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emorandym oF Law)

The jurisdittion OF a Court 0ver the Svbiect
Meatfer OF @ /ﬁro ceeding 1§ Fundamentas Anderson v.
Andsson, 299 SC. o, 115, B2EEL 890, Joo (1957).

Lack oF Svlect Patter TJurisdicHon may
Net be Waived, even bg ConSear OF fhe /oar%/es

T S el Sedd
Matier :)”umgchc%zon May be raised _at any %:@e .

Forthermore the acts oF a (Court Widh [ efpac;f— +o
Q Mmaler s o Wwhich I+ has ne Yurisdition are
Void. Stateu. Fundechock, 255 Sc, 15¢, 9/ $E20
520 (1992).

The United Slates Supreme. Covet ruled in
Uaited Slates v. Lotton, 535 .S, €25, 122 S.ch 3],
152 L& 2 Sbo (Q0o2), Defects in Subject Ioadter
Jurisdicten Can never be FerFeited or waivéd,
and Fieguares Correction,

P@H’ﬁ‘-iomr‘ Forther Contends, YuSt because a
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Court has Subject Mmatter Jurisdiction over @ Class
OF CaSeS a defendans is Conwvicted OF Joes notend
the Court'S 1Aquiry indo whether a jurisdictional
deFect SuFFicient fo Survive a guilty /Q/QQ
CrlSES,

The Turistictional fower oF a Covet oF
General Se Ssions Jo adjudiCete Crimina) Cases /s
Nt Unlim'jed. TH Joes nof include, FRr jnStance,
Jhe powser o Cnvier Someone oFF a Statvite pno
longer in eFFect. N re Tearence, 3 S.C 22,
2y, 42 SEW 62, (2 L7 Ap NTY), ac oF a
ponexisient oFFAse, whilper v. State, 328 S.C. |,

5 492862 M, M9 (19), williens v, Satk,
30t S.C 99, Hio SEAJ 563 (m;) See alSO
State U, Stms, U $.C. 31 g 5 £ 132 (CrAp 208).

Pﬁ?"’ﬁﬁner Contends that his Case Falls under
the Qatesory oF being a nonexiStent 0FFense

Petidioner Further Contends that he $40ed in
Feont of a (ircuit Court yudge and pPled guilty
Jo @ nonsriStent oFFense Ql@micw'é\ Lhat was
never Ruled a homicide by $he Coroner o r

A
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medical Examiner, Which (s /‘Q‘ZU:’/‘@J by Stafe \
law. See Souvth Carclina Code Aan. § 17-5-530 [H)())

Slate Jaw rezwref ynedical exarminers Jo nmake an

inltal szH‘}j Ferming Jhe ba$is oF a knec;/,az/
ConcluSion as Jo ¥he Cavse and Pannes S d

Cavsed by Vielente,

See alse $late U. westmore jand, Y2/ S.c. §9
S.EY Yol T Ap. 201),  The Respontent/ State.
af‘guecl' in Wesdmoreland, J%)/a ven 4hat a Stafulte
Reg‘uf red phe Goroner o 0/ efermmine the Inanner
OF Jdeath Was homicide, the deFense ghedted and
Fhe “51—!”7@/ Covet ,r‘e..s*pmo/ea’ , ' think Copriners are
required o give rultags on dexth by Jaw’...

See alss Mogks U, Sumier County, S5 S.C.
§oz, 33 §& 58I (i%‘i), @‘IQS V. Brown, | wiijis,
fonst. 230 ([8)’?/); See aise Sovth Carclina Code
Ann. § 111-20.

pe%é’ﬁgner‘ % iterate jhat his Case was not
/Q90"9 N *P}ai ngem/ _S’Q‘S‘.Sid/).f‘ (0(/@7‘:’ loecavjeg
"Ph?. alleged incident ((]chv%) was newver Ruled
A h@'mi’uJe

P@fi”w—iener Furdher Gnjends that according 4o
Hhe legisjature'S ntent, Lhis death (CaSe) is $4HN
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under the Coroner’s Turisdiction  vatii he invesit gates
and rakes a Dﬂ%@"m;’na‘/—f@n/ RUliing oF fhe mmamser
oF Death and Cerdiry it

/Oe;‘l:'-})’ Cner Furdher Contends dhat ;= the
Solicifor's OFFice and ihe graad jury foreman
Can defermine the Cavse and Zmmer 07 Jeats,
then +he Sfate oF Soudh Carciina woVid na
Jonger Need CoronecS or medical Fxorwninerds,




