Court

at2:00 o’clock, PV, at CHARLESTON COUNTY JUDICIAL CENTER, 180 BROAD STREEY, CHARLESTON
and remain there throughout that 1evm of court. If ne disposition is made during that term, the defendant shall appear and remain

throughout cach suceeeding term of court until finaf disposition is made of his case, unless otherwise ordered by the cour.

B the session of Summey: 6185 Rivers Ave., Ste E, N. Chas. beginning on Eridav, March 19, 2021 = 18 o'clock, AM.
If no fina! disposition is made during that session, the defendant shall 2ppedrat such other times and places as ordercd by the coust,

TNITIALS OF DEFENDANT i

4. Trot the defendant will notify the court promprly if he changes his address from the one comtained in this order and he will comply with those
conditions described hereinafter in the Order,

et

. s anfea Eanuary 26, 2021
SIGRATURE OF UDGE; Hasalden DATE

] ORIGISAL AND ONE COPY OF THIS FORM ARE TO BE COMPLETED IN EVERY BAIL PROCEEDING IN WHICH ITIS USED
SCCA/STIA (Revised 3/2012) Origingl Copy For The Trial Court—Copy For The Defendant




. . ACKNOWLEBGEMENT BY DEFENDANT
I understand that if I violate any condition of this Order, 1 warrant for my amest will be issued.

Tunderstand and havs been informed thiat | have a right and obligation ro be present 4t trial and should I fail (o afiénd the court, the trial
will proceed in my absence,

It has been #xplained to me that if | fail to appedy before the court 25 required, & warrant for my arrest wilig_e isstied.

ADDRESS SGNATURE OF Dmgmr: ALAN GREGORV NIX
Jahuary 26, 2021

COVATATEAD TELEPHONE DATE.

SOCIAL SEURIT ¥ NUMBER DRIVER'S LICENSE OR 1D NUMBER ATTORNEY REPRESENTING ACCUSED (IF KNOWN)

SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF RELEASE

2 [ Placement in custody. The defendant is placed in the cusiody of:

WAME OF PERSON OR OROANIZATION

ADURESS™ CHUSTATE TP TELEPHONE
who egrees {1) to supervise the defendant as set forth by the coun, {2) to use evéry effort 1o assure the-sppearance of the defendant atall scheduled
hearings befors the court, and (3) to notify the.court immediately in the event the defendant violates any conditions of his relsase or disappears.

SIGNATURE OF CUSTODIAN (IF APPROVED) DATE
b. [ Restrictions on Travel, Association of Residence. The defendant will comply with each of the fellowing conditions:

e, L[] PartimeReleass. The defendant will be released from custody from o'clock, to o'clock,
TME AYATIA TINE ANUPM
on on condition that he retuem 1o the custody of
DATES) HAME DF PERSON OR CRUANIZATION
a as designated,
LOCATION

d. Other Conditions. Tae defendant will comply with the following other conditions of release:  You will be advised by mail of your next
court appearance: It is your responsibility to maintain your current mailing address with the Clerk of Court for Gensral Sessions. NQ
CONTACT WITH VICTIMS NOR ANY FAMILY MEMBERS OF THE VICTIM VERBALLY, ELECTRONICALLY, BY
PHONE, ON SOCIAL MEDIA OR BY THIRD PARTY, OR IN WRITING, YOU ARE BARRED FROM WITHIN ONE
BLOCK OF THE VICTIM'S RESIDENCE, SCHOOL, BUSINESES ANIVOR WORK.

THE VICTIM'S ARE AS FOLLOWS: ENTIRE MASTER AND EQUITY OFFICE (CURRENT AND PREVIOUS)
-EMPLOYEES):

LAURA BECK, KATIE BURUNSON, JAN ONFALE HEARN, CINDY YARBOUROUGH, CHRISTINE SMITH, MIKELL

SCARBOROUGH, MARTI DENNIS, RYAN CONNOR, SPENCER GILL, JUDY DAWKINS, HUNTER JAMES,

BARNWELL RASWELL

CHARLESTON COUNTY MAGISTRATE TOM LYNN

DEF IS NOT TO POSSESS OR AQUIRE ANY FIREARMS , KNIVES OR WEAPONS OF ANY KIND DURING THE
PENDENCY OF THIS CASE. ANY WEAPONS MUST BE TURNED OVER TO ATTORNEY LE, OR FAMILY MEMBERS
THAT WILL GO ON RECORD

DEF IS NOT TO RETURN TO THE INCIDENT LOCATION

DEF IS TO WEAR A GPS MONITOR AND IS NOT TO GO WITHIN A 5 MILE RADIUS OF 1401 BENSMORE CIRCLE.
GPS MONITOR DOES NOT PROHIBIT DEF FROM LIVING ANYWHERE IN THE STATE NO CONTACT WITH
VICTIMS NOR ANY FAMILY MEMBERS OF THE VICTIM VERBALLY, ELECTRONICALLY, BY PHONE, ON
SOCIAL MEDIA OR BY THIRD PARTY, OR IN WRITING. YOU ARE BARRED FROM WITHIN ONE BLOCK OF
THE VICTIM'S RESIDENCE, SCHOOL, BUSINESES AND/OR WORK.

