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S.C. SUPREME COURT

!pe)‘f/n'OAer Now _SULMI)‘J his égé@ﬁg_ﬁm_

why he Should no# be /mh:é,f,tea/ From Joing Fotere
Filings Sa the Cirtu't Cour? withovt First obfaining
permisfﬂ‘” From #he Sovth (Cardlina Supreme Court,

Pﬁ‘l}:omr Flied +his Curren? R a /p/,‘cw;m o

Juae J2, 2023 a5 a New Suble ot mapter Jurisd/Hona/
ZiSue Fhat  Was pever adju«!{ca#eo’ or Aeard before any

Court on TIS Merlts,

Petitioner Contends fhat he reCeived Some Jega/
Jowments  (a |etter and Jeath CertiFicate) ‘encjosed as
exhibits E/] and F 2" From the marion Country CLoroner's

OFfice ON Juaeo), 2o2l, an /d);t/omr Fred his
Current Pl application a5 a e Sublect Imapter
Turisdictiona) Tssue.

This (our? ‘n Tilley V. Sote, 334 SC 24 5/
s&£29 639 (1999), disagreed with Fhe Stare that Tileyss

ﬁxaﬂ_féugéﬁcaﬂm Should be Censidered Successive,

The Court et on fo Say a Seceesive a//o/}caﬂoﬂ
I5 one fhat Maises grovads pef (alsed 'n a prior




C/A wo lond- 0o Pyl

&/?/I»'cahon, [aises 9rouvads /ermus/’y heerd and o/e%er»./neog
OC [faifegs 9/‘0%70’} L‘/a."uto' N //‘}0/‘ ﬂmced}ﬂg.
§ic. ade Ann, §N-27-90 U?')‘f 7 J999). Sv ccessive
applications are disFavered and the afflicant has He
burden 40 eS#ablich it any few growads faised 12
a Svbs eju@m‘ a/p/,ta%w/) Covld net pave been raised by
him in a /fewouj a///i(:a%[vn, A/‘/}O/o/ V. Slate, 3975
IsN, 420 sEtd 837 (1982), Cect Feaied, 501 US, 729,
N3 S [302, 122 L&d2d 69/ (1973); Aice y. Srore,
305 Sc w4s, Yoy, $E2J 392 (199); forworth v. Sate,
Ms s¢ 65, 9 SEL Yis (1381),  Fhis Count IS
afFirm ¥he Fndinas oF the bl Court )F Lhey are
fuﬂoorﬂcf 59 any euvilerw ofF /méah’uc valve )1
the /e Cord.
T his Court Weat on £0 Say o we Find ld/ono/ea/,i‘
(ﬂfﬁs(g,\}) Claim ConCernlng pam/c 191 )ity are nof
Su ceeSsive , fey/ondm% fearned he (sas [nelisible o
parcie on October 26, )995, apnd wirhin a mMOnth
he Filed the Currenr Ak application, e wuid pot
have raised +hs Claiwm 10 a  previcus fe # a/p//;@//w
because he hd pot Lnow oF the (Clain Untll ockober

26, 1915,

Pdf}ﬁfﬂmr Fucther Coniends that he receive) Seme
legal documerss (Jeath Cerfificate and a |etter) From
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the marion Lownty Grome 0 Tune 09, 202/ and Fijed
his Currear fcl aplication on June j2, 2023 &5 a
Ml Svbject Fnathe Jurisd)cfional FsSwe, Wwhich
Can be ruised ar any Lime and Can never Ahe
Wiaived or ForFeited and feguﬂm Correction,

Vetitsoner Forther Contents fhat his Cout lsas
Faced ivh a Similar )ssve Jn Brown V. State 343
5. 342 suo .52 3496 (2001) overrvied in part by

Stote u. enry, 33 sc. 93, 6/0 S &2 Yy (2005),

Browva, supra Filed a SeCond Jubject maptes
Turisdicten ZSsue and  dhe fqdo/)a’«a;‘/f;tsﬂ— asted Jhrs
Court Jo wmiss Browns (g on procederal grovnds
but Lhis Couet [efused o oo So.

This (st tweat on to reasn by Sayin9g!

