Stak. OF Stuth Carolima TN THE APPEAL COURT OF Sotth Caccline

CASE NO. Zoid - P- 10-4357 RECEIVBD“
Nehiee. OF APPEAL AUG 15 209
_ SC
[0 Final Otdev OF Disimissal BY The :gqugfﬁppeals

7 2 — s diA —_ il ] p
rtCu €y \/LMM 300 T the (l’l:w’l(’“()v’i t()du'\‘\"/ Cour+

WAL T Ploal ed 71812
OF Commer] Pleas. Dated 7N18i22 RECEIVE

Robert Leg T s 247314

Vi

Stale OF Sovth Cavolina

{
{
I
I
[
(
|
[
I
|
[
(
1
l
[
|

Hateivpnd OF Claimn

S.C. SUPREME Cour
Now Comes Agfhww{- Roberd Lee Isom™ 2‘173’1‘1,\7\,-1_‘;_;'( ity Notice of Appeal Fval Ovdec T
of Dusmuissal B): Hawe Hencrah|e j'u;!gt 1109‘(( Y’.\JV\j 3C. Tia Hhe Chavleson Cgunty Couwvt OF
(oypment Pieas. AFFthﬂ‘{' states Haat Hie indithment s vpon which he was convcted
do ot contain infovmation SuFficient o Coavey Junrsdiction ypan P Civcuid ccu./ﬁ-
due_ %"O lack (_‘\- Dwe \}(ocaSS iy \nc\,ﬂ;‘\'m{/l‘*' V’V\q).(w'\;l, SCre N lVY\\?G)'QA U"C-IA., As in
‘actordance wirth 5.C. Code Annggi- 19-20 whith s4ates: Every indictiment Shall b deeme d
and Hudged sufficient and 9“\3 i law which, 1n aéérhb‘v‘ to allegativns as ¢ e
and place as requived loy 1aW . The U.5.CoA. Censt. Awvwnd XTV et i Swietd o o
aat ANl PRASNS bovni o noturatized n Yhe United Stedes ond Suhject o Hax Juvxs’éiui-\s
Hagre OF, ave € dizeis of dhe Unded Stades Cmé oA P State wheran tHaey yeside . WO
Slate Shall malke o endgvze any law whith Shatl abodyge the pravileges ¢ v vhes
of cihzens of +he United StoteS novy Shall oty State -:L?gzrwe oy Persena ot 1‘\:;”,/ {iherty,
ov Properky Wt du proced w\ﬁ H«L law S, The Coth»*v*-‘ci\ s e ,Sjw_rr%m taw o€
"“'\L lard: Tn He Case of Rector 158,85 ¢ »c-.-\'— 230,155 $.E gt 392 it SateS in inStanceS whaerk
Sucin mditkment S reqjuuf‘ié, may HreatRe yustly Jace P pasition ot ha has been
degm&(\ ob [He, libevty, ov property withgud dut precess of faw \{mW%mm _CVP +he
Clate Canstihon, A denal of due process of law and s o delict that can be fased
ab oy Bme Spec(f'f;at\q e Fral Cowt has $d w\\«&em:,.-& O'w*'\f"f\’ “)f"r o digmiss arf
ndichment e Pt has been an {""—Nl'u(af«{# Cleavs depial ot due process; A ovder
1S veid only o Hae Cow v aceed V{:Jvaﬂ .)'\/v;.;ul(f.'\—i’:n o SUbject it )'\oV\.:".'\l*.L*;ﬂf‘ Q-rL,-
b ackd v mannes wongstent Wb dox process ot law. The vickc < that N‘\‘fﬂ n
Contanie 1 an pndtChmeat LS @ COVV'\"-:;V\-'(V\\’ of the A 'Pv’éCeS»’;‘lvl«A ‘\/S/C\‘-'Cclfdf‘é&"w:“/
drimial de Sedanir. U S .C. A Condt. ﬁvﬁmi 1‘-1 Ccd‘,zzv a7¢ ‘ﬂ—iq\-— 0. t:\/cwu' v» >TCI"(‘Q— (;2\ S.F.: i
SIQ(ZUCS‘);SM*‘E U Symad\s i3 S,E.'Z‘{ 73"?(:’ wS) /)t#«f;ujh\ Gw? ,‘.w:‘f(,"bru,w\- AA&‘.&I vu‘\' Cuf/\ ‘ .3 vsjec
W*R.V’)\M.»dn’}w/'/-;ivt i (gels reguiet $hat @ Cﬁn"“’\.ﬁ\ de fendant be P‘r;\?e-/\# RNQ‘? wi tila .C«
valid indic bea k. UG CA. (0aSH ﬁvﬂimé A ﬂpfm.\'{cnf‘ﬁ StadeS Hat L ndicChveat Vie “-‘J‘R“: h‘s Ak
process Vight do Hha Consiithen which vendes WS @miichon voird and lade o d"f{ rjw
&O\'\Wé’ Pre cowt of )\N\')‘“é..b\mvx o C(-V\\“"v:*-' ’q‘.’f‘t“)‘(“‘“\" Tha ebeve bs':d'i-fé V'f"f‘ H'"L‘K Sterddc
fects wathen Hus vohe ot Apped! Amaa.rgqn* S bettes i"’\%‘* g pnanly +o D;)n:ssﬁ wes wl’\
evcor of taw and shudl Huredore be vowaks Lased upom thase Stdes facts SHake