THE VICTIM'S ARE AS FOLLOWS: ENTIRE MASTER AND EQUITY OFFICE (CURRENT AND PREVIOUS)
EMPLOYEES) :

LAURA BECK, KATIE BURUNSON, JAN ONEALE HEARN, CINDY YARBOUROUGH, CHRISTINE SMITH, MIKELL
SCARBOROUGH, MARTI DENNIS, RYAN CONNOR, SPENCER GILL, JUDY DAWKINS, HUNTER JAMES,
BARNWELL RASWELL

CHARLESTON COUNTY MAGISTRATE TOM LYNN

DEF IS NOT TO POSSESS OR AQUIRE ANY FIREARMS , KNIVES OR WEAPONS OF ANY KIND DURING THE

PENDENCY OF THIS CASE. ANY WEAPONS MUST BE TURNED OVER TO ATTORNEY LE, OR FAMILY MEMBERS
THAT WILL GO ON RECORD



DEF IS NOT TO RETURN TO THE INCIDENT LOCATION

-DEF IS TO WEAR A GPS MONITOR AND IS NOT TO GO WITHIN A 5 MILE RADIUS OF 140 DENSMORE CIRCLE.
GPS MONITOR DOES NOT PROHIBIT DEF FROM LIVING ANYWHERE IN THE STATE

APPEARANCE RECOGNIZANCE WITH SURETY

On the day of v s » personally appeared before the undersigned judge the
surcty named below who acknowiedged himself indebred to the State of South Carolina, in the sum of . such sum ta be
tevied on his real and personal property for the use of the State, should named defendant fail in performing the conditions of this Order.

The surety, being duly sworn, says that he is a residant and free holder within the State and is worth the sum scknowledged and
'underwritien herein, over all his debts and liabilities, and exclusive of property exempt from execution.

NAME OF SURETY BONDSMAN COMPANY TELEPHONE srcmma"'z‘?)ﬁl'mm' BONDSMAN
ADDAESS OF SURETY BONDSMAN

“CIRTATE “' "HENATURE OF FUDGE,

WANE OF INSURANCE COMPANY” BATE

ADDRESS OF INSURANCE COMPANY

CHYRTATE D

Srarch 24, 02 SCUAIA (Roviwed 3.209.2)



27 October 2021

Alan Nix
1401 Densmore Circle
Mount Pleasant, 5C 29466

Hervery Young

General Counsel

5C Commission on indigent Defense
1330 Lady Street, Ste. 401

. Hugh Ryan

Executive Director

SC Commission on‘indigent Defense
1330 Lady Street, Ste. 401

Caolumbig, SC 29201 Columbia, 5C 29201
Anne Smith Alan Wilson
SCinsurance Reserve Fund SC Attorney General
1201 Main 5t., Ste. 500 1000 Assembly St.
Columbia, SC 29201 Columbla, 5C 29201

RE: Notice of Intent in compliance with the SC Tort Reform Act.  Benjamin Mack, Charleston County
Public Defender Corporation and related associates and organizations

Mr. Young, Mr. Ryan, Ms. Smith, My, Wilson.

Please accept this letter as an official Notice of Intent to commence one or more civil actions
naming Benjamin Mack, his employer and their assoclates as defendants related to their involvement
and conduct in Arrest Warrant Affidavits dated 21 Jan 2021 and 22 Jan 2021, Warrant number 2021-
A10-10200444 and Warrant number 2021-A10-10200475.

Please ensure all related evidence and documents is properly preservad and secured,

Also, please advise no later than 29 November 2021 if the parties you regresent and/or have
oversight responsibility for will willingly provide presuit discovery prior to the filing of any or all currently
contemplated actions. Additionally, if you or the parties you representintend to declare that Benjamin
Mack was operating withih the scope of his employment related to these matters at any-point during
the period 10 February 2021 and the date of this letter, please refer to the enclosed three page
apparent affidavit dated 8 Febeuary 2021 and cite, with specificity, the grounds for making such a claim.

Pagelof2



! will send additional communications on these issues as the situation warrants, and no later
than December 2021, Likewise, | will attempt to provide reciprocal presuit discovery in that same
timeframe. However, as of the date of this letter, it is my belief all such evidence which I have compited
is either publicly available information or you, your associates and/or your clients were previously

copied on such correspondence.

Thank you for your cooperation and | look férward to receiving a response to this letter no later

than shortly after Thanksgiving.

Best regards,

%ﬂap’/

Alan Nix

Ashiey Pennington.

