October 3, 2022 Alonzo C. Jeter, I1I, #282902
Manning Correctional Institution
W5-53B

502 Beckman Drive
Columbia, South Carolina 29203

The Honorable Donald W. Beatty, Chief Justice
Judicial Council of South Carolina

1015 Sumter St., Suite 200

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

RE: Alonzo C. Jeter, ITI vs South Carolina’s Inequitable PCR Process

Dear Chief Justice Beatty:

I write as there is a matter that I aim to ensure that you and the Council are aware
of that affects many persons whom are post-conviction relief applicants.

I will inform you of my case which ultimately now morphs into one which I am
challenging the inequity which results in South Carolina’s Post-Conviction Relief
process and procedures. My case is currently in the South Carolina Supreme Court
with a pending Rule 59(e) motion. The case is Alonzo C. Jeter, III, v State of South
Carolina, Appellate Case No. 2022-000750.

Please do not misconstrue this correspondence to you as an attempt to have you
rule on the merits of this case. I am simply attempting to make you aware of the
case and also offer you proofs and to reveal to you the handwriting on the wall. My
Due Process rights which are guaranteed by the United States Constitution, are
trampled on in this state. There are many others like myself, I am simply an inmate
who is somewhat able to articulate this to you and provide hard proof and truths.

Today I issue a challenge to you. I challenge you to find one (1) single post-
conviction relief case where the proper standard with regard to motions for
summary judgment has been used by the common pleas courts. This would be the
scintilla standard. There exists no PCR case in which the court’s order grants or
denies summary judgment discusses this proper standard as the courts have
continuously erred in failing to base its determination on this standard.

I could provide more examples of inequities in the PCR process, however, I will opt
not to at this time in the interest of respect for your time and attention. If, on the
other hand you take a look and find me interesting, there is more things you may
find quite interesting located in another case in which I am litigating pro se. See the
case of Alonzo C. Jeter, I11, v State of South Carolina, Appellate Case No. 2017-
001777, currently pending in the South Carolina Court of Appeals.

Thank you for your attention and all that you do. -

Regards, ﬁ”__\
2

Alonzo C. J eter, I1I
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