oy Edward Chestawt ,Sc0C® 304044
\'i\;‘ltland aiw:e t+ion md‘ Evaluation Center
Yayy Broad River Roa

Columbia, S& 29210

Auqust |7,2025 RECEIVED
ief ' 0 2005
\Cil’?-ot Sgﬁ? Cs reet AUG 2 |
Columbia, SC 29201 | C Court OtAppeaS

: misCarria of Tustice n tht matier of
24 State vs.j'cllay Edwarg Chestnut

Indictment no. 2025-6S -2 -3 |

Dear thief Justice’

I am Mr:HnJ Seeking atiention and J‘HS‘HCG because
on Tuly 14-IS; 2025 in He court of General Sessions, Fifteenth
j‘udn‘t'ia.l Ciraut, Howf County , Sowth Coarolina I waos wionjfully
convicted in Hhe Above-réterence matter,

L veceived a undair juy drial pefore Judge Eugene

P. Warr. 3
: My hrial involved is ] justi
racial disuim:z&ion. R avee a5

. : ¥ was not afforded my right 4o pi i

involved [~ +he jury selection (vo‘.rt:ﬁ,g ot mn:).:ﬁ:("jw{:fzz\ s

in a ALL wWhite ju.nl b{.\na Pleked by dne Weito l‘eSu‘,h!ed
HoWord) and defense attorney ( Brebt Aven Porery orepy David

consent. T did not Freely, knowingly , or Volusbanii .
vights in +his caus<. This viclate by Mive my
i?mlna.l Procedure and My due Pvtctshs". BT SOAPER B o
T was provided ineffective assistance of counsel .
T was not offorded effective assistance of counsel by MJ
+r iad dﬂ""?r{\( ‘MV. PCNY- T filed a motion 4o relieve C.ﬂu{is-tf ] hidh
M. Perry joined in on my metion but he Hlal cowet denied in €rvor.
e and M, PU'Y informed Hae Cow+ Hhat ‘!4\0{, were !‘.on#hc-#(o{-’
inderest 1Ssues between us pased or Jhe allegations I stated in
my motton o relieve Counsel filed on or about June 2, 2025, and
again on or sbout June }i, 2025, sPcdﬁ'cale, I stafed ‘had me,
Prry threatened me anhd m il Priend (kanetla mccey) as
they were l€aving Yhe CourthaSe by stating he would slap us
L‘%]’}c we didnt shut the -'ang up:* my Mot on 4o relileve Counsel
\ j&{w‘jp SL(P}’OH‘CJ bv aMa’awf' ”m mS. Mcf—oyo #‘MVVFZWI.
\%mhﬁmcd fho court- Yo me and his lawyer-cliens ir
.Nld‘Hg'\fl""f’ has deminished so bad Wet+ he ecowld not.

BN



adeguately represent me or prepar 2- n
cl('\:rqgcs. j‘t‘h{. e—l—r‘ld Cowrt argd v ?‘Q?Facéhfm:% p: aﬁ“e:‘: :"’:’ﬁ'
Purey as couwnsel « T was forced ‘o trial w?ﬂnaud' adequats
vepresaontation by mr. Perry » This vi
right os 3wm+-c¢d by +he Souti
e laws of Southh Carolina .
T was not afforded adequate Taa 2

defense aqainst Hhe charge (*raéﬂzung &nﬂhﬁ) P::cl:\rf 4?37m+
receive or was allowed 4o review ail of the eyidence againSt
me. Specfically, the video swyeillance of +Hhae alleged controlled
buy, T did not se¢ or wasnt Prov.‘dcd e video surveillance oO€
e alleged controlled *buy wnti | Hhe day of tial, £ intomed
My outterney My, PLry W eeks befovg drial’ { T have Pt texd
méssages) that + wanted 40 s¢¢ +he vidéo swrveillance ( of
alleged controlied buy) S0 that T could Prepare my defense lout
Mr.‘PUrr $ailed to produce tiat video wnti | i daahwl begun,
This violated my due process and the S-C Rules on Criminal Procedure,
The S Rubes on eriminel Procedure Provfdcs Haat all evidence

