R»ECEIVED : Rlsnawn Reeder #316370

McCormick C.I.

.BA\N 3@2@2‘6 - 386 Redemptloéxngay

McCormick,SC 899
%.«WC@URT Jag\uary 15, 2024

The Hogorable Chief Justice Beatty
The Supreme Court of South Carollna
P.0. Box 11330

Columbia,SC 29211

Dear HoQorable Chief Justice Beatty,

I come to you my Hoporable Governme 't Representative i
regards to the matters of Obstruction of 5ustlce, Fraud upof
Court, Miscarriage of Justice, Prejuélclal admlnlstratlon o%
justice, and perjury going on with the lltlgatlog of my case.

My case hoid exceptional importance because my case was subject
to be reopen for review due to corrupt ex-i vestlgator Lorip
Williams belng fired from Spartanburg County Sheriff's Office
for the miscopduct of providing %alse 1nformat10n to obtain
warrants. Based ol the ipterest of justice all past and pepdipg
cases thnat LoriA %1lllams was involved 1n dating back 20 years
were subject to be reviewed.Copor Hughes, Sherlﬁf s investigator
fired;Cases stretching back two decades under review,
GoUpstate.com, Feb. 1, 2019, accessed Ju@e”24, 2019, https://www.-
goupstate.com/hews/20190201/sheriffs—imgestigator—fired—cases-
stretching-back-two-decades-under-review

Well I filed a PCR application to get a full 1Qdepe@deﬁt
review of my case because Lorin Wllilams committed péerjury as
well in my case provided false informatiof to obtain fraud warra-.
nts. Due to me Qot properly statlng the correct claim I took '
it upony myself go clear up any mlscommurncatlon by flllng o
Septemoer 27, 2022 a motlo? o) Amend Orlglnal %CR Appllcatloﬂ
as I was represe tlmg myself pro s to make it clear I was ralsl-
ng Due Process o Law claims pot pewly discovered evidepce claims
as I wropgfully drafted them 1in tﬁe orlglgal PCR appllcatlo@.
Enclosed with this letter is a copy of my motlog to AmeAd Orlgln—

i pcr application.(SEE Exhibit A)

Now here comes the misconduct wher) the PCR inadegquate
Order is issued oy March 17, 2623 it does not conéaln a flndng
of facts afNd state expresaly its conclu310As of law, relating
to each of"the two issues I preseqted and are listed ipn my motloﬁ
to Ameﬂd Origipal PCR Application I filed mopths before the
February 16, 623 PCR hearing. I filed a Motion to Ame@d and
to alter the PCR Order ofy April 6, 2023. Judge Gibons deniled
my motlo@ 1g@or1ng the inadequate PCR Order that was prepared
by the opposing party and signed by the Judge.

There is two major miscopducts I am adamapt in my de0151ogs

iQ hav1ﬂg brought before The Supreme Court of South” Carollﬁa
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and I am maki@g it known for the record so that if my appointed
counsel fails to comply with the law that she is boufd to support
thag aflother couf\sel who will represent my decisioq as the law
maffdates pursuant to SC Rule of ProfeSsional Conduct Rule 1.2.
If my lawyer feels to be in disagreement ghe lawyer shall be
remove pursuant to SC Rules of Professional Conduct Rule 1.16(a)
(4). It is my appointed lawyer duty to report 5rofessiohal misco-
@duct o opposifnNg party counsel Chelsey Marto aad Judge‘GibonS
19 my case for éhe obstruction of justice, fraué upon court,
miscarriage of justice, prejudicial administration o justice,
afd perjury pursua?t to SC Rules of Professiopnal &o@duct Rule
893(a) apnd (b). ! *
&

