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STANRNED

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 16 29 %@%@OURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF SUMTER 2 THIRD JUDICIAL cmcurr
;f' N f... nli EL’

G i OF couPszz CP-43-0181 * ce

Cedric (aka Cederick) Wise, #312547, SUM)ZR COUHTY, S.C.

)
)

Applicant, )
) - |

v. ) CONDITIONAL ORDER OF DISMISSAL
) i .
)
State of South Carolina, )

)

Respondent. )
) i

This matter comes before this Court by way of an application for post-convictio:n relief filed ]
January 30, 2012. In its return, the Respondent requested the application be summanly dismissed.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Before this Court are ﬁe records of the Sumter County Clerk of Court regardiné the subject
convictions; Applicant's records from the South Carolina Department of Corrections ;and records
from Applicant's previous application for post-conviction relief. The Applicant is pr&sen%tly confined
in the South Carolina Department of Corréctions pursuant to orders of commitment of &e-Clak of
Court for Sumter County. | The Applicant was indicted by the Sumter County Grand fJury in two
multi-count indictments. In indictment 2004-GS-43-0551, Applicant was indicted for ;Strong Arm
Robbery (Count 1), Kidnapping, (Count 2), Grand Larcegy (Count 3), and-Assault and.E!Bat.tery with
[ntent to Kill (Count 4). In indictment 2004-GS-43-0552, Applicant was indicted for B:urglary (a*
Degree) (Count 1), Strong Arm Robbery (Count 2), Kidﬁapping (Count 3), Grand Larcen§}' (Count4),

afecracking (Count 3), Aggravated Assault and Battery (Count 6), and Assault with Intent to Kill
2 ]C (Count 7). Lauren Stevens, Esquire, and John Clark, Esquire, represented the Apphca.nt On
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Cedric #312547 Wise Perry Correctional Inst/Q4A 122 430
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|
Alan McCrory Wilson PO Béx 11549 Columbia, SC
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ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S)
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November 14, 2005, Applicant pled guilty before the Honorable Derham Cole and was sentenced as

!

follows:

e On indictment 2004-GS-43-0551, Count 1, for Strong Arm Robbery Apphcant was
sentenced to 15 years’ confinement;

¢ Onindictment 2004-GS-43-0551 Count 2. for Kldnappmg ‘Applicant was' sentenced to 30
years’ confinement provided that upon the service of 21 years the balance will be suspended;

* On indictment 2004-GS-43-0552, Count 3, for Kidnapping Applicant was sentFnced to 30
years’ confinement provided that upon the service of 21 years the balance will be suspended;

and
¢ On indictment 2004-GS-43-0552, Count 4, for Grand Larceny over $5,000 Apphcant was

sentenced to 10 years’ confinement.
|
All sentences were to be served concurrently. Applicant did not appeal his conviction arid sentence.
, i ,
The Applicant subsequently filed an application for post-conviction relief (PCR): on January

, |
6, 2006 (2006-CP-43-0014). The State made its Return on or about August 31, 2006. Th:e Applicant
!

raised the following issues in his first PCR: - ;
' c

1. I[neffective assistance of counsel.
2. Due process violation. ,
]

’ I
An evidentiary hearing was convened on January 6, 2006, at the Sumter County Courthouse, at

which the Applicant was present and represented by Charles T. Brooks, Esquire. At hearing,

Applicant also presented the following allegations:

1. Ineffective assxstance of counsel.
a. Clark was ineffective in that Applicant told him he was-innocent and Clark withheld

information and statements from him.

~b. Stevens was ineffective in that Applicant did not have adequate time to meet with her
and there was a conflict because Stevens wanted to represent the State ;

2. Involuntary plea.

a. Clark withheld information. But for this, Applicant would not have pled gmlty

b. Had Applicant known that officers did not have probable cause to search lrus home he
would not have pled guilty. ‘

c. Stevens wanted to work with the State.

d. Attormneys forced Applicant to make a statement admitting his guilt to the court.