:Emirallyl we nofe that Lhe Staje argues Pefiioner
is precCluded Fromn raising a  Sulject omarser jurisdfotien
argument beCavie the issue OF Subject marfer WISt/ e Aas
becn 1Higakd once before and 11 Lpon by Hhis Court
we are un perSvaded by jhe Siate’s pProcedusat
argumeént,



C/A pa 2004- 000 §4Y

The Jvrisdiction oF a lourt oV fhe Subject
maHer is  Fundamental. Anduson . Andesea. 779f sc.
llo, Iis 382s559d 81, o0 (1939). Lack oF Subjeor
matter yucisdiction may Mot be walved, even by Cnser
OF the par}ft}‘, and anu/a' be Fatew potice of by HAis
Cour,

i ZF S well Seppfed that issves felated fo
Subsect watter jurisdickion may b ralfed art any
$. e, }nc/uJ)ny For +he Firsk 4ime on a//ea./ Jn
S lourt.  Cardec U, Stafe, 329 S.c. 355, 495 SE2
173 0?7‘3), Statey, fundecherty 259 S.c 256, |y £
520 (1992).  Furkbermore, the acks oF a Count Lith
fU‘/em" ko & manner as do Which W hay ao

:)ur)SJYChoO s void. Fuadwhurt, fv/m‘

VhiJe 1F 15 frve that both FAIS (burt and Fhe

ﬂc/ Lourt haw addressed  fubject meatter Jurisdichon
ar9voments related Lo Hhe Cofe Sections )n fhe
Indietments, Rither this Court por the AL (ouek HaS
addressed He precse Challenge Mo ar Issve.  Since
Subyect rmatter Jurisdickion /15 @n | Ssue Whih 1S
F\mo’aﬂneo#ﬁl and may be ralsed ot oany )Umg/_ e
dechne 40 Find +hat ovr peuview oF JAIS )ssue
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i 5 /{‘QC'UJCJ on //‘ofea/ura,/ 9 rounds, (arte ju//\ay

Andersen, § U/.Dra,

P@H};oner (ontends fhat based opon S Court’S
Jisp oF Llega/ Quithorifies, jhar Brownws /16t Své, et
Mmatter Jurishichonal Fsgue Camor be barred on
//'OCdu/‘a/ dJrovnds, feHinner (onterds Ahar £Ae
Saome Cage authoridies Mmur be a//o/,’eo’ Lo Ais
new Subyet matter Turiso/ie tlonal FSSve.

The Souvth Carolina Rppeals Cour? dCaith LA a
$i wijar =T SSve in Cc.r/en#f Ve Souvth Carolipa D%
9F Correchions, 43/ S.c, sy2 898 S.&20 34¢((7. App.
Lazo),

The affesls Cout [eiected +he Shapers argument

Fhat the South Carolina Syfreome Court Jerviatl oF
Cw/u%cf‘f /w#;m For ©ri9jpal urisdichion and
a e} oF Nabeas action ConStitvted res SuJICa#a
oc has any ofher Jreclusive efFect ia his Case.
The denia/ Crder was net hased on dhe Imerits.
See plum Creek Dev o, y. ity oF Conway, 329 SC
30, 34 S/2 5.£2d joe, [oF (1999)-

The Pedifioner Contends that dhe dearal order
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Z Als Case JOes pop address dhe meritS oF Ais
Aew Svbject atter Turkdictiona/ = SSue.

See Unlped States v, Lokten, S35 US. €25
122 Sct 198/, 152 L.E020  geo (2002) TN Lufre,
S‘u/om,/ the Lnlted JStafes f%aml, Couns S v/ed
that @ lack oF Subject omarter gvrisdictlon Can
Never be For Fejted or Wmiveg) and ek e raised

at any Fimne.

PetMioner Conteads that hecaute oF the facks
oF N5 Case and the Imany (onshrutional iofations,
Slate and Federal ke Shouvld Aave /Meﬂ’ﬁ o fhe
Circutt Count 10 Hhe FRotere ot /Qﬁ'//one/‘ Qon #el5
\F hs Case is fully Aeard 0n the ImerHts fe
Wil be granted relief and will nor nNeed s
Flle any Pnokiens ;N the fibere,

'ﬂ( pg;/";.t’\cc

Forever Frays,