By opposi?g party Chelsey Marto preparifg an ifadequate
PCR Order she violated SC Code of Law §17—27—§0, §C ﬂules of
Civil Procedure Rule 52(a), a@d most importa@tly SC Code of
Law §16-9-10(A)(2). It is uplawful for a persof to wilfully
give false, misleadi@g, or 1gcomplete igformatlo onp a documeﬁt,
record, report, or form required by the"laws of Ehis State. °
These goveereAt officials peed to be held accoufitable for their
miscof\duct. Judge Gibbons 31ngd the perjured Pcﬁ Order documept
so he just as liable as the opposing party coufisel Chelsey Marto.
By both refusing to address the claims I properly raised and
presefited supporting evideqnce to show and prove that I was”an
ig@ocént person beifl\g a victim of the miscopduct of Lorin Wiiliam
a"nabigual offefder kpowingly committi@g perjury providi@g false
ifformationn to obtaif) fraud warrapts, cCause prejudice in"me
being de@iéd a fair proceedipg, due process of law, afd”egual
proéectiog of the laws guaranteed by the 14th Amegdme@t of the
Us Cogstigution and SC Copstitution Article 1 §3. '
"The second adama)t decisiof) about the ifadequate PCR prepa-
red by the opposing party violatés the Separagion of Powers
doctrife of SC Co@stitution Article 1 §8, State v. Lafgford,
735 S.E.2d 471. Even violating SC Code of law §17-27-80 and
SC Rules of civil procedure rule 52(a) specifically states
"FINDINGS BY THE COURT", @ot "AN EXECUTIVE BRANCH OFFICIAL",
SC Code of law §1-1-110 declared attorney geperal and the solici-
tor executive departments members. As ﬁhis Honorable Supreme
Court of South Carolina established in State V. La@gford, Vesti%g
a member of the exeuc%ive branch with " the exclusive authority
to perform af i@here tly judicial quctiog unguestionably is
a violation gf separatiory of powers. The prejudice I suffered
from the complete i vasiog into the court's domain by the opposi-
ng party an executive member is a denial of a fair proceeding,
due process of law, and equal protec@ion of the laws guaranteed
by the 14th Amepdment”of the US Copstitutiof apd SC Copstitutio]
Article 1 §3. ° " ' )

EveQ iq boxing whe% to parties are fighti@g at the end
of the eveyt the "JUDGES" not either party because it woul&
be a bias or prejudice decisioq of who won the matter. I fipd
it any matter where two parties are i? contest a Qeutral party

without i@terfere@ce of either party i@voivedy should make a
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decisio@ igdepe@demtly as the Judge of the matter. ,

As I see froimn the establish case law of Fishburﬁe v. State,
832 S.E.2d 584, this Hoporable Supreme Court of South Carolida
you alof\g with co@curri&g hopnorable Judges of the Court stress
that PC§ Orders must be prepared i@ complia@ce with §17-27-80
and Rule 52(a) of the SC Rules of Civil Procedure even though

défeﬂda t did fot file motioy for ruligg on claim, abrogatigg

warldr v. statd,653 S.E.2d 266 agd Humbert'v. State,548 S.E.2d
862. I fipnd that Honorable of the Court to hold PCR courts accou-
Qtable regardless i% a defedant or his cou@sel igform of the
Wroggdoiﬁg. It should pever be excused. ”

I also saw you copcurred i\ the State v. Lapgford case
as well. Your Hoflor I just ask for complete fairness. There
is po deﬂyng my case is similar to Breogna Taylor case situatiof}
with a pgliCe officer corruption of prov1éi@g false ifformatiof
to get a fraud warraEt to charge apd arrest ' me for a shootifg
crime he persoQally ‘&ew from talking to the victim/eyewitpess
Dwight Geter, who exoéerated me in a2 photo ideptificationq ii@eup
from beiing the u@k'owg black male"he saw shoot at them. forih
Williams"omitted”t at‘i@formatioﬂ from Judge Talley. All 3 arrest
warraits o@ly contaig 1 seAteEce that are cofclusory statements
that the Courts have’ establisfied that "Mere copclusory statemejpts
which give the magistrate o basis to make a judgment regardi@g
probable cause are insufficient'"State v. Philpot,45ﬁ S.E.2d
905. Lorif)] Williams goes not gveﬂ provide a victim or eyewit@ess
iy the warraint affidavit %rom wheyice he was made kpow I was’
tne shooter. This opnly show and prove Lorivy Williams cCorruptiol]
as a habitual offepnder providing false informatiop to obtai

fraud warraints o ﬁe afy idpocent person. Also from the security

surveillapfce videos of@Soﬂghea%terﬂ Copverters and Spartapburg
Regiopal ﬁospital that are over 5 miles ig dista%ce that % cad)
@ot be at two places at the same time a@d was pever at the crime
scefe. )

I am af iﬂnocegt may) that was taking advantage of by corru-
pt govergmegé o} %icials afnad it seems tha% corruption still is
going of\ as some goverﬂme@t officials are tryipng to cover up
the ' miscCarriage of jus@ice do%e to me ay iﬁ%oceﬂt maf). I come
to you a citizen seekipng my Goverﬂmegt represe %ative to epnsure
that I an iﬂgocént perso@ get jusﬂicé as you have the respoifisibi-
lity a@d‘poWer to intervege when corruptiory is taking place
i your jurisdictio@. I deserve my freedom I have beerp locked
up over 13 years for a crime they know I did Wot commlit. Please
help your Hopjor as I am a black ma#) iy the co@federate south
where Black ﬁives Never Mattered i%s §024 its time Blacks to
be treated fairly with full citize@ship.

