/fho, g)—('a‘le, 0f Scu’H’t Qoml’\/m Supr’eMe
Court

App eal From ’Horr’y Cou/rzy ﬁﬂge%”ﬂ
Circuit Court, Sudge 6@4{'(@9 Price

ana(c( L LQ. g
Appel\lart

J,

State 6f Seuth Lareliza
Ros pondent

Case No: 20]16-CP-26- 06532

I\Jaw comes Renald L. Legg Appz(/cmﬂ[
Pea So before this Ceurt 4o Appeall
the Circuit Court 5u&923 rulivg for
Denying Appqlla/}‘f's Motion Pursuaut

}o Rule 59 ) ScRCP.

109. icg [O
RECEIVED)

JUN 25 2024
S.C. SUPREME COURT



hopellact Diled Rule 55 (o> Screp ledion
on Augus*(’ 21, 2019 rectuas{’i/zg the Court
fo Rale ov All Issues raised 11 +he PCR
Complaist, as Appelant raised +he /ssues
that the Courds ruling C)eny'mg A,o[o,ica/)%§
relief was G/‘bi‘h/om}, foo attenuated, and

sublected R errancoaus p{«zc}{ngs based

upoﬁ 4\’1'01 A'Hrerneg (jssaa [)iggs) Me/lzzaz

S‘Fa‘l'e a/Ic? \/ér’dc‘_'l‘{x) clur’!'/lq "{'@S'}';MG)}QH 171
PC R hem'mg.

(1) Oux Afari( 12, 202 4% QG_S?OOVZC)Q»Q‘IL Ciled
Motion For Ovder Dé_wymg App}lrcawl‘/'é
Matiowr Pursuant 1o Rale 59 (e). scrcp.

“his has been apprexinately four ye ars,
eight menths, (1,7/5) days after Appellant
(A,op}'lcoml's)Mo)rt'om as ?')(ec%. An anusoal

Pﬁ, 2 oglo



d?ldg that umﬁaiﬂlg aredudiced A,o}o’icqnf
Appellaat.

(A Netice of Respondeats Metion
was delivered 4o the Wreng address, and
therve by cqu:sing a de/a9 fov Himeliness of
Appelants respense for purpese of
GCM/@SSMQ rephj f= SHate’s Motion.

(B). Appelaat presendly resides 14
Akvon, Chia, an out of Shate residence
which males # harder += find ax aH“orfneg
117 Seuth Carclina in short notice.

, (¢) Present wedical conditions
which restrictod travel., Eaclosed Medical

Mﬁor’mo"ion (Exhibit ().

Appe(/amL was not able +o weet
'H'te. dwc“[»’/& 'Cor/ C\')l'/\g avi oblecﬂcr) +a
the State's Motion.

Ps . Bk s



State {iled ds Mation For Order
Denying Appellant /Applicants) Mation For
Rule 59 (eN screP an April 12, 22 4.
Appellaat did not receive nelice of Shate’s
Metien uyati| Afw;'l 2L, 2o 2 4.

Appellaat Filed Motion For Exteasion of
Tince o File respotse ou May 2, 202¢

Applicant (Tled Motion Far Re cousideration
8¢ Qrder Denyi/tg App)iccm'f's Matian Pursuant
te Rule 59 (e S<Crep, o1 May 26, 2¢ 24

T the interest of Sustice i is
{M]oomLaxz% fov the Court 4o more aﬁ(emtz'ue@
rule cq all Isstes raised hecause "”/\@.9

oddress wwportant principles of lauy,

ps. 4 of 10



whereby the Court surrendered. s opinion

Lo the assessment of the State, thereby
leaving 1ssues of controversy, whicl failed

o Odcir?.SS Hf\e pr/oxfew L\OI’MS bg ‘H/;e. g+o+e_
calling Appellant’s issues too aldenuated,
which is ufair 4o the material Cacts which

required rulings on the pc’iﬁciples of law
raised.