Charleston County Public Defender Office
101 Meeting St., 5 Floor

Charleston, 5C 29401

Natalie Ham

Charleston County Attorney
4045 Bridge View Dr,

North Charleston, $C 28405
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Ashley Pennington

SC Pubilic Defender Association
2144 Melbourne Ave., Rm 123
Charleston, SC 29405



IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA .
| , . 9™ TUDICIAL CIRCUTT

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON :

AFRIDAVIT OF INDIGENCY
AND

)
)
)
)
The State of South Carolina ) :
~ Plantift, ) APPLICATION FOR COUNSEL
)
)
)
)
)

{Defense of Indigemcy Act, Form No.2)

Alpl &, NI
Defendant.
CRIMNAL CHARGING DOCUMENT NO.
NAME OF APPLICANT ‘AH‘M . LL

.A’DDBESS

mmaoxx RMER(S}
DATE OF RIRTH

SOCTAL SECURITY RO,

NAMES OF CO-DEEENDANTS - -
1. Areyou prwenﬂy employed" Yes | X) Nof |
a. If*yes™, state the amount of your salary or wages per month, and give the name andadd:ess of your

employez.

sumoxgéw < ) RMAND’AD}}MSOBWWYEK
Tzﬁﬁ\/p. (BELEY (T Pioe mueMIT

i, state the name and address of last employment, date oftmnmon of amplcvment, and amount

of your salary ox wages per month.-
SALARY OR WAGES ATy ; TERMINATION
R MONTE mmgm ADDRESS OF EMPLUYER ) plpien

2 Inclnde employment information for the spouse, ¥ aéj@;licahlé.-

%ﬁg‘%@m : NAME AND ADDRESS OR EMPLOYER |

If the spouse is not currently employed, state the name and address of last emglaymezﬁ, date of
termination of employment, ard amovmt of salary or wages per month, :



BALARY OR WAGES
PER MONIH

WAME AND ADDRESE OF EMPLOYER

TERMINATION
DATE

3. List by name, age and relationship to you, any persons who are dependent upon you for sapport.
Indicate beside each how much you contribute toward their suppozt.

NAME | —AGE RELATIONSEIP AMOUNT OF SUPORT |
. ' T '
/ ]
e
/
—
4, Have you recewad within the past torefve months any money fram ﬁny ofthe fgﬁowmg
. sourees?

2. Business, profession or form of self-employment? Yes I:} N‘o@
b. Rent payments, inferest or dividends? Yes [ o m
¢, Pensions, apnidtiesor life insurance pagments? Yes [} ¥o Y]
i Gifts or igheritanczs? Yes [ Yo ¥

e. Asy other starces?

Tf the answer to any of the above is “yes”, describe each source of money and staie the amount Teceived

from each during the past twelve months.

ey

Well

SOTURCE QR BOREY

4 AMOUNT

RETT PENERLT (&M{m&d@g#m

5. Do you own cash, or do you have any money in a checking or savings aceomnt?

" Ttue sswor is “pes”, state o total emovat of the cash owned. S OKD—

6. Do you own any real estate, stocks, bonds, notes, or ether valuable propexty (excluding ordma:y
xmnschold frrpishings and clothing)?

ves [
I€the ancorer Is “yes”, qufueihcpmywtyandmﬁxs eppropriats value of the Hems owned.

Fo

7. ‘What kind of xnotor velicle do you own? 2&&@’7’5{5@

b

Is i paid for? Yes |
Ifnot, wbxiareﬁm?aymm?
8. Howmuchdo yomowe {on hens, mori:gagt:s other enenmbrances or debis)?
- STODENT
RENTMORTGAGE | UTILTES | MEDIGAL | caepir  BONDSMAN | LDANS OTHER MONTHLY
- :
:l:}aq—- s 5 5 s 3 / ’[?{D’(cfra, id&}




I do solemnty swear fhat the account by me delivered into this court with may application for counsel does
comtzin a troe and full account of all my real and personal estats, debits, oredits and effects whatsoever without
exception, which 1 o;ranypa:sonmmfmmehavemaﬁhetzmzofmypossssmonhad,oaam, ox was, in any
r&spect, entitled to, in possession, remainder or reversion and that I have not at any time since charges were

maqe against me o1 before, direcily or Indirectly sold, leased, assigned or atherwise disposed of or made over,
in trost for myself or otherwise, other then is menfioned herein, '

X understand the appointment of counsel creates a claim against the assets and estate of fhe person who is
provided connsel or the parents or legal guardians of a juvenile In an amownt equal to the cost of
representafion less the amomnt paid to appointed connsel, the public defender office andfor the
Cormmission on Indigent Defense. X understand that sach claim shall be filed in the office of the Clexk of
Court in the county where I, my child, or ward are assigned counsel, but that the filing of a-claim shall
not constitufe a Hen against my real or personal property unless, i the discretion of the couxt, part of all

of such claim is reduced to judgment by appropriate order of fhe court afier serving me with st leagt
thirty (30) days nofice that gudgment il be enfered.