ainst a defendant must g made available +0 him at least 12

days beéfore +rial .,

T was not afforded my right fo call all withesses
1. wished ‘o call to testify on behal€ dwring +rial.
cpecitically, prior 1o the onset ial , T produce and
provided Hht cowt and H¢ solicifor ( JoShua H?iFord throogh
M 4~H~0rnu’ Mr»Pury { while in UP‘hCDUFf) o List of o wv (t‘)
potential witnesses ( Kanetta MCCoyy Rachael Herandez, Amanda
MCKMQVW; and Dixié sauu) *along With €ach witness Contact
information” who ¥ wanted called to testify at +rial Concernin
e vints that arosft OF the alleged controlled b:i but the tri
cowrt or mr. Perry Folled fo iSswe any Subpoeas for < witnesses o
appear in cowrt TThis aade it diffict for me to Present My defense
oq6insSt Hae C‘f\ﬂ"jﬂ' AT ?Cn\-l was awarg ot my withnesses weels
ol fore Aviak { T wase teet wmessages) - Wnkortunely, Y 'l'““#:’)”"{
Jne witnesses ((Kanetda Mccoy ond Rachae | Herandez) ?" - 7ed
appeared and testified due 4o a jack. of Subpeeas B CIPET S
by Hhe cowrt or WMI. Perey. \n any event; 1F Amanda MmClnight
pixie Sauls would have been called o present —estimony

, Jrial could have possibily

ahd' +rial Hhe ontcome of Hrt Ju'y

g:;::; ed :'h a d;“\cku,h'f oad'com-& F.r me ﬁquo‘c::-m:n:‘a aned
X4 h fied dhat $hey Saw Yht Con tdenti

bixie wowld Nave +eSH Aol gt’pund N i

informant ((J:) Pa‘ck up Semt ﬂu'nj
(£9.2)



his vehide and before he walked over to my vehide
This vi'olated my due process r.’:,},f;

driver side window .
of Sowvh Cardling.

as well as he laws

+ Should have received a mistrial when
-}hmuﬂf\ my atfoney M Perry Jhat- the Couwril- issfe’fzu:ﬁ;f
tial ~afder the solfcifers witness ( detective mi‘cheel T,
manemeit; Tr.) pesiified ard Staded dhat he reviewed eor
retvieved my prier bookl/ny réporits From dhe ). Rewben Lony
Dedentiin Center in order to identify me fo Fhe I, This
slatement meade by detective manemelt was unrelated 1o the
C‘\a'jﬂ (MMCl/AJ fentaryl o0 A’Kﬁka 22 , 2023) and showld
2s i+ allowed Hhe jury fo

not have been known fo the J""}'
T had a prior arvest reécord; The fact

Know ov L
Svh amendment 1/'§ht and chose mit- fo

Jhat T exercised my

speak or take Jhe stand dw ing rlal violated my rights when
emelt Spoke qbouts My book/ng réportd Lom T

lp/y Detention center. The Court €17€ when failing 1>

e i This Violated the /aws e

For another reason,
T requested Fheough my atternty mr Recy that
mistrial afdr there uzere} kn;;un dtJCr.tf-hc,', s
; nd [or aral sis. Specifieal e arres
&ﬁ;d;ﬁkﬁm € ail-cpc{i narcotc HSJZ:/ pasp';‘r‘w for
heroin, but dwing hial Phe dreg Lorensic expert ( Calfed #o
Jestity by Hhe Lolicitor) testAed yhat- Yhe narcotic Yesded
positive for Cocalre and Penfanyl, my M"?"’""’f; mri Peery
?uoﬁmed Jhe drvg chemist ard asked 1f she had he
fhat- e machine or eguiprenr

rperts Jo Show or prove
He were werki/ng ﬂrvpu,} or
- that- She was wrab/e

wused fo 7€
| but she advised fhe cous
’ Produce any +eports Jo Hhat affeect, Mt Pery
JhF without the repect of a prepes rwennlng or worklag
aaeat b YAis cese — /1o oae Can really say or
the alleged nareofre 1S or was dusing She
; w4 fesiting. The frial cour?” erred Ly refusing
‘Iy et @ mistrial :%, this case §iven TAc ctrcumstances .




My Conyithion and Senderce Showld Yherefore be vacated.

2 believe I am entitled 4o a new Yriel. T am
Inocea?: T WAS W”"jf"f//)' conyicted -

ﬂ‘M,‘ yau ‘ﬁ’ yam- a)fenitton ,'/' ;“n",f
matter. F jrwff a/pzec/de /7,

/eﬂfﬂcfﬁ/é 3«[»:/)94:1)
5] Ray Chestant”
Kay Edward Ches/rut-
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