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THTS NDTXCE OF APPERL come before This court bu‘ o& ’QN “Qg)\'\r_a\-{m foc Tast
Convickion Relied Fled March 22 2013 The Skale Fied a Relurn and atobion Foe
& Conditional Dismissal ORVER. RPPQ\\QW\ Arﬁues % Steickland s Lashingleq,

Yob WS. k68,104 Sicx. 2052,80L.EA.24 614, Provides The Proger $eome work Gor
A Q\H\\uain‘ng a Clarm thal Connsel was (‘_onsligmsrioncx.\\\.\ nelleckive for Foi ing
To File-a Nodiee Fordirect ﬂppeql [When This ﬂpf)el\\ansr Asked For Dne \n HW
59 hmendinend o RER.H3 on page 2 ne W=\T.The Basesl of Appellant Tssues.
Trial Counsel's e Mucdec Case was inelfeckive for Fa\\m% Yo D\\:)ed' fo
The iN\PPo per Conduck of the Court, [dhen t“w_ :Xuc\(je am&’, Soliciter did nol
Object to The plea H&\?,LquWeSL\ASGTFIEA ANG Convicted and Senfenc
N Davide, onthe acdes C}w&e YWy it Would o0 15 6 \ikte Shor
of Judicial Mucdet & cannot boubved and Woa\dbe o (reoss

- Nioleion WQSX(Q)(C and FE&E,M\ due:\)mceec of \_\\@;o\nc\ﬁonﬁ\-\t‘
“fubion of The State and Bnted5T8Fes, Ral Be Ven tureto TninK Toak

AD Rppd\a‘\tﬁuﬂ. [ Skraxrﬁ o(‘{:_eAea(‘\ wou_\A ‘('\esq'ax eSO{od\c‘\Ae 5%
Tohnson Vs, Save, 480 SE2A 737 (5. 1997, andin Shate o5, Bincc S, 364 5.t
41,48, 625 SE,d 819000, This Coue 15 bound by the Courls Fa&ua\\?{l&ma‘s
UN less ‘\'\n&\, are Clearly eccoNeows” ., (CH';"S% Shal e Vs,&uame_‘oauﬂaiﬁ
411,152,510 SFAd 105\ 229, AN Abuse of diserelion peeur’s udhelToe
TRIDLCD“§T%Ru\'§n ishased snan'ettor”of LaW ot When o courded
IN FAC-\ua\ Conc\us'wn's,, Slake vs. denaings, 394 5.6 973,477-19 SEAd A-93
(20'1),'D\He¥eomini'ng Whethee The \ema‘;:\\ ot Time for a Post-ConvickionReliet
Rpplicakion is Reasondble . For appoafhiate Constitubional inquiey s Whefdher
The de\enlfow \asleci \oma((‘ \'\{\M Was NQLES%A(‘({ G'n/ev;‘ Mo Doudse, C'\(‘Ct\wll -
Navices and ‘s ?urposejrhal ﬂppellmvx‘c was Not Bllowed his Fair Dppot‘l%n‘r'ui

ﬂqgu'[red by The Conclitubion of This Slate and the united NoXes ik He Was
Mlowed o effect tue aok one (0 bul Two@ Coun SQ\’S'Q‘)QQ\\O\VE\\
“\OAND assistance For o C_o\\a'c(’.('&\\t( Q“&C\ﬂec\ of his (\_on\/k*l'onl's,
R Frst 1n Slake Couc then in the Frest Post~Convickiou Relied Ap@\iCaL'\on
and Now it Wi's First A%)_\)e&\ From His P.LR. Appellant did ot have bul| a
5ixth b® rad Teac\'ling o do hison \Aigu&eing and Should be ollowed A
Bite ob ¥ QQNAIQ beconse of his T.CR. ﬂpz)\icq\a'ov\ was dismissed -
0

