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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
COUNTY OF BARNWELL ) FOR THE SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
. ; :
Willie Frazter, ScDC, No 219272, ) Case No.: 2019-CP-06-0318
Apphcant, ) , ‘
.. )
v. )  FINAL ORDER OF msmss_éﬁggw
)' @t

State of South Carolma, ) .8 offfr__, 1

- Respondent ) AW

) ek
REME ©

This matter is before the Court based on a successive application forg@t-@d'mlctlon relief
filed by Applicant thhe Frazier. In reSponse, Respondent the State of South Carolina made its
“return and moved to summat'i]y dismiss the action as pfocedurally barred on numerous grounds
pursuent‘to the Unifonn‘Post-Conviction Procedures Act, S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-10 et seq.
(2014). |
. After a review of ‘the record and pleadmgs, this-Court agreed this appllcatlon should be
‘;, stnnmanly dlsmlssed and provisionally dismissed the action by way of a Condxtlonal Order of
Dismissal filed on December 21 2021, giving the Apphcant twenty days from the date of service
of sa1d Order in whlch to show why the dlsmxssal should not become final. Attached to this Final
Qrder and incorporated ‘herein by reference is an Affidavit of Service dated January 21, 2022,
serving the above-mentioned Conditional Order of Dismissal on Applicant.

Applicant responded to the Conditional Order of Dismissal by way of document captioned
“Objection to Conditional Order,” filed on December 21,2021. In this document, Applicant asserts
that he ie entitted to a hearing on his claims of ineﬂéctive assistance of counsel and subject matter
jurisdiction as a matter- of due process. He fails to address why this claim is not barred as
sggggssive, unjmely, or res judtcata This Court ﬁnds Apphcant has not provided sufficient reason

to overcome the procedural bars as set forth in the Condltlonal Order of Dismissal.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that for the reasons set forth in the Court’s Conditional
Order of Dismissal, this application for post-conviction relief is hereby DENIED AND
DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.

This Court hereby advises Applicant'he must file and serve a notice of appeal within thirty
days of the service of this Order to secure appellate review. See Rule 203, SCACR. Applicant’s
attention is directed to Rule 243, SCACR, for the procedures following the filing and service of

the notice of appeal.

v
AND IT IS SO ORDERED this / “N\day of J‘J L/ , 2022,

/ JUM

CLH’%%&’)TEWMAN

Presiding Judge
C/\‘) w\ , South Carolina Second Judicial Circuit
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