,é//fé/ | : | f
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" In a. written order dated November 8, 2006, and tiled December 12, 2006, the Honorable Paula H.
Thomas, denied and dismissed the application with prejudice.
The Applicant appealed the denial of his: ﬁrst PCR apphcatlon by petmon pursuant to

Johnson v. State, 294 S.C. 310, 364 S.E.2d 201 (1988) Apphcant s petmon was demed by Orderof

the South Carohna Supreme Court on January 23, 2008 The Remittitur was sent on February 8,

2008.

Applicant filed a second PCR applrcatlon on Apnl 30, 2008 (2008- -CP-43- 1104). In this
apphcanon, Applicant set forth the following grounds for relief:

1. Ineffective assistance of counsel.
-a. Clark committed errors at preliminary hearmg (e.g. The phone number that Officer
Turner said was traced to 44 Iris Winds was not the home phone number. Clark knew
this and should have informed the court. Clark could have argued that the search was

illégal.)
b. Clark deceived Applicant to plead guilty.
c. Solicitor was -allowed to state that the phone number was traced to Applxcant s

residence.
d.. Clark should have advised not to plead guilty due to lack of probable cause.
e. Stevens failed to argue in pre-trial motion lack of probable cause, constitutional

violations, defective arrest warrant. -

f. Stevens deceived Applicant to plead guilty.
2 “Lack of probable cause to support the arrest and defective issue of arrest warrants.”

A Conditional Order of Dismissal was dated September 7, 2008, provisionally denying and
dismissing the application as successive and barred by the one-year statute of limitations. Applicant
made several respenses to the Conditional Order. Applicant argued, inter alia, newly discovered
evidence in the form of a 2003 newspaper article stafed that a cell'phone number was found to be
linked to a reéidenee. After reviewing the responses, the Honorable George C. J ames, Jr., denied and
dismissed the appﬁcation with prejudice ir1 a Final Order dated April 12, 201 O,‘and filed Aprrl 23,
2010. Applicant appealed, add'the appeal was dismissed. The Remittitur was sent on June 9, 2010.
. /{Z Applicant filed a third PCR application on July 26, 2010 (2010-CP-43-1519). In this
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. application, Applicant set forth the following grounds for relief:

1. Newly discovered evidence.

a. Newly discovered evidence of a 2003 newspaper article stated that a cell phone
number was found to be linked to a residence. From this article, Appllcant
discovered that Clark was ineffective in failing to make a Brady motion and failure
to specifically request a printout sheet from the cell phone account, the pizza; ‘box
receipt found in Applicant’s home, or the Domino’s computer phone system. These
things could show unreasonable search and séizure, defective arrest warrants, land
constitutional. violations. o

b. New evidence from transcript prior PCR and plea transcnpt regarding Applicant’s
cooperation. Applicant relied on promises of a plea deal in providing information
prior to plea. Applicant asserts that he did not know about plea deal until PCR
hearing. !

¢. Subject matter jurisdiction :

1. Was not informed of two years Community Supervision upon parole or-

release
1. “...having to register in the future as a sex offender due to my kldnappmg

charge is unlawful period.”
On November i7, 2010, the Respondent made its Return and Motion to Dismiss based on the staftute
of limitations and successiveness. The Honorable George C. James, Jr., signed a Conditional Ofder
of Dismissal on Noyember 18, 2010, provisionally denying and disreiesing the applicetioé as
successive and barred by the one-year statute of limitations. Applicant made several responses to1 the
Conditional Crder. Aﬁer reviewing the responses, the Honorable W. Jeffrey Young, denied and

dismissed the application with prejudice in a Final Order dated September 18, 2011, and fled

September 27, 2011. No eppeal was filed. |
- . i I
‘In his current application, Applicant alleges that he is being held in custody unlawfully for the

following reasons: ;