I understand that, pusuant to §17—3«30(h), I am required v pay a non-refundable $40.00 apphcaﬁm: fee
to the Clerk of Court for public defender services or other appotated counsel.

I am financially unable io employ counsel and request that connsel be assigned to represent me, Itmdazstaﬂd

that T 2m entitled to at least thirty days’ notice before & claim against me may be reduced to jndgment, and I do
hzrehywmveﬂm dghtto such notce

This éz}& Say of E@ s s ’Z- 4 ,

Defenfent

day of N
. (L8
Notary Poblic for Sowth Caroling
My Commission Bxpres:
xll‘ﬂ,l'&&(lllﬁ‘l'ﬂllBKl;xli3‘llxiiilﬂll;lﬁllil'xtllﬁli lxII!’!l!’l!il!!xl!I-_l'x!lmllilﬂlINIIRIK!I!!'IU!‘
The applicant’s request for conrt-appainted cormsel is hereby [ ] granted /[ denisd.
Dated:
Tudge/Clerk or Deputy Clerk

, South Carolina



_a_g_nix‘l @hotmail.com

From: agnix1@hotmail.com

Sent: Thursday, October 28, 2027 3:22 PM

To: '‘Gaylord R. Combs’

Cc: ‘Ashley Pennington’

Subject: last request / favor :
Attachments: alan.nix.CAD.report.pdf; CHS 21 Jan 2021 00600 reports.pdf

Good afternoon Gary.

Given recent events, | will not contact you again for informal assistance related to these matters, but as a last request, |
would appreciate your assistance / professional assessment (previous Sheriff’s Deputy) related to how you have or
would analyze these two documents from a comparison / accuracy / contradictory perspective.

The first document is what you sent a couple of weeks ago. The second is from discovery back in the Winter or early
Spring | suppose.

First, in general, what are the major take aways from your peérspective related to these two documents individually and
in comparison to each other?

A few specific questions | have are:

1.

W

4,
5

Can you provide more insight / detail about “Priority: LP98_Officer Initiated”?

Can you provide more insight / detail about “Agency: Law Enforcement’™ ? eg. Very generic.....

Can you provide more details about “Unit 5054”? for instance, but not limited to, was someone actually in that
unit, and if so, who was that?

Can you provide more info about “SOADM”?

Can you provide more infé about “LCCR Call Comp / Report Taken”?

Once again Gary, thank you for your help and any help you could provide on this last request would be very much
appreciated. '

Best regards,
Alan Nix



Incident Detail Report

Incident Status Closed

incident Number 202100023939

Incident Information

Incident Type: Papers

Priority:- LPB8_Officer nitiated
Determinant:

Base Response #:

Confirmation &

Taken By: Sackman, lillan B
Response Area: MPPD 107
Disposition: LCCR_Call Comp/ Report Taken

Cancel Reasom:

Incident Status: Closed
Certification:

Longitude: 79787606
MGRS: 175PS1340639250

Incident Location
Location Name:
Address:

Apartment:.

1401 Densmore Cir

Building:

City, State, Zip: MOUNT PLEASANT, 5C 29466

Call Receipt
Caller Name:

Method Received:
Caller Type:

Caller Address:

Caller City, State, Zip: ,

Report Generated: 10/12/2021 15:24:27

Incident Date 1/11/2021 11:12:24

Alarm Level:
Problem:
Agency:
Jurisdiction;
Division:
Battalion:
Response Plan;
Command Ch:
Primary TAC:
Alternate TAC:
Delay Reasan:
Latitude:
uTM:

County:
Location Type:

Cross Street:

Taw Provider Area:

Map Reference:

Call Back Phone:
Calter Location:
Caller Apt/Bldg:
Caller County:

Civil Process

Law Enforcement

Mt Pleasant PD_MPPD
MPD8

MPD8

32885548

175 613406 3639250

CHARLESTON

Dead End/DENSMORE CIR
SPAMPPD DISS
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Time Stamps Elapsed Times
Description Date Time User Description Time
Phane Pickup 1/11/2021 11:12:24 Received to In Queue 00:00:00
1st Koy Stroke 1/11/2021 11:12:24 Call Taking 00:00:00
in Pending Queue. 1/11/2021 11:12:24 In Queue To 1st Assign 00:00:00
Call Taking Complete 1/11/2021  21:12:24  Sackman, Jillian B Call Recsived to 1st Assign 00:00:00
15t Unit Assignad 1412021 11:12:24 Assigned Yo 1st Enroute 00:00:00
1st Unit Envoute 171172021 11:12:24 Enroute to 1st Arrived 00:00:00
1st Unit Arrived 1/11/2021 11:12:24 Incident Duration 00:02:24
incident Under Control
Time Sent to Other CAD
Incident Closed 1/11/2021.  11:14:48  Sackman, lillian 8
ANI/ALI Calls
No ANI/ALI Calls
Units Assigned
At Delay Odm.  Odm.
Unit Assigned  Disposition  Enroute Staged  Arrived Patient  Avail Complete Enroute Afrived Cancel Reason
S054 171172021 LCCR_Call 1/11/202 171172021 1/1}./2021
11:12:24 Comp/ Report 1 11:12:24 11:14:48
Taken 11:12:24
Personnel Assigned
No Personnel Assigned
Pre-Scheduled Information
No Pre-5cheduled Information
Special Equipment
No Special Equipment
Transports
o Transports
Transport Legs
No Transport Legs
Comments
Date Time User Type Confidential Comment
171172021 11:12:24  3BS Respanse [1] 1sOCAIRT EVICTION
1/11/2021 1132:44 i8S Response {2] Requested Case Numberl(s) issued for Incidént #[202100023939],
lurisdiction: Sheriff_CCSO. Case Number{s): 2021-000600, requested
by SO54.
1/11/2021 11:14:41  1BS Respense. {31 SO54 OCAIRT EVICTION FOR FRIDAY 1/22

Report Generated: 10/12/2021 15:24:27
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Address Changes

No Address Changes

Priority Changes

No Priority Changes

Transport Changes

No Transport Changes

Transport Priority Changes

No Transport Priority Changes

Alarm Level Changes

No Alarm Level Changes

Actlvity Log

Bate Time
1/11/2021  11:12:24
1/11/2021 11:12:29
1/11/2021  11:12:32
1/11/2021  11:12:32
171172021 11:12:44
1/11/2021  11:14:48
171172021 11:14:48
171172071 11:14:48
Edit Log

Date. Time
1/11/2021 11:12:2%
1/11/2021  11:12:32
1/13/2021  11:12:32
/1172022 11:12:32

Unit

5054

S054

5054

S054-
S054

Field
Read Call

Current Sector
‘CurrentDivision

CurrentSectoriD

Repart Generated: 10/12/2021 15:24:27

Activity
At Scene

Read incident

Location

1401 Densmore Cir

Update Incident Seetor

Sector Change

‘Requested Case

Number

Available

Dispositien

Response Closed

Changed
From

False
MPD8
MPD38

12

1401 Densmaore Cir

1401 Densmore Cir

1401 b‘ensmore Cir

1401 Densmore Cir

Changed

To Reason

True {Response
Viewer)

SOADM {Response
) Viewer)

SOADM {Response
Viewer)

29 (Response
Viewer)

Log Entry User
JBS
Incident 052 was Marked as Read.  IBS
Incident 052 was transferred To i8s
Sector SOADM
From-Sector MPD8 to Sector: i8S
SOADM
Requested Case Number{s} issued JBS
“for ln_cident‘#(202100023939],
Jurigdiction; Sheriff_CCSO, Case
Nuinber{s): 2021-000600.
Unit Cleared From ihcident 85
202100023939
LECCR_Call Comp/ Repart Taken JBS
Response Disposition: LCCR_Call  J8S
Comp/ Report Taken
Table Workstation
Resporisé_Master_incident  311DSP20
Response_Master_Incident  911D5P20
Response_Master_incident  S11DSP20
Response_Master_Incident  911DSP20

User
Bs

iBs
i8S

JBS
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Custom Time Stamps

No Custom Time Stamps

Custom Data Fields

No Custom Data Fields

Case Number
Case Number

2021-000600

Attachments

No Attachments

Dispositions

Date Time Unit
1/11/2021 11:14:48

Supplemental Person

No Supplemental Persons

Supplemental Property
No Supplemental Property

Supplement Vehicle
No Supplemental Vehicles

Supplemental Weapon

No Supplemental Weapons

Report Generated: 10/12/2021 15:24:27

Method

Request

Disposition

LCCR_Call Comp/ Report Taken

User

i8S

Radio Name

5054
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CHARLESTON COUNTY ;
iy CASE NUMRER
SHERIF F'S OFFICE 2021000800
X CASE TYPE CAD EVENT NUMBER
© 3681 LEEDS AVE EVICTION {CIVIL PROCESS)
3 REPORT DATE
CHARLESTON, SC 204057437 G 1/2112021
(843) 202-17C0 REPORTING OFFICER
100251105408 - BOOKER, JEFFERY ©

INCIDENT
(TBCATION

: OCCURRED.
1401 DENSMORE CIR MOUNT PLEASANT, SC 28468 US ON OR FROM

DRTES ToeE:
- §0132‘ll_2021, 14:00 |THU
PREMIBE NAME JURISOICTION

ces0 TO ID1I21!202‘I 14:05 [THU

Seusrversomosoomases
g»mcr éé?sr ( mg?cw. SERVicES |REPORTED jpii212021 [1a:00 [THU