Accaording to PR Arial Trasscript
trial attorney (Issac Diggs) adwmitted
that duriag his rzpr@sew%oho\// of A,o(o)!'ccwf,
Appealant, Diggs said his behavior was out
of control while he Was committing Mu\+ipfe
Celonies. per Ar. franceript Py 43 Cl1-7):"%
take responsibility. 4 should have stopped

"PC, 5 c(\ /O



that. 4 should have gane 1o the Bar,
explaived +that 1ve got to retire. 1ve
got things going av that are eut of control’
Per Arial Traaseript Pg. 4o Ci12): “1+
was a trav that was ocut of cantral Fram
My perspective iz terms of My practice )’
At issue was the menfal state of 4rial
attorey Diggs according to triclclasd V.
Washirgton, wherelby Diggs illustrated ov
PCR r. {mﬂscrip% on several cccasions
that his mental state lacked ke covtro |
necessary o fuaction i1 +he practice of
Laws {or reasavable nermal standard,aed

madeauate f&rCofMQﬂCe while he also

adwmiHed the lack of due Jlliqevtce o

wpg\ L of 10



\nvestigating 4he case as revealed ov several
occGsions ia Per Mrial franscript. 0n ane
occasiovn the State gsked Diggs: Pg. 122 (3-7)
Q: Did you conduct any sort of indepeadant
mvestigation, eithee persevally o thraugh a
private mvestigator ¢ A: 1 did i+ persavally.
4 did7't hire an investigator 12 +his case, but
} Went to the area aad obserued, 4ried to get
ahardle av where this cccured ”

/e Stale made the suggestion far Diggs
that i€ he was committing multiple. felonies,
thew it would be good for him to continue fe
prachice law 4o relieue +he stress euen iF he

was out of contral. Per Arial Aranscript
Pg. 13Y (23-25): Q: loeuld you agree +hat

pg 7 cf!o



from time 4o Yime +he practice of law
provides yawd With av escape from same
of the ciher stresses of (fe .

At Issue Was the mental state of +rial
atterney Diggs durivg his represevidation of
Appellant. Fact s, Diggs proved Uis
imcompetenice far the practice of (aco
by also pal/iog AN no{iﬁ} Appellant Counsel
Dudel whe arqued Appelast’s case belore.
the Seuth Caroliia Supreme Court oot
Diggs was disbarred while cammitiing
criminal acts while representing Appelland
i his erimizal 4rial . e Soudth Carolina

Disbarment narrative deseribes Diqgs'f
psga(/wlogica( ctate during the +ime of his
r@.pr’&Sé\/ZJ(aﬁor\ of Appe({an‘é ShouD\wq D(qgs

p?. % eg {0



praved to be unfitt 4o practice law durivg
the +ime of Diggs'’s repre sentation of
Appe llant and begofm( that 4inme .

Mre Supreme Courts Disbarment of Jssac
Diggs Validates every issue Appellaqt
raised i1 PCR Camplaint proving Diggs
was net a competeut practiciag attorney
uhere)ﬂg, the 2.0, Supreme. Courts profi/e,
of Diggs and the Wvicompetence of Digg s
as llustrated 11 the P Arial /{ra/zscr|°,o+
clearly showss Appellart did not receive o
faiv trial .

4 Konald L. Legg, Ap,oo_l(amé request
of his Couth Carelina Sapreme Court

+o reverse 4+he Lawer CourWLS Order

\Da. 9 O‘C lO



Denying Appellaat’s Motion Purswant
1o Rule 59 (@), ScRe P w1 the w terest

o§ ;SL\S’“ ce

Appellant received netice of +he Grder
Denying Applicants Maticn Pursuant +o
Rule 59 (e) am n//ag 25,2024 widlh
notice from D. Russell Barlaw 11,

Assistavt Atforney General dated ﬁ//09

23, 2024,

jum@ 17, 2024 @wa)a\ L. Legg
&% Vesper S+.
AKren, ol . #4272

ce, D Russell barlses
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