Respectfully submitted,

Rishaw@ Reeder

#ABLACKMANINTHECONFEDERATESOUTHSUFFERINGFROMTHESAMESOCIAL
#INJUSTICEJUSTLIKEBREONNATAYLORFROMFRAUDWARRANT
#POLICEGIVEFALSEINFORMATIONTOGETFRAUDWARRANTSTOKILLBLACKS
# ANDTOMASSINCARCERATEBLACKS
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Rishawn Reeder 4316370

990 wWisacky tdwy

Bishopville,SC 23010

September 20, 2022

The Honorable Amy Cox

o P~3
Spartanbury County Clerx of Couct gcv §§
. 3 2 -
Post Office Box 3483 »5im =
=L O
Spartaapure,3C 29304 '—2%" N
CO

3
328 =
Re: Risrawa Reeder, #316370 v. State of South Carolif@Bc& ==
cAa 7
201¢-CP-42-00969 z =
. o

Dear Court Clerx Cox,

Eanclused for filing olease find my subpoena forms I need
served on the witnesses for wmy coming

court hearing oa my behalf
to present material witaessas
1

Also you will find a copy of
ny wotion to amend original PCR applicatioa as well. Can you
seand .ae stamped proof tnat the subpoenas wera served oa the
witanesses aad amotion to Ausend was put on record for the Hoaorable

Court record. Thaax you ia advance for your time,

attention,
and assistance in the above

matter at nand.

%espeutiully subrlttud

Rlbhadq Reede

azaid



THE STATEH OF S0UTH CAROLINA
. IN THEZ COURT QOf COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF SFARTANBURG SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
Risnawa Raecer,

Applicant CASE J0: 2018-CP-42-009863

MOTION TO AMEND ORIGINAL
S{ATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, PCR APPLICATION

Respondant

' N et e et et e r e e e

Now coaes tie aoove, rishawn Keeder, Pro se, xnoviag pefore this

donorable Court to Amead my Origianal Post-Coaviction Relief

4
o,

Application, pursuant to the 3.C. Code of Law 317-27-70,

SC Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 15

Sround:
Yue Process 0fF Law:

(1) Denial >f Due process of Law

ddiid

1¥N02 40 HYI1D
Of<HRY L2d3Sezme

{(2) peanial o>f Due Process of Law

X0 M AWV
ALNMOD DHNENYLYYAS

Supporting facts:

(1) Loria williaws xaowingly and inteationally comaibted perjury
by providing falsa iaformation to the Courts to optain arrest
warrants

(2) frial counsel fail to preseat my photo ideatification linsup
tnat Lorin williams personally presented to victim/eyewitness
Dwight Getsr to identify the unknown black male he saw shoot

at thea

Respectfully suZmitted,

Rishawn Reed=r

Dated Septanbar 20, 2022




3TATE OF SOUTd CARQOLINA
IN T&E COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG SEVENTH JU2ICIAL CIRCUIT

Rishawa Reeder, 4316370 CASE W0:=.2019-CP~-42~00963

Applicaat

State of South Carolina

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

) PRODF OF SERVICE

)

)

)

)
Respondant )
)

X, Rishnawn Reeder, certily tnatcx:&kﬁh day of September
2022, 1 sexved Subpoena foras aad Motion to Amend Origianal PCR
application, on the Spartaaoury County Clerx of Court; I served
sotion to Ameand Original PCR applicaticn on BAG Chnelsey ?F. Marto,

by placing a copy ia the Uaited States HMail, postage prepalid

The nanes &ad addresses of those served are as follows:

{1) Spartacpury Couaty Clerkx of Court & o3
* =

Post office Box 3433 TR =™
»>Hm B

Spartaaburg,SC 235304 L2
"'<:m N

(2) AAG Chelsey F. marto =58 ~
. _ . @ '
Office of the Attorney General, State of South Carogégég =

_ s —

rPost office Box 11549 SH T

<= o

Coluinpia,3C 23211

Dated cthis @Qﬁh day of September, 2022

Respectiuly syomitted,
MWM)

Rishawn Reedar

d=id



AN

1.63°

.$ 00

P 25210