1. “Newly Discovered Evidence.”
a. “The first newly discovered evidences obtained December 2011. My

sentencing hearing transcript page 21 threw (sic) page 23 reveal the state
"used the October 27" 2003 Dominoe’s (sic) pizza computer phone system
sheet and the receipt attached to the Dominoe’s (sic) pizza box seized out
my residents (sic). As the case in chief evidences to arrest, indict, and
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convict me yet never disclosed CVlanCCS in my motlon of discovery that
they had these items.”

b. “The second newly discovered evidences is the October 2003 newspaper
article of Sumter County. Revealing the state had in their possession the
account sheet of the cell phone seized out of my residents (sic). Which
also was used as the case in chief evidences to arrest, indict, and convict
me yet never showed evidences in my motion of dlscovery that they had
these items.”

¢. “Thethird newly discovered evidences obtamed in December 2011 at the
same time as the above two mention evidences. Is my H-536834 strong
arm robbery arrest warrants showing on October 28" 2003 the state
printed a day after this incident occured (sic). That 418-0189 is 44 Iris
Winds home phone number. Revealing proof officer Turner never
showed evidences that 436-7815 was my 44 Iris’ Wmds home phone
number.”

d. .“I was then was able to discover ineffectively Mr. Clark failed to object to

. the Court at my plea hearing and move to withdraw my guilty plea on the
grounds of a Brady violation and fail to file a Brady disclosure motion for
disclosure of the material. .evidences such:as.the cell phone sheet, the
‘receipt attached to the Dominoe’s. (sic).pizza‘box and the October 27"
2003 Dommoe s (sic) computer phone system sheet and because of Mr.
Clark’s error the prosecutor-asserted to the Court at my plea and
sentencing hearing.”

| F’INDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSiONS OF LAW

This Court finds that the Applicant’s allegations are without merit. The Applicant’s claimis

an allegation that newly discovered or after discovered evidence exists. The Applicant waived his

 rightto ajurytrial. Ifthe Court determines that the Applicant knowingly and voluntarily pled guilty,

the plea waives any nqn-juﬁsdic_tionél defecfs and defenses, including challenges to the sufficiency

of the evidence. See Whetsell v. State, 276 S.C. 295,277 S.E.2d 891 (1981); Rivers v. Strickland,

264 8.C. 121,213 S.E.2d 97 (1975).

Furthermore, this contention is vague and general in its terms. There are no specific
.

allegations of the nature of the evidence. A defendant requesting a new trial based on after

discovered evidence mlis; show that the evidence: -
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(1) Is such as would probably change the result if a new trial was had; (2) Has been
discovered since the trial; (3) Could not by the exercise of due diligence have been
discovered before the trial; (4) Is material to the issue of guilt or innocence; and (5) Is |'
not merely cumulative or impeaching. Hayden v, State, 278 S.C. 610, 611-12, 299
S.E.2d 854, 855 (1983).

|

" The Applicant has not shown that the alleged evidence meets any of the requirements' for
after-discovered evidence. Most importantly, the "new evidence" offered by the Applicant is not
"material to the issue of guilt or ihnocence," and probably would not "change the result if a new ﬁial

was had." ‘Hayden, Id. Accordingly, the Application is denied and dismissed.
This Court finds that the current application for post-conviction relief must also be summai‘ily _

dismissed because it is successive to his prior application for post-conviction relief. 'S.C. Code Ann.

§17-27-90 brovides that:

All grounds for relief available to an application under this chapter
must be raised in his original, supplemental or amended Application.
Any ground finally adjudicated or not so raised, knowingly,
voluntarily and intelligently waived in the procéeding that resulted in
the conviction or sentence or in any other proceeding Applicant has
taken to secure relief, may not be the basis for a subsequent
Application, unless the court finds a ground for relief asserted which

- for sufficient reason was not asserted or was inadequately raised in
the original, supplemental or amended Application.