I1-27-208(5) and ). {7-29~100 ana \1-2T-40. ﬂp()eﬂam‘ has The 9\(3&\\!
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Will QQQD(N'\'V\N t\Homé‘g to o PLR. A‘Jp\iccm‘\’ig WEe/ShEs INAfgen\ avtA
wants Yo File n Appeal . Rules Civ.Proc, Rule 711 (), @) p\@\lﬁ\\cm\-
Arques PR '&wfge ace Ruzu-wu\ Yo tdvise Pro-8e Appellads
nﬁml\\ theie Right 4o Appeal and Yoeir Right Yo Agpe Wate Lounsell
Wwhen Theie Y,(‘_ . R p\'\cax\‘on‘s are %ummmr}\q D(‘;‘ﬂ\'ﬁ%t& ,’\iu\esC‘\y.
Peo. Rele A (A,a) . RAA\‘\:\MA\\W‘ Yhe Q?Qe\lcm\- o\(‘gu@ Conrerl was :ﬁ}\@ﬂ-vf
chive £or Not Obyecting 4o The Convickion and Sehj(encjna» W\1en Appe\\qu
" Did sk Plened Yo The Murargrul‘il 0fen Coud} This Protection of Law 15 lackin
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Such nn A?pm\ Collowin u?re\imt'no;rq Ap ellate Courd d eler min adioh
Thet Rppo[n-l'men* of ounsel Weull be for h.'mse\g. G.C.Ven. Code £% \"1'.’)“:iD-LD
and 1-23-31D toHid - \"2.37500‘&)00;\'0 appromc\n The Pne seat Problem in)Yerms
ofThe Fqual Troteetion LlguseMis T Submik, butte Subbitute Resoun-
A;"’i ?\m"asjl For D_Mw(ﬁﬂ, INThe A pp couch in Geiflin vs. Tlhinois, 351 u.s.
12,89, 34-3b , Tb Sk, 485,595-97, 100 L.Ed.84t. The magerziu! in Corifbin Bppeaired
To ’F\Q\\h a5 hete on o blend of The Coual be:\ec\—(‘on and DM-PM cess in lrr‘wing
ok the Resalk, SO For as the Resulkin Thak case Rested on Due-Process
(rrounds, qon Can flly ACCePt Hhe authority ot Criffin with Me David s Case To
The Murder Convickion 5% RussellLeon Bavid vs. STale oF SouthCarolina A0V3-C-
‘30'01‘5';]’052 A line's {b-17-18. and The Fiest 16 Yhat Me.Davidse. Was Aleaidboalifhe
qu*&f‘_.,'*o"\‘ria\ He l\'\igH et the “Daath Tenlty’ This was aReal Poss\\i;\:’cu\
Hewas Charqed with an ()’Ff'%nse Lartuing That Penkt . Me. DinIder. Lack of Sl
in deafbing Wis alleqations itis At \east a{‘guab\e((ﬂm}r morethan mece |
‘Disagpolﬁ' ment inNolved. N Flak mis (‘P_Qt‘esenjm\ion by his Tun ﬂHomet\s

I3 F}sseHec\. 1F The Suéae, 0% Noe PLR, Lourt ad \neld o Wieating] on
These C_ho.raes. WThis were o federa\ Convickion the case Would Fafh

Witkin the Rule ' Macnibeoda vs. 0.8, \T6%, 363 U5, 487 159,173,8% Deck.
510.7 L.En.ad 413 This Court tan See we entderlain Somer\ou\)‘\. ofa‘“ﬂQTﬁ‘a\
Dl& s‘“la.lr Me. Davad se. Chuges are true Bw\' the Murc\ev. The Trial did m;"m‘& We
Des Nok have the Recotd s of Wha Took Place ot MeDavid<r. Sentencing dnd

