' CLE;P’OF COURT
BRENDA F. SHEALY
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK '

March 14, 2()25 m""":"%

Erick Maurice Willard, 265040
Ridgeland Correctional Institution
P.O. Box 2039

Ridgeland, SC 29936

Mar 26 202¢
5.C. SUPREME COURT
Re: Erick M. Willard v. State
Appellate Case No. 2024-001837

Dear Mr. Willard:

Your counsel has submitted a petition for writ of certiorari i
appeal is without merit and moves to be relieved as y
294 S.C. 310, 364 S.E.2d 201 (1988). The records of
served you with a copy of the Petition and Appendix.

our counsel. Johnson v State,
this Court reflect that counsel

You may, within forty-five (45) days of the date of this letter, file with this Court a
Pro se response to the petition filed by your counsel. In this response, you may
faise and argue any jssues you believe the Court should consider in this appeal.
Upon rece; pt of )-'(;ur pro se response or the expiration of forty-five (43) days, the

matter wil] pe submitted to the Court for its consideration.

se must be either typewritten
h margin on all sides. Further,

and this copy

[f you.do decide to file a pro se 1esponse, the respon
i legl.bjy hand printed, and must have at leastan InC
Youwill need to only submit one copy Of your fesponse,
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you may step down.

THE COURT: All right -
(WHEREUPON, the witness Y eavesmtbe witinees
stand.)
. L)
THE COURT: Any other thnesses.

per, Your Honor.

Nothind furt

ses from the defense?

MR . MCEACHIN:

THE COURT: Any witnes
e record, we would

for th

Judge
nt that attributes

MR . MEETZE :
at the stateme

make the motion th
1g no GO

dabe excluded. There rroborating

Mr. Willar
to that statem

ent having beén made

evidence in regards
o any kind of &
other statemen
t for the record, we

udio oY video recording or

with regards t
ts from anybody elgg

ing like that. No

anyth
And pased on tha

in the location.
object to it peing entered as evidence .- 4
THE COURT: All right. 1'm going to £find that
the defendant was properly Mirandized and he gave the
statement freely and voluntarily. Certainly, you can

cross-examine to the great detail in the regard.
MR. MEETZE: Judge, and just to make ;;ure =
that -- they've testified that he made a statement that he .
was taking ownership of the items that they located and -
they testified to just making sure there aren't any other :2
the State would intend to introduce. 23
24

That's the only statement.

That!s it.




«
€ that no testimony be

distribution charges

search warra
: nt that
I don't think they had warrants for

15 elebiielis (elppliy G 5
Ust the t ;
estimony t -
at' the thousa ol y that they were legally
rm ;
3 Oor fashion or another should be.
R. MCEA
QLN CHIN: Certainly, Your Honor, and the
Sl aASEn O 3
: ntention to bring that up. As a matter of
act it’s m
- Y understanding that there is no attempt to
suppress any of t
he drugs that were at the residence based
on a insuffici ;
ficient search warrant, invalid seaxch warrants,

so based on that there's absolutely no basis for us even

getting into that.

THE COURT: All right, sounds good. All right,

see you all at 9:30 in the morning.

(WHEREUPON, the proceedings were concluded fox

the day to be reconvened on Novembex 1482 0T

THE COURT: You ready to bring out thé jury.

MR. MCEACHIN: Your Honor, I have a motion.

THE COURT: Okay, let me hear from you.

MR . MCEACHIN: Thank you, Your Honor. Your

Honor, it came to the State's attention last night that
A
e call from the jailhouse. He

the defendant made a phon
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her and gathe™:
on that the
def&“dam

positi

{8 th
-nterest N I would
Statg

intend to i
1ntr0d
2 Ugq

ade B
'Ve

at the appxr©o

nto evidenc

that i & zULe
a g
aware of it the firgg

notified M . Meetze -
1 made him aware of it as soon ag Y

is morning-
g that's b
een oyt

thing th
e somethin

This 18 isn
g that wou
rior tO trial of the

came toO light.

not somethin 14 have given him i
give him P
gtence Jast night. so g

there. 18w U

portunity to

had the OP
me into exi

but it uskEca

case,
the record.

and it maybe some portj
Ong

would put that on

nt needed tO b
o be handled over the lunch

e redacted, but that's

of that stateme

certainly something that ca

break if we need to, Your Honor -

All right.
we would object to the

THE COURT:

MR. MEETZE: Judge,

admission of the phone call just based on 403 objecti
lon.
's no question that portions

Also, certainly I think there

of it would need to be redacted. There's parts of
of it

where he speaks with his dad where he's talking ab
about
needi i
eding to get him clothes and things like th t wh
. at which
certainly I i
y think can be overly prejudicial, but ‘
; we're

asking that
you exclude on the basis of its prejudicial
rejudicia

jeffect &y
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