Successive applicatioﬁs are disfavored and the burden is on App‘licanf to establish that any
new ground raised in a subsequent application could not have been raised by him in a previous

application. Foxworth v. State, 275 S.C. 615, 274 S.E.2d 415 (1981); Aice v. State, 305S.C. 448, 409

S.E.2d 392 (1991); Amold v. State/Plath v. State, 309 S.C. 157,420 S.E.2d 834 (1992).
This Court finds that the current allegations were or could have been ;aised in the

proceedings based on Applicant's prior application for post-conviction relief and thus the current

- application is successive and barred under S.C. Code § 17-27-90. Applicant has failed to establish
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sufficient reason why he could not have raised his current allegations in-his previous application for

post-convictien relief; therefore, he has failed to meet the burden imposed upon him. Land v. State

274 S.C. 243,262 S.E.2d 735 (1980); Alce 305 S.C. 448, 409 S.E.2d 392; Amold v. State/Plath v.

State, 309 S.C. 157, 420 S.E.2d 834.

This Court finds, further, that this Application for qut-Conviction Relief should be
summarily dismissed fof failure to comply with the filing procedures ofthe ﬁmfonh Post-Convietion
Procedure Act. S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-10to-160: S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-45(a) feads as follobws:

An application for relief filed pursuant to this chapter must be filed within one year

after the entry of a judgment of conviction or within one year after the sending of the

remittitur to the lower court from an appeal or the filing of the final decision uponan -
appeal, whichever is later. . .

The South Carolina‘Suprern'e Ceurt has held ﬂlet the statute of limitations shall_ apply to all
applications filed after July 1, 1996. .Peloguin Q:State, 321 S-.'C‘_. 4;58, 469 S.E.2d 606 ( 1996). The
Applicant was convicted of the offense(s) he chalienées in this Application on November 14, 2005.
This Application was filed on January 30, 2012, whichAwas well after the Et_atutory filing period had
expired. | | | |

A motion for summary judgment may properIy be used to raise the Hefense of statute of

limitations. McDonnell v Consolidated School District of Aiken, 315 S.C. 487, 445 S.-E.Z& 638

(1994). In addition, S.C. Code Ann. §1 7-27-70(c) (1 985) authorizes the Court to "grant a motion by

either party for summary disposition of [an] application when it appears from the pleadings ... that

there is no genuine issue ofxﬁaterial fact and the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter.of
law." Therefore, this Court finds that the application for post-conviction relief is summarily
dismissed for failure to file within the time mandated by statute and for being successive.

Additionally, this Court finds this application is barred under fhe doctrine of laches. The
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Applicant has filed this application over seven (7) years after he was convicted. The doctrinc;e of
laches bers the Applicant from raising these allegations in a post-conviction relief applicati:on. '
Absent some explanation or justification for the delay in seeking post-conviction relief, laches \'Xfill
prevent an Applicant from seeking collateral review of his conviction, especially where the delay

affects the availability of evidence to refute the applieant's claims. McElrath v. State, 276 S.C. 2"82,

277 S.E.2d 890 (1981); Honeycutt v. Ward, 612 F.2d 36 (2nd Cir. 1979). Whitehead v. State, 3‘52

S.C. 215, 574 S.E.2d 200 (2002).
To ensure ﬁnality of litigation, our courts require reasonable diligence in pursuing w]lateral

relief. This requirement "guards the state's' legitimate expectation that it will not be called uﬁon

without due cause; to defend the integrity of convictions that occurred many years ago, where records '

and witnesses are no longer available." McElrath, 276 S.C. at 283. Rule 9(a) of the Federal Habeas ’