in Al event, it probohly Would not Fu\\u‘ Anowee twe Charge Which Appeags

To Rll@le Matecs Decurting owkSde the Record. This Court can Conelud ¢ Thak
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2 AFFARMD VS, UNTTED STAT, Geit. , 1961 506 €.2d 707jbid, 9 ¢iR. F.Ad {14, The mainstay of A fea
of CurHy to Murder with Reomihendation of Marey HhePlea lauld Result ina marAC\*‘oN‘Ll‘\‘ca
Sentence. But Me.Davzdse. _n\bugh{' The Evidence wes betle e L_!ou‘z.l'\l\o.\lemkﬁ'\e‘ A
Lase bo The Sury Not Jusk Fhe Murder. ANd We ¥k that 1§ he was Found Guilty he
Would get the ‘dedth Sentence and The Reommendabion o me( y would be out The
Doot. M DAVIDSH in\is DP“\'Qina\ Nea onthe %\ah& wlas \5\9_ U)au\t& ?\e!qt&
To o\ 5laet Claacae's wnine Tudictmend but he mucder Chacge . M
DINT D st wbu\AgY)mwe Wilhdeew \is D(‘ig'ma\ Plea and Neaded nok Gl
™ The WA\ Thing inthe Tadickment on March 262 1997 14 Ntk Sor Wis (hnsel

Befnci ineffecXwe o That Failucedo ConsiderThat MeDavzd sr. Would ot 140
ﬂppmi%@ Claim, Wil Resuldin o Fundamental Miscactiage of Tuskice
Whered Bppellant Claiming ineflect Assistance ot CounsE| sé2 flI& Coy ¥s
_S_jr_njg,(o?m}no L4, Fed, 2013) The S.C. Sup(‘QmQ Couct REVQFSQ(l ond R‘m\qnl&d
For hearing The dismissal of The pekitisnen’s PER. Application. Th A PP'““I‘W‘%
?.(LR. Amenc\ MQn‘\' #3 l;ne |7"37\GMPA(38 3 and on Pa ¢ 4 line\-3land %'ae
5 HM =12, M Davidse. Knew He was nok (‘:uIH—L‘ onthe Murdel but\ne wo.,ls

SCthence Yo \}Ce 1‘551{@&05 i P(‘i OTIMQYA' —“\&‘\'S _S&AS\ as \Oad a5 \he c\ea‘l\\
Qenlonce 13l ND ONe Meradioned +o laim thal e Murder was not gowng
15 be Taking out oS Te Vlea and he Was DEnSJco be Aried Corthe Mulrder
mona withTRest of Wis Char(jeS. LJ\\enlr\'\equae Sem\gncc& Me Davadst:
IQ_L.MMMM_Q_(\} He Raices %&ueca\ uesidonj o\oouct P\ech-

He does not Urge The Prackice in Wodk. Bbecanse k15 unconskilubibral
He c\o-es Caim k(\ne Tlea @is 10 Vo\uvécm\ for The Murder and Wal his
ﬁrml‘gn ment was C_ons\ﬂu\iond\\\\ delechive . A Convichion based ogen
Such aPlea 15 opents Collakeca) fach. 5% Walker vs, Tohnson,
312 us.2715, bI5 8.CY 574,95 LE 830; waley vs. Johackon, 3ib WS, 10162
Sk, aut,8b LEd. 1302, Shelbon ve. 1S 26,08 S.ct. 563,2 LEAAA.519,
Reversing 5 eir., 246 F.2d 5" The Voluntariness ot N Davtdsr, ?Ie;q
Does A&PQY\A U pon Lohether he Was The Vickim o€ a Fakﬂ_&u(\ga:
.meM (’.\!QY\"\Q Fu\?”(’.& i dce The plea and AE‘pi‘i'V(’. H’D‘F The |
'Cham.(‘:&@“ 0 8 Voluntary nct whether MeDouidor, Plea itias Vﬂ\uvﬂ-arq
Raises ssues of Fack upon Whichihe Stale Couet differed, meDavds,
Contends he ins denied %D'uv Process of Law becauce Conctat TRTAL
Level didnot Advise Wimof The Consacluences of his qu. i
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“H?\ea of Gu.\ﬂ differs lvn Pur o3¢ and QMQC\( From amere E\Am'nb'i"\on

