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COMSOLIDATED SUPPLEMENT, CLAR\FICGATION,
AND MOTON To $TAY BRIEFING N SUPPORT
OF WPPELLAMT'S PENDING moTionN To RELIEVE
B O L P L o AN S e

Appellant Ray Edword Chestrnud cespecttully

Sswewmn ks this consolidetred Supplement and

jClar‘--f—ma.ﬂo.n in Suppory o Wnis Pind?nﬂ Motion

do Reveve Appellate Counse) | and moves +his

Cowry Yo stay appelivte beiefing pending the

eso\uMon  of thatx motion. Ths _—FIl}nﬁ 1S

:!Pro“—ﬂ.dtﬂd) onl{ and s not inknded 4o beiek
e wmenits  of any appellote (Ssue.

C . PURPOSE-OF Fwis FILIMG

Tuis consolidated £iling 1S Submitied to c\aﬁ{-\‘



Hhe bvasis for Appellants pendiang motion 1o
ceiene appelare Counsel and 4o advise +he
Court of additiona) developments demonstrating
lO.y\ Yrretrievoble breaXdown S the gitomey -

lclient velotionship - Appellant Further seeks

G emmporary Sﬂ\{ of \oﬁe,{‘-{nﬁ so Haat Wis
applad 1S noY irreu&rﬂbly PrQJuA%ged b\; +h ¢
F{\:ng ot an Oplning bwied before +he
representafion [<sue 1< vesolved .

T, BREAYDOWN 1IN COMMUM (CATION AND CONFIPENCE

On or aboutr Decemlper |\, 2025 , appellate Ounse|
Sent correspondence {0 Applllant indicating an
wnwiNingness or vefusad o pwsue  Appellants
apeore 1SSue (ontrning the \ack of | awofud
_)ud‘scjoq Guthority  Grising from the inyolvewent
of fwo diffevent judges prestding oure Hae
Aviad wWithout propee assignment or subsiitution,

Thot issue constitutes |ssue Two of Appellonts

Gpelal ) hWas been PréSf,vv-Ld in the yecord, and
implicares  subject-matier jurisdichion / structura
exrov  and the \aw ftul authority of the Ppes}dhnﬁ
Judge. These moatters are non-waivably .



Afder veceiving Couwnsel's corvespondence

Appellont Himely responded in wating, eLpla]ntng
-.w\mi C.O_n-hro\\tmj South Carolina authority ——
.;Tr\dud‘mﬂ TenkinS \, State and sState v. Sweet —

applies and why Appellant believes fhe fcswe

nust be addressed in the opening briet.
Appellant's response was Submitted in go0d
Laith @wnd wos intended 40 ensure counsel fully
;W\dus&ood Hhe legal basis of +Hae issue.

Despite Anis, Appellant yremains concerned that
appll\ore Counsel Aoes not intend to raise or

meaningfully present Has  junisdickional / structure

issue, As a rvesult, Appellant no longer has
contidence  Hhat counsel will fathfully present
+He append as framed or Pro{'ec,{' Appellant's
Substantiod vights.

T - FALLURE TO PURSUE REQUESTED AND TIME-
CSENSITWE FluNGs

£ =T e I e v

In addition, 1o the ssue above, pppellant
S‘DQC;(-RC&\\\’ requested that appellate counsel
e e following wmotons

A motion for Pond Pending Appeal , baced on



Appellant's  prior complionce wita bond (Ondifions,
non-violtnt status, employment history,
disaplinary — fvee vecord, and the substantial
issues raised on appead | and

2 A wmotion fue Limited Remand foc consSderation
ok jurisdictional [/ struodtural defects arising
fvom Ythe involvement of the +wo different
judges  presiding over the teiad without
propec authorty and the facially defective
verdick foem .

These requests weve wmade in wreiting and th
qood foith Yo protect Appellant's liberty interests
and Yo seek Hmely review ob defects apparent
on the face of the vecord.

As of e date of Hling; no motion for bond
pending appead has loeen Hiled ; no motion for
Nimited vremand hos been filed | nor has counse
provided an \2gal €xplanatton on the v€ord
as Yo why such flings are wnavailab e ©v
Tnapevopriate .

The \ak of achon en Haese Hme-sensitive
Matters Was furtiver evoded Appellants Confidence



N oppellade counsel and contrilbutes 40 +he
Avve tritvoble brégkdown in Hhe O:Hmmmj ~clen+
yelorionship .

W, GCoop-FA\TH PAS\S for RELIEF OF COuNseEL

Appellant emphasizes Haet Hais motion 1S not
based on dissaticitication oc & mere disagreement
over strategy. Rather, i+1s based on:

I A fund amentel disagreement over wWh ety
presenved  awd Jurisdictionad issues will be
raised  ax o\

2, Counsel's stated position appeming 1o rest on
o misundestanding or rejection ot controlling
| a-\aCHﬂO(‘:H : O-V\C.

3. Counsel's failuwe 4o pursue requested procedural
motions affecting Appellant's liberty while the
appeal 1S pending. N

Once Yt initial Opening brief 1S ﬁl&d, e

framing oF Appellants appeal will be effectively

Fixed . Apeellant cespectfully submits Haat

resolving the wotion 4o relieve counse| before,



st £\ing s necessary 4o avoid rvepavable
prejudice .

V. MonoN To ST BRIEFING

Recause Hae Motion 1o Relievte Appellate Counsed
remaint pending , and loecause the filing of an
opining lodef wouwld Substantially prejudice

_ Appl\ant’s rights if cownse| is later relieved,

Apptllgnt respectfully moves this Cowrt to stay
appdlate briehing until the representation 1ssue
is resolved.

A beaet Stay will promotre judicted efficiency,
protect Appellants right and prevent +4he need

for covrective or duplicakve %l‘.ng_(,

VI. NO REQUEST Fog MER\TS DETERMINATION

Appdlant does not ask Hais Cowt 40 rule on +he

_meeits of any appellote [sSue at Has dime. This

;!—Sli\‘mﬁ 1S Submitred $ol€|~! 1o explain the break-
down N the attomey - lient relationship  and
Yo request gppropriate procedural pelief.



VI . COoOnNCLUS\ON

For twe doregoing reasons, Appellant respectfully
requests Haatk Hhi< Cowrt !

l.  Considey this Consolidated Supplement and
Clanification in ruling on the pending MOtion
4o Relieve  Appellant Counsel;

2. Rule on the wmotion 4o relieve counse|l beéfore
e ‘C—;ling of the Op-Qn%nﬂ b!"‘\({‘] ond

3. stay apptllote loﬁ_eﬁnj pending resolution e
e vepresentation issue,

Respecttully submitted,

/sl Raoy Cnestink ™

Roy Edward Chestnut ¥ 2ouoqy
Appddlont | Pro-s¢

KitKland Correctional (nstitution
y3yy Proad River Road
Columbia, SC 242(0

Decemib ey z_q, 2025
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CELT\F\ATE ©F SERVICE

Clhand\er Novville | Appellatre Counsel
- Souda Carg\ina ComwmisSion on |ndigent Defense
1230 Lady Shveet | Suite HOI

. Colomboia, SC 29201

- Alan Wilson f'\‘HorM\{ General of South Caxoling
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' p.0. Box I1SYq

- Columbia, SC 2472

Twis 29% doy of December, 2025

st Ry Chestnik

Roy Edward Chestnut
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