Corpus Act recognizes the doctrme of laches. The Rule states in pertinent part:
A petition may be dismissed if it appears that the state of which the’
Respondent is an officer has been prejudiced in its ability to respond
to the Petition by delay in its filing unless the Petitioner shows thatit i

is based on grounds of which he could not have had knowledge by the
exercise of reasonable diligence before the circumstances prejudicial | |

to the state occurred.
Furthermore the South Carolina legislature has recognized this problem and instituted a one-year
statute of limitations. See S.C. Code Ann.§17-27-45(a).
The Apphcant s delay has greatly prejudiced the Respondent Itis questlonable whether the
attorneys will remember the case and whether their files will be available. If the Apphcant hnd

sought post-conviction relief within a reasonable time after his plea, neither of these problems would
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A F_urther,b this .Court finds this application is barred under the doctrine of res judicata. Res
- judicata prohibits subsequent actions by the same parties on the same issues. Bell v. Bennett, 307
S.C. 286, 414 S.E.2d 786 (Ct. App. 1992). A final judgment on the merits in a prior action bars

subsequent consideration of those issues in a new action. Foran v. USAA Casualty Ins. Co., 311

S.C. 189, 427 S.E.2d’918 (Ct. App. 1993). Res judicata also bars any issues that could have been
raised in the former action. 1d.
The_Applicant had a full opportunity to litigate _all allegations regarding incffécn;ve assistance
| of counsel in prior posi;conviction relief proceedings. The public interest in finality of judgmehts
requires that litigation must eventué.lly come to an end. Pursuant to ‘Rule 12(b)(6), SCRCP, the
Court ihtends to smﬁ.m_arily dismiss these claims as barred by.resy'udic{zt_a.l | |
Pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. §v‘1 7-27-70(b), the Court intends to di'sm.iss;thi:s Application with
. prej udiée unless the Applicant provides specific reasons, factual or legal, w?y the Application should
not be dismissed in its entirety. The Appiicant is graﬁte'd twent}" (20) days ﬁ'om the ‘dz‘xte of seﬁce of
this Order upon him to show Why this Order should not become final. Thé Applicant shall file any
reasons he may have," factual or-legal, with the Sufnter~‘County ‘élﬂk of Court and shall serve
opposing counsel at the following address:
Office of the Attorney Gen&al
Attn: Megan E. Harrigan, Esquire

P.O. Box 11549
. Columbia, South Carolina 29211

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this .7 _dayof fard . 2012,

"R.'FERRELL'COTHRAN, JK.
‘ : Chief Judge for Administrative Purposes
\ - o . Third Judicial Clrcuxt

MW% ., South Carolina.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) [N THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF SUMTER 235743 P EQRJHE THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Cedric (aka Cederick) Wise, #312547,, ).  Case No.: 2012-CP-43-0181
Applicant, A ;

" | ' - ; FINAL ORDER OF DISMISSAL

S‘tafe of South Carolina, ; _ O |
Respondent. ; -

)

This matter comes before the Court pursuant to an application for pqst-conﬁcﬁon relief
filed January 30, 2012. The State made its Return and Motion to Dismiss on July ?7, 20i2,
requesting that the apﬁlication be summarily dismissed as successive, barred by the; one-year
statute of limitations, and barred by tﬁe doctrines of /laches and res judicata. Pursuaént to this
request, and after reviewing the pleadings in this matter and all of the records attache;i thereto,
this Court issued a Conditional Ord& of Dismissal signed August 21, 2012 and ﬁled Afugust 29,
2012, provisionally denying and.dismissing this action. T}’lis Court gave Applicantl‘tw:enty days
from the date of service of said Order in which to show why the dismissal should not become
final. Attached to this Final Order and incqrporated herein by reference is an,AffTidavit of
Service dated September 17, 2012, serving the aforementioned Conditional Order of bismissﬂ
on the Applicant.

Applicant respénded to the Conditional Order of Dismissal in a document c::aptioned
“Applicants Objection to Respondents Conditional Order of Dismissal” dated Septe%nber 13,

2011% First, Applicant alleges that Respondent did not address all of his current claims and

allegations for post-conviction relief in its Return and Motion to Dismiss and only addrbssed his

1 This date appears be the result of a scrivener’s error and should read 2012, as this action was not commenced

until 2012,
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~6™ Amendment violation claim against Mr. Clark”, and that “Applicant is prejudice by

respondent failure to fail a return on the rest of his PCR claims against Mr. Clark and Mrs.