INATURE OF INCIOENT

[ acosioLrewates [ senorcimzen ] nateseus [ rson 3 conoamsse
[Jcaceeares [lorrcerassant  [Joavcraseo [ vovesnoviotsnce [ uvene

RE ATED REPORT NUMAERS

RELATED CASE RUMBERS

SYNOPSIS
Foreclosure/Eviction,

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

[Clcac ] Pursuir \C] use oF Force |

2nd Offieer

STATUS

CASE STATUS ASE STRTOS BATE DISFOSITION CISPOSITION DATE, [mov& - APPROVAL DATE
IACTIVE 01/23/2021 AR-ADULT 01/28/2021 £916/105408 - CRAVEN, CHRISTO —0112212021

RMS-001-SSRS v1.39 BRINTED: 21212021 12:58:02 PH BY: 0916 FOR OFFICIAL USE Q ?y51 of 24-7AL PAGES




. [CAGE NOMBER
{!NC)DENT REPORT 'CHARLESTON GOUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 2021000800

SUSPECTS: | » o i 10
ENTRY NO MDL\I‘E&ENT NAME: LASY, FIRST, MIDDLE
k| sy NBEL_ALAN GREGORY
HOME AGDRESS I MALING ADDRESS
1401 DENSMORE CIR MOUNT PLEASANT SC 28486
ENPLOYER EMPLOYER ADDRESS OCCUPA“HO“
HOME FHONE OTHER PHONE ENPLOYER PHONE
76 {843} 728-2400 -
AGE WEIGHT JHAR EVES P08 RESIDENCY [CITIZEN JGANG IDENTIFICATION

03!28!1967 -m 180, BRO |BRO | Id x l
OL NUMBER OLST (88N 2] BTATED LOCAL IID‘I !toz
008428701 8C_ {247532362 3001571218
COMMENT

NARRATIVE

On 01-11-21 at 1320 hrs., R/D along with Deputy B. Green responded to 1401 Densmore cir. Mt.
Pleasant in reference to pastmg an eviction notice. Upon arrival, R/D knocked on the front door with
negative response from anyone inside the residence. R/D at this time posted the eviction natice on
the front door in plain view. The listed agent from Church Park was contacted and advised of the lock
out date of 01-22-21 at 12:00 pm.

Nothing further at this time.
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021000500

" ' CASE NUMBER
i!NCIDENT REPORT CHARLESTON COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE l;

PROPERYY: i i) 0
ENYRYNO [INVOLVENENT
! 1 EVIDENCE 48 P
SERIAL NUMSER QUANTITY Icomn lcomk Iom Taﬁsuo EVIDENCE

N

DESCRIPTION CUSTODY STATUS

ONE MANILLA ENVELOPE WITH PAPERWORK EROM ALAN NIX : . {CuUsSTODY
COMMENT

NARRATIVE b [CRRRRONS
1, Master Deputy Colbum responded fo the Public Service Building (PSB) at the request of Sgt
Craven to meet with Charleston County Legal in regards to papers dropped off by subject Nix. | met
with County Attorney, Ed Knisley, who provided me with a stack of papers and a manilla envelope.
Ed advised no one in the office observed Nix drop the paperwork off,-as he left them on the office
counter. On the front page | observed a hand written note stating “Joe, here is the headline: Shootout
& standoff between Charleston County Sheriff's Office & homeowner intentionally & premeditatedly
set up by corrupt Judge, Mikell Scarborough®. Sgt. Craven advised for me to collect the paperwork,
complete a supplement, and turn the paperwork into evidence for a pending eviction at Nix's
residence, 1401 Densmore Circle Mt. Pleasant, SC 29468, on 1/22/2021 at 12pm.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA OCA # 2021-000600
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON AFFIDAVIT -

‘ Personally appeared before me, a magistrate of this County, one K Choattn , who, first being duly
swom, deposes and says that

Alan Gregory Nix

did within this County and State on.or about the 22" day of January 2021 viclate the criminal laws of the State of
South Carolina in the following particulars:

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE
Trespassing after notice

Vo~ 1t - éoaadl}j

The affiant staies that there is probable cause to believe that the defendant named above did commit the
crime(s) set forth, and that such probable cause is based on the following facts:

That on January 22, 2021, while at 1401 Densmore Circle, Mt. Pleasant 8.C., in the County and State
aforesaid, the above named defendant, Alan Gregory Nix, did commit the offense of viclation section 16-9-620 of
the South Carolina State Code of Laws, 1976 as amended, Trespassing after notice, in that he did willfully and
unlawiully, refused to leave the property as ordered by a Writ of Assistance (2017CP1004031) signed by Judge
Scarborough on December 30, 2020, and posted to the defendant's residence on January 11, 2021, -