of an extrajudicial Confession; Ttis Hselk a Convicrion . \W\be a
Veedick of a ury, Wis Conclusive . More s nok REC?/L\'(QA;.“\@__CLM‘\’
Has No'Hn'ng fo do buk gwe .J_uck%e.me.nlr and Sedtence , Dok 63 Tusk
ConsideraYion Foe PQ(‘SD(\S ﬂuuseé o (‘_a‘\me, { ql‘Jt ate Caf&fu&v
’nmxjr 4] P\Q& cs(\jcau{“xf S\(\O\\\ aot be D«CCQ_PXrC UJ\\ESS Made
\]o\un-\ari‘u\ Akee prOPe(’ Mvice omd With Full unéuglmn&(na
ot The Consequecest MDJ’A& veulae foem o0 Ribual is Required,
Rut 't must F\p?utﬂm*k eRendand Underg%am& oClinderStood The
C,m\SQ uences of his P‘ea . The de(-\ac_k'm Mr.DauEAsr;Nra'\(jnmse&
lies inHhe fact Thot no one— Court o Counsel ~ascetkained
That Dawd s¢. \lnc\ or Sood T\nP_C'omeziu(iSes of Wis P\ea. Neve rthe ks,
“! N\(’«’Dau‘\ASQ. in ‘%C)( \méel‘ﬁ\'eoa The effofl was kal‘m\@ﬁ, GdV\AI\aC\') \ll, .
W.S. 2L F.ad 74 (48 0. 1959, ceck. denied 360 0.5, 9b4, 79 3, ct. \m:e,‘s
L.Ed.24 1255 (1959) . The 5+a1la, hawever, has The burden o€ P(‘onmaM
Harnless eccor €% Muich vs, .S, 337 F.2a 354,30 (9 cie, 1969). The
Result does not depeA ufon this Trisone r's Sm\n:&e Five testimon .O«Lsm‘f..
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Comseouences, e MeDazd.st. Side Ne was 4o Tlead to The C\\ar%c‘s ot
Consprracy, | nc\n’mg, S-k‘ong Aemed Robber /KiAmpp}na,L‘amn& Lde-
enY ofa Molor 'veh'\c\.e: e Sd< in opgn CouAL(\e WAS o go\nﬂ to Pea
To The Mucder Charae. ThakWhen the Mucder Chom%e snd Counst\
Preudice Me, Dau'ulso.T?\e Canet made no efokT Aodscertan LWha N\gjl.
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Rule SA.(H)Plain error (Y\Q\“Q\‘/ Re s\ale's EX:SL\V\ - Law and 'lda%t
Intended 4o afford oo means. For the QMmo{- ?\@%chss of MiscoR-