Stevens.” However, this claim is without merit. Respondent’s Return and Motion to Dismiss

tully addresses the claims raised in Applicant’s current and fourth application for post-com}iction

!

relief and sets forth reasons why the application should be dismissed.

Second, Applicant asserts that he could not have raised these grounds of newly
discovered evidence at an earlier date, as the evidence in question did not comc;z into his
possession until recently. However, Applicant has failed to sufﬁcic.zntl.y show why-the s:entenc_ing :
transcript, October 2003 newspaper article, or strong'armed robbery arrest warrant mé_:et'any of

the requirements for newly discovered evidence as outlined-in Hayden v. State; 278 SC 610,

611-12, 299 S.E.2d 854, 855 (1983). Applicant also asserts that his recent disco'ver)"' of these
items overcomes a statue of limitations or successive. challenge from the Respondent. f-lowever,
this claim is also without merit; Applicant has not sufficiently set forth why these clafms could
not have been raised in any of his previous. three post.-conviction relief actions ovef the past

seven years.

. |
Third, Applicant alleges that various arguments regarding a federal habeas claim. These

are not responsive to the Conditional Order of Dismissal on this state post-conviction relief

action.

!

Fourth, Applicant asserts that this claim is not barred by the doctrine of /aches, as his
current and fourth application is within seven years of his conviction and plea couns:el is still
available to testify. This contention does not address the prejudice to the Respondent from a

significant lapse of time or why Applicant could not have sought post-conviction relief: on these

claims 1n more reasonable time.
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This Court has reviewed the Applicant’s response to the Condiﬁoﬂal Order of Disrniss;al
. inits eﬁtiré,ty, in conjunction with the original pleadings, and ﬂndsg that sufficient reason has not
. been ‘shown‘ wh).'x the .Cvonditional Order of Di‘smiséal’ should not bécomé final. Accordinély', this
Court finds no reason:whythe Conditio’nal'O"r':dér'df-D”i"sfnissal shiould not become final.

[T IS. THEREFORE: ORDERED: that; forthe reasons set forth .in thé Court's Conditipnal .
Order of Dismissal and the reason Set-fo’rth in th.is‘order, the application for post-conviction relief
is hereby denied and dismissed with prejudice..

This- Court: hereby-advises- Apﬁlicant that he must file and serve a Notice of Appeal
within thirty days of the service of this"‘O‘rder to secure appellate review. qu Rule 203, SCACR.

Applicant’s attention is directed to Rule 243, .S‘CA'CR‘, for the procedures following the ﬁling and

service of the notice of appeal
AND ITIS SO ORDERED thls / day of //44/ ’ ' ,2012.

}/ s 1/M /

R. FERRELL COTHRAN, JR.
- Chief Administrative Judge
} - Third Judicial Circuit Court

/7%«&% , South Carolina.
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Soutl) Cavolina Court Administration
A South Carolina Supreme Court
olumbia, South Carolina

ROSALYN FRIERSON : 1015 SUMITER STREET, SUITE 200
DIRECTOR ‘ COLUMBJR, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1600
MOTTE L. TALLEY FAX: (803) 734-026%
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR E/MAIL: mialiey@sccourts.org

x December 18, 2012
Cedric Wise #312547
PCI
430 Oaklawn Rd.
Pelzer, SC 29669
Dear Mr. Wise:
Your inquiry hé_s been received by this Rffice. Enclosed yoy will find the information you

requested. The schedule is for that entire wéek (Monday-Fridgy) of the date shown at the top of
the schedule. , ' '

Sincerely

South Carolina Court’ Adn\inistration
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sending of the remittitur to the lower court from an appeal or the filing of the final
decision upon an appeal, whichever is later,

The South Carolina Supreme Court has held that the statute of limitations shall
apply to all applications filed after Jﬁly 1, 1996. Ep_loguiri.v. State; 321 S.C. 468, 469
S.E.2d 606 (1996). The Applicant was convicted of the offense(s) he challenges in this
Application on November 14, 2005. This Application was-filed on April 30, 2008, which
was well afler the statutory ﬁling period had expired.

