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Now Comes Appellate Roberd Lee Tsem®241314, pro,se with Reasan's why Deberminakion

E)( Civeuid (ot of Ckmleg-by\ COUM’)! Was IW\?(‘O?*?—(- TIn RCSWYISQ {0 fetder Lrom “The
Supreme Cout OF Sodth Caroling fromt Clexk of Coud Honorable, Pertricia A. Howard

da"?-d‘.’. ﬁuguﬁ' 19,2022, A%Jenak States his achion ts ot ‘oomr-eé) success\ve ox”
untimely under statuke of limitations and delermmation made by the Charlesion County
Cueuit Courk was 'W‘Pm?u’ Due to the fadt Hhat & dental of dee process ¢f |aw

is a defect Hrat can be ratsed at anyfime. Specifically the tval cowd has the
Whevent authordy +a dismiss an ndickment whare Heve has ben a clear denial

of due pracess. The notice that must be contatned 1n an indicdment 15 a camponent

of due process Phat 15 accoded evey Crimmal defendant USCA Const Amend .14, Code
4l § 11-14-20, Evans V- State. Gll s&.zd 510(2005), state V. Smails (13 S.E.2d 754(2007/
fitheugh an indickient does not Confer subyect maber jurisdichion, due process cequives
thet o crtminal defendant be properly served with o valid indictment . Thus @ dental
of dve process of law (s in fact a defect of law Hhet can be vaised at anpime

The USCA Const. Amend XTV Sechon | States: Tn pack thet all pevson’s bor crhizens of
Fhe United Shates and 0f the Sttes Wherein +hey reside no state shall malce or enborce
ony law which shall abridge Yhe privileges O tmmunities 6F ciireens gt The Unikt)
Slates nor Shall any Slale deprive any pruon of life, iberdy of progerty withoot due pracess
of Pra laws. The Constituhon is +he Supreme 1w of the land Appellate Counsel was mefechue
foc Lailuce o raise these tssves e violation of +he Sitth Amerdment 4o the Unried States

Conshituhion which states that Appellate wust be affoded with effechve assistance of
counsel as well as M accocdance with +he Case of Strickland v. Washmglou, and Sath

darolina TWies of Professional Conduck, Therefore Based vpon these Shaked facts herein
Unis mokon the Courd exvor 1n dismissing Appellate case and this Couvt tharetfare
Should accept Appellate case and vawte lower cowds ruling and vacate sentence.
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