Ya.ns ean a




ISR N

MNow Cowes ’ﬂ(’(’”'“*“? Réoert Lek

\ i~ N -~
Cectkicate OF <enuice

TSovrmB29T1%14 (e se wi Ha Votice OF Aepeal

g Pt e has p[ufe,é Copies ot Nuh&pt‘ flp,,/)cc‘\ o VS Marl on Hhis

Ste
\__Lday of. LG;USJ_ 2027 and mailed +o the fuluv«u/.c,

Gad resses lishes e low !
- *M

Laven T pims

: : Gl b Lot TSanTFzqT2; Y
o Bl Cavelinn Bllovigs Busesal ‘F, e b Lot Tom ?ﬂ.ﬁﬁlﬁﬁ ef
Y ,i(eé}iv (oyyeitivual T8¢

st o Ffice Rek 11549

Cotumdbia 5C 292111549

Ridgeviile, S¢ 29472

M Honogdle Folie T i@(fﬂﬁ‘/cuct

Lleck o € (o= Chacieshn Gunty

(08

Boad Shat suite o RBCEIV-E'B

Clagyieston £C Z‘?"(Gl
AUG 15 2022

St Cavtling Coud of '\i;’,‘mu : SC Court OprPea‘S

j120 Senae St

Columbio SC 29201




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT O COMMON PLEAS
FOR THE NINTH . UDICIAL CIRCUIT

N N

COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

Robert Lee Isom, #297314,

) CASE NO.: 2019-CP-10-04357 3
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) RS
Applicant, ) ORDER VACATING FINAL QPJ)E§ -

) OF DISMISSAL She 3;\

Vs. ) w2 B O
) RECEIVED rex XU
State of South Carolina, ) —'§ z

) AUG 15 2022 e
Respondent. )

)

SC Court of Appeals

This matter comes before the Court by way of an application for post-conviction relief
(PCR) filed August 20, 2019. Respondent made its return on August 13, 2020, requesting the
application be summarily dismissed based upon untimeliness and successiveness.

Pursuant to this request, and after reviewing the pleadings in this matter and all of the
records attached thereto, this Court issued a Conditional Order of Dismissal signed and filed
twenty days from the date of service of said Order in which to show wh~ the dismissal should
not become final. This Court then issued a Final Order of Dismissal sigred and filed January 25,
2021.

It has come to the attention of the Court, Applicant filed a respomse to this Court’s
Conditional Order of Discharge on October 2, 2020. Therefore, this Court finds a sufficient
reason why the Final Order of Dismissal filed on January 25, 2021 shoudd be vacated.

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the

Final Order of Dismissal is VACATED.
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AND IT IS SO ORDERED this day of }[M , 2021.

'Roger MNYoung, Sr., /
Chief Admimstrgtive fudge

Ninth Judicial Circuit

Charleston, South Carolina
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