That on January 22, 2021, at 09:37hrs, the defendant sent an email to members of the Charleston County
Sheriff's Office stating *l haven't packed a single thing to move”. At 12:06 pm.Sgt. Craven spoke to the defendant's
daughter who advised that her father had not left the residence nor was he planning to leave on his own. At
16:48hrs the defendant sent another email asking for an “accurate schedule of the stated intent to forcibly remove
me from my home” He continues on further stating “I've been sitting here waiting for such actions for 4.75 hours”
Members of the Charleston County Sheriif's Office were also conducting surveillance of the residence prior to and
after 12pm onJanuary 22, 2021, and confirmed that the defendant had not left the property as ordered. On January
23, 2021, at 15:45hrs the defendant sent another email advising *I've been barricaded in my family’s home now for
28 hours waiting for the assault by the Charleston County Sheriff's Dept. / Charleston County SWAT team that was
supposed to happen 27.5 hours ago.” The defendant has acknowledge the courts order posted on his residence
advising him to vacate the property and he has adamantly refused to leave the property which is currently owned by
State Street Holdihgs Co, LLC.

The above information was revealed through the investigation of Sgt. C. Craven and he along with a
representative of the Victim, State Street Holdings Co, LLC, are witnesses o prove the same against the form of
the statute in such case made and provided against the peace and dignity of the State.

Sworn to and Subscribed hefore me {/ (
/—‘*L\a‘ {m.}\ 3 j\> e
. = Affiang ; S
o — , _ : 3691 Leéds Av}e
this 2T day of [Cens, 207/ N. Charleston, SC 20405
843-202-1700

S e
Signature of Juﬁge\l é/w_,,




ARREST WARRANT

2021A1010200476

STATE OF SOUTH CARCLINA
E Countyl D Municipality of
Charleston

THE STATE
against

Alan Gregory Nix

Address: 14071 Densmore Cir

Mount Pleasant, SC 29466-9040

Phona:  {843)991-4170

$8N; 247-53-2362

Sex. M Race:. W Height  § 10 Weght

180

DL State: oLE  BOR42RTNI

DOB. 372671967

Agency ORUE SCO 100000

Prosscuting Agency,  Charleston County Sheriff

Prossculing Officer

Christopher R Craven - 800418

ofrense: Trespassing / Entering premises after warning or

refusing to leave on request

Fram Approvieo by

S stigiray Goneest
Aprd 31, 2003

BLECA G

STATE OF SCUTH CAROLINA )
{)Z] Courty! U Municipahty of )
Ch ‘ )

Charleston '

DEFENDANT

AFFIDAVIT COPY

Parsonaly appearsd befors me the afant  Christopher R Craven \ f( . th}‘l«\ who
being culy swom deposes and says that defendant  Alan Giregory Nix

digg witfen Ihis colnty and Stalé on oeabout  1/22/2021 viplate the cripunal lsws of the
State of South Garolina {or crditance of X County! D Municipality of Charleston )

in the fedowing padiculars:

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: “yreqpnssing / Fntering preniises-ufler warning or. refasing to leave on request

| furtber state that  there 8 probable named

the ¢rime set forth and that probsbis
SEE ATTACHED AFFIDAVIT

cause o tuliove
use s based on e

that the delendant
following  facts;

ahove  did  commit

" Offanse Code: 1167 L ¢ :
* CodelOrdinanca Sec:  16-11-0620 - / \ _»»;,M h
) Sigriature of Atfiant A m ;’ LN\ ’
< TRE Warrant 1 CERTIFIED ™ FOR  BERVICE, . 1he STATE O ) & '
TATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
County/ Municipality of .
] ty D ty \ @ County! D Municipalty of ) Affiants Address 3691 Eeeds Avmue
The accused North Charleston, SC 29405
i to be amested and brought  hefore me to be Charleston ) Affiant's Telephone
dealt with accorging to the law.
L.S. )
&5 ARREST WARRANT
Sgnatire bt Sudpe
Dale TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE.OF THIS COUNTY:
W appeadng  fom  the  above affidavit  that  fheré  are reasonable  grounds  to balieva  that
RETURN o et
on orabout  1/22/202] defendant  Alan Gregory Nix

A copy of this arrest warant {was delivered g

defendant _'“‘!-f;?\i &z)" 17 R

on

RETURN WARRANT TO:
North Area 3 Magistrate
6185 Rivers Avenue, Suite E
North Charleston, SC 29406

DEFENDANT COPY DEFENDANT COPY

did viciaste the criminal laws of the State of South Carolina (or crdinance of
ff{] Countyl m Muniipality of Charleston

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Trespassing / Entering premises after warning or refusing te leave on request

} as set fodh below:

Having faund probable cause and the above afiant having swom before me, you are empowered and directed to arrest the said defendant and bring him or
her before me forthwith fo ba dea with according 10 law. A copy of this Arrest Warrant shall be defivered to the defendant at the fime of its exacution, or as
ston thereaftar as is practicable

Swom 1o and subscribed bafore me )

on 172472021 _ )

L8y North Charleston, SC 294058
) Judge's Telephone  (8431746-9822
D- Municical

7391 ) Magistrato

Jidge's Address

Judge Code

DEFENDANT COPY DEFENDANT COPY  DEFENDANT COPY DEFENDANT COPY DEFENDANT COPY

D Clrgust

issuing Court:




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

Park West Master Association, Ine.