A motion for summaury judgment may properly be used to-raise the defense of

statute of limitations. McDonnell v. Consolidated School Distriet of Aiken. 315 S.C.
487, 445 SE.2d 638 (1994). In addilion, S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-70(c) (1985)
-authorizes the Court to "grant a motion by either party for summary disposition of [an]
application when it appears from the pleadings ... that there is no genuine. issue of
material fact and the moving party is entiticd to judg,meﬁl as a matter of law." Thercforc,
the Respondent requests that this Court summarily dismiss the application for post
conviction relief for failure to filc within the time mandated by the Post Conviction
Procedure Act.
V.
The Respondent denics each allegation that is not expressly admitted, qualificd or

explained.
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M. T¢ you answered ‘‘yes’’ to (13), identify:

" {a) which grounds have been presented:

Nt

iit.

(b) the procecdmgs in whlch each ground was r:nsed

Mot

15. If any ground set forth in (9) has not previously been presented to any Court, State or Federal, set forth the
ground, and state concisely the reasons why such ground has not previously been presented:

@ Selale -t Uil {
® Acnomel of oty 40 Yoo Ave D Do o tan!S o ndes S
() O AS ' DL b e 0501 AY ) o (O AR u_‘ 2 9ad ¥s,

16. Were you represented by an attorney at any time &uring the course of:

{a8) your arraignment and plea? _¢ S

(b) your trial, if any? () ¢

{c) your sentencing? __{A 95 .

(d) your appeal, if any, from the Judument of conviction or the imposition of séntence? f\f{\

(e) preparation, presentation or consideration of any petitions, motions or applicatiens with respest to this con-

viction, which you filed? ;x‘PL

I7. If you answered ‘‘yes’ to one or mare parts.of (16), lst:

(a) the name and address of each attorney who represented you

{\A&Kﬁ‘\% (ME{)‘LL S i
i, Dads doead n\((_&\ﬁfﬁ« n(f CXF\&(GK\(L(%J anx{i ccrd zerbery :r?’; dﬁ% '

(‘q}()ﬂﬁb ux%rno

iii,

(‘Ar\mﬂﬁ z;;mf;\mﬁ O\
(b) the proceedings at which each such attorney represented you:
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18. State clearly the relief you seck in filing thxs ap hcanon
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19. Are you now under semence from any other court that you have not challenged?
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] " Full name and prison number (if any) of Apphmm
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Name of Rmandazt

g In the Court of Common Pleas
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‘ Referred 1o
, - -ms'i*ia-véneNs REAiDCAREFULLY Answered .

' In ordar far this apphca.non 10 reseive eonsderanon by th,e Cmi:rt, n shall be - wiiting (égibly hanliwriften er
_ ;ypewﬁtten). signad by the applicgnt and verified (ndtarized), and it shal set forth in concise form the ariswers to each
_applicihle guestion. If negessary; applitant piay fuoemish his dnswer tg a particular question oh the rkvcrse gide of the
Page or on 4t -gdditipnal page. Applicant-shiall make it lear to. which questien apy:such conticued answer refers.
Sines ‘evety applieation must be sworm to nndsroath, auy faJSe staterient of .a matetial fact thm may serve as

_-the ‘basis of prosécution and conviction fof pem;:;v Apphcants should, therefore, f.xcrmsc care. to assure: tha: aﬂ
afswers are truc.and correct. - o
If the application'is taken i1 fortna pauperis, 1t Ehall thclyfe an affidavit (mea atthe back of u;e £or.m) samag .

| forty informatioh which establishes that applicart will be uhablé te pay:the fees'and costs of the procsedi