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STATE OT SOUTH DAI(OTA
ln the Supreme Court
l, Shlrley A. Jarneson.Frrgel. 0lerk 0f lhe SupreÍìe Court of
S0uth Dakola, heteby cerlify that lhr wrthrn inslrumenl is a lrue_. -
and correcl copy of the onq¡nal thcreof as the same appears 1 N
on record in my ofice. ln witness whereof, I have her'eunto set
firy tBnd and affíxed ttts seal 0l said court at pierm, S.D. lhis

--day of_,20--

TFIE SUPREME COURT

OF THE

****

SUPREME COt'RT ._.
srArE olToIryfiDAKorA

JAN - 2 2OIB

Jr"/aki¿d
ORDER DISMISSING APPEAI

#28460

clerkorsuprcrnecourt srATE oF sourH DAKOTA
nf:ni,l ,

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA,
Pl-aintiff and Appel-lee,

vs.

CHARLES RUSSELL RHTNES,
Defendant and Appellant.

Appellee having served and filed a motion to dismiss the

appeal taken in the above-entitled matter, and appellant having served

and filed a response thereto, ancl appellee having served and filed a

reply in support of motion to dismiss appeal, and i-he Court having

considered the motion, response and reply/ now/ therefore, it is

ORDERED that the appeal be and it is hereby dismissed.

DATED at Pierre, South Dakota, this 2nd day of January,

2078.
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(.fustice Janine M. Kern disqualified. )

PÀRTICIPATING: Chj-ef Justice David Gilbertson, ,.fustices Steven L' Zinter, 
]

GIen A. Severson and Steven R. Jensen 
]

Chj-ef Justice David Gilbertson, ,.fustices Steven L' Zinter,
GIen A. Severson and Steven R. Jensen'

of the 7$úpreme Court
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