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The Supreme Court of South Carolina

Jamie Goss, Appellant,
\2
State of South Carolina, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2025-001019

ORDER

Pursuant to Rule 204(a) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules, this matter is
hereby transferred to the South Carolina Court of Appeals.

FOR THE COURT

sy Tatieies @, FHowond]

CLERK

— ~Columbia, South Carolina
May 23, 2025

cc: Jamie Goss, 00294885

Nancy R. Livesay
The Honorable Jenny A. Kitchings

b



The South Carolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629
CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
1220 SENATE STREET
CATHERINE S. HARRISON COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890

FAX; (803)734-1839
www.sccourts.org

June 11, 2025

Jamie Goss, 00294885

Wateree River Correctional Institution
P.O.Box 189

Rembert SC 29128-0189

Re: The State v. Jamie Goss
Appellate Case No. 2025-001019

Dear Mr. Goss:

Upon reviewing your Notice of Appeal, the following deficiency or deficiencies
have been noted under the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (SCACR), and
any deficiency must be corrected within ten (10) days of.the date of this letter or
this matter will be dismissed:

e The accompanying proof of service is not in compliance with the SCACR.
Your proof of service should be substantially in the format shown by Form 7

- in Appendix C to.part IT of the SCACR. Specifically, you must provide the
address where Respondent was served.

e The document has not been signed as required by Rule 267(b), SCACR.

Very truly yours,
CLERK

L]



The $outh Carolina Court of Appeals

JENNY-ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFIGE BOX 11629
CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
1220 SENATE STREET
CATHERINE $. HARRISON COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890

FAX; (803)734-1839
www.sccourts.org

June 11, 2025

Jamie Goss, 00294885

Wateree River Correctional Institution
P.O.Box 189

Rembert SC 29128-0189

Re: The State v. Jamie Goss
Appellate Case No. 2025-001019

This Coutt has received your fotice of appeal, and the case has been assigned the
appellate case number that appears above. Please use this number on all future
correspondence relatlng to this matter

All parties to this matter-are adVISed that all ﬁlmgs must comply with the

~ -

-requirerents-of<Ruie267 of the Souih Caroiina Appeliats Court Rules-(SCACR). -
The SCACR are available online at www.sccourts.org/courtreg. Additionally, any
filings submitted by counsel admitted in South Carolina must include counsel's bar
number. i '

The attention of the parties is directed to the order relating to the inclusion of
personal data identifiers and other sensitive information in documents filed with
the Suprerne Court of South Carolina and the South Carolina Court of Appeals.
The order can be found at

www.sccourts. org/courtOrders/dlsplayOrder cfm”orderNo—20l4 04-15-02. Please
note that the rGSponmblhty for i 1nsur1ng that information is redacted or sealed as

b ! : : ]$



required by this order rests with counsel and the parties. This office will not review
filings for redaction or to determine if materials should be sealed.

This is to advise that the title in the above matter has been changed to read as
follows:

The State, Respondent,
v,
Jamie Goss, Appeilant. -

All future records in this matter should be changed to reflect this title. If you have
any questions, please do not hesitate to contact this office.

Very truly yours,
LERK
ce:  Nancy R. Livesay, Esquire
Alan McCrory Wilson, Esquire
Mark Reynolds Farthing, Esquire

Ronald William Hazzard, Esquire
Robert Michael Dudek, Esquire

e R .
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‘Nancy, R. Livesay, Esquire
- Alan McCrory Wilson, Esquire

Mark Reynolds Farthing, Esquire

~ Ronald William Hazzard, Esquire

Robert Michael Dudek, Esquire
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina

PATRICIA A. HOWARD POST OFFICE BOX 11330

CLERK OF COURT COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA
20211
BRENDA F. SHEALY 1231 GERVAIS STREET
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

TELEPHONE; (803} 734-1080
FAX: (803) 734-1409

www.sccourts.org
!

July 15, 2025

Mr. Jamie Goss #294885
Wateree Prison Ward

P. O.Box 189

Rembert, SC 29128

Dear Mr. Goss:

This responds to your letter received July 14, 2(525, relating to your case pending at
the court of appeals. below. Since you are represented by counsel in this mattet(s),
no action will be taken on your pro se filing. Miller v. State, 388 S.C. 347, 697 S.E.2d
527 (2010); Jones v. State, 348 S.C, 13, 558 S.E.2d 517 (2002), State v. Stuckey, 333
S.C. 56, 508 S.E.2d 564 (1998); Foster v. State, 298 S.C. 298 8.C. 306, 379 S.E.2d
907 (1989).

We are forwarding a copy of your letter to your counsel so they can be aware of your
concerns._

Sincerely,

Farieier Q. Howondl

CLERK

cc: Ronald William Hazzard (with copy of correspondence)
Wanda H. Carter (with copy of correspondence)
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The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings (with copy of correspondence)
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TWhe South Carolina Court of ppeals

The State, Respondent,
\2
Jamie Goss, Appellant.
Appellate Case No. 2025-001019
The Honorable David P."Caraker, Jr.

Horry County
Trial Court Case No. 2006GS2604735

ORDER

Appellant has failed to provide a signed Notice of Appeal, as required by Rule
267(b) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules and as directed by the Court's
letters of June 11, 2025 and July 15, 2025. Accordingly, this matter is

dismissed. The remittitur will be sent as provided by Rule 221(b), SCACR.

FOR THE COURT

BY Qﬁ’\a‘ lC‘MﬁD

CU~CLERK

Columbia, South Carolina

cc:

Jamie Goss, 00294885

Nancy R. Livesay, Esquire

Alan McCrory Wilson, Esquire

Mark Reynolds Farthing, Esquire - - FILED
Ronald William Hazzard, Esquire - Jui 202025
Wanda H. Carter, Esquire ‘
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