Plainiff, CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE
V. WITH THE CORONAVIRUS AID,
RELIEF, AND ECONOMIC SECURITY
Chad Thursby ; ACT
(FORECLOSURES)
Defendani(s)
017495.00115

My Name is: Stephanie Trotter Kellahan.
I am an authorized agent of the Plaintiff in the foreclosure case described at the top of this
page. I am capable of making this certification. The fucts stated in the certification are

within my personal knowledge and are true and correet.

1. Verification

Pursuant to the South Carolina Supreme Court Administrative Orders 2020-04-30-02 and
2020-05-06-01 and based upon the information provided by the Plaintiff and/or its authorized
servicer as maintained in its case management/database records, the undersigned makes the

following certifications:

Plaintiff is seeking to foreclose upon the following property:
1200 Willoughby Lane , Mount Pleasant, SC 29466

L verify that this property and specifically the mortgage loan subject to this action (check one):

v' is.NOT a “Federally Backed Mortgage Loan™ as defined by § 4022(a)(2) of the federal
Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act.

O is a “Federally Backed Mortgage Loan™ as defined by § 4022(a)(2) of the federal Coronavirus
Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act. Specifically, the foreclosure moratorium. cited in
Section 4022(c)(2) of the CARES Act has expired as of May 18, 2020, and the property and
morigage are not currently subject to a forbearance plan as solely defined in Sections 4022(b)
and (c) of the CARES Act.

SCCA/256A (05/12/2020)

€L0¥001dD020C#SVYD - SV T NOWIWOD - NOLSTTHVHD - WY 01:6 G d8g 0Z0Z - AT 4 ATIVOINONLOT 1T



Please identify which database or the other information you have used to determine that the
property does not have a federally backed mortgage loan or federally backed multifamily
mortgage loan:

This is the foreclosure of an unpaid property owners' association assessment lien and is. to the
best of myv knowledge. not subject to the CARES Act.

2. Declaration:

1 certify that the foregoing statements made by me are frue and correct. [ am aware that if
anv of the foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, | am subieet to punishment

bv contempt,

My name is: Stephanie Trotter Kellahan
First Middle Last

My address is:_4500 Fort Jackson Blvd. #250  Columbia SC 29209
Street Address & Unit No. (if any) City State Zrp

Signed on: September 4, 2020 in Richland County, South Carolina.

/s Stephanie Trotter Kellahan
Stephanie Trotter Kellahan (SC Bar #77680)
Attorney for Plaintiff

SCCA/256A (05/12/2020)
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina

RE: Certification of Compliance with the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and
Economic Security Act in Evictions and Foreclosures Forms

ORDER

The federal Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act was adopted into
law March 27, 2020. The Act includes provisions for a nationwide moratorium on
some, but not all, eviction and foreclosure actions.

I FIND it is appropriate to ensure that evictions and foreclosures filed in the trial
courts of this State comply with the protections provided in the Coronavirus Aid,
Relief, and Economic Security Act for certain tenants and homeowners.

Therefore, pursuant to the provisions of Article V, Section 4 of the South Carolina
Constitution, '

IT IS ORDERED that any party pursuing an eviction or foreclosure in a trial court
of this State must submit to the court a signed, original Certification of Compliance
with the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act. For evictions and
foreclosures filed on or after the date of this Order, the Certification of Compliance
must be submitted along with the initial filing. For evictions and foreclosures filed
before the date of this Order, the Certification of Compliance must be filed with the
court prior to proceeding with the eviction or foreclosure. If a party required to file
a Certification of Compliance neglects to do so the eviction or foreclosure shall
terminate without further action taken.

I'T IS FURTHER ORDERED that magistrate courts statewide shall not issue a writ
or warrant of ejectment in an eviction action until the party pursuing the eviction has
complied with the provisions of this Order.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Master-in-Equity courts statewide shall not hold
a foreclosure sale, or issue a judgment of foreclosure, writ of assistance, or writ of
gjectment in a foreclosure action until the party pursuing the foreclosure has
complied with the provisions of this Order.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Certification of Compliance with the
Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act in Evictions (SCCA256B)
form, and the Certification of Compliance with the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and



Economic Security Act in Foreclosures (SCCA256A) form are 