lages of Tushice. The Fed Rule cot,Proc, Rule 5200118 \XSCD%
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The. S.l)é\n Amedment Embc}({fes a RBG“S&;C R&bﬂmi\con o{The
Obvions ‘\‘(‘Lhun ‘n\a“'“\e AVE’.FO\QE dgfendan?l dbes not have The R‘OQPSS'\DHP«\
Leoal Skill o ?roxexﬂ ZWmSedd [wen Yeought velfore a Tribunol with
Pows e o 4o Take Wis hite a0 \i be(‘Ju_\, Wherewn the pros ecubisn 1S Pi‘esl'erﬁe&
By experie need and [ rned Cottnsel. That [Which is S}mple, Dedetl
and Nece 55y 4o The lawyer, to The untea ined Laymen ma aPPe'rLi
tadoicats. Complex and mysd cious, s Teue The acCuseds zm Was
Tred Delore The Case of 3\m'\€\qc Cases Were (\QC‘I(ACQX,MT\W Shme.
Cafﬁhlﬂf}:\owo\\ ng_\\\— 'exisLe& ‘-n\en, améw\{\\e ngmcsclue C‘OFFE’C\‘\O:VI
Should be mode on\l{ in Cases Where qreak WRongs Waue beed
Done, T Think This is Sucha Cose o LH fomm/-H_? a Crime Foo
“Which Qunsh mensr is dec r‘eQi n e, \aw,SoCidY 18 Crdiled %T\{cﬂ'
Yo That Prothe clion, but Hhis #ow 53years of Age 1ow hos Giventive
Best Years ofhis life w pay mev\\oiﬁq'\s de\ojrl?*b Sociehy st He
[Give i3 mateyears } ol g \:“eac\q token Lrfe and 65 Yarr's [oud
Border on cruel and Unusal Dunishment, and Cerdaimly The
HPPe“anJr of due- proceﬁs and eQua pc’\ojra(‘l.‘on of The Lau.
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.S, Cm’iSJr,iL\m\gm\, XN, A éqfenéq}& Who mus\ face Yo om&
Charaes i State Cou vt Without The F_XPQ(“tQV\CEA ond \garnedin
Capﬂa Case Assistance 0¥ Coum&e_\ Cuacondeed by .5, Comg\.gmen&,
NI, has \jaen deined Autprouﬁs o8 Lawy, Unless o dﬁenonjr Chacgeg
Witho Serious oflerse has Coanse\ able Yo wiske e rocednra angd -
Subsiantive 6&%3%(&5 Hhat disinguish Toe American System| ¢
SusJ{ce, o Serious Risk of ‘InAuSUce 'm?e&s %‘\(\'{Tr\'q\ asell.

When 0. Slte Obtins o Coiminal Conviclion Tarough Such afiRa,
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A onc€&urc\\ a efaud will not bar o f\eé etal Court Feom hearing
Those Claims Sdate Court Shoud Pesolue The Auestion lelt c)pe?i

i Russell Lok DAVID 567240681 Vo, Dhae of il Cacoltna
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[, Sdpick land vs. Washingtou, 466 U S. 668,104 5. ch 1051 b LEA.M b7
P(‘o\l»de«; The Proper pmma\uon\’\ Foe Q\I&\um":mﬂ a cuw\ Q\ Counse!

Was Constitutionally nelleckive for fonl m 1o file o notice ot
RQQ eo) Under gxm\«\m&, a eie,nkcm\ m *S\Auw Coud u‘g\‘s
Emgev&o\% of Fe”b \ow an O Q.C\V e l%r‘:\iar easonc\ \‘

i, ot 685 190% S.0. 105 and (2Tl Counsels d of s et

eermunce Pm)u&me Yhe deden dant, 7d., ot 69, loHSU.ZDSl,
Pp. ID34-104B,

(0) Courks must “du dge. e Roasbnableness of Counsgels me(\uc,\ B
The {ueds of The Mlm\a(‘ Cane . Unwed as of The Time. ox- Cdunsels
Conduct Ybb U5, at b30, 104 9. ¢k 2DDL. A Yawuyer Lo disre
ards aéegqnéan\s 5 ecifive m:}(‘u&mni Yo F\\eaw(\oiﬂce o& (k\
ad-s na pm?o_ss\om Unceasonable Wannet; 3¢£ ﬁoc\mau 2\.
United Sjr(ﬂes 395 W.5, %3\’) 8q S. (L 17215.23 L. Ed. 2d 340, L\j\'\\\ﬁcx
defendont Who \(P\l(_l \\1 leolls Wis Amuromuﬁwo L vo€ile an qll)Pea
{P‘O\lnllf CaV\mo‘\— \e\[€f Comp\mn \\mjr \3 S\t \om\wg lnge \V\SLM-
C“l’lbm his Counsel ped Lorme ded;dientd \pnes \!BM‘(\ES
463 1.5, ] ;751,103 5.Ch. 3308, 77 LR 2d 989, The Nl Cirdund

OA(:P'LQ r M im@ (‘u\e {:\o(‘ (:06%5 w\/wr\é lne Aeien w\x‘\\as
e

Co A Ms wlske o ¥EWo.n o/ B The
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