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The Order was received by me on February 18, 2026, for

explanation why this action should not be barred by successive,

or being untimely under statute of liw{itations°

In Robertson v State, 418 S.C. 505,;795 S.E.2d 29 (s.c. 2014)
where the court said, "When considergng the State's motion for
. summary dismissal, where no evidentiary hearing has been held,
' thé PCR Jjudge must assume facts presented by the applicant are

true and view those facts presented by the applicant are true and

view those facts in light most favorable to the applicant."

After my guilty plea, My attorney send me my discovery file, and




discovered in the medical Tecords

declaration to the doctors and nurses
resuscitated if anything happen to
record that the victim died as a resul

neck, but he died from a punctured

for pneumonia.

artery ]

that the victim made a

that he didn't won't to be

Then

him. in the medical

t of injuries of a broken

while being treated

'I'm not a doctor but there is medica; reasons that the victim's

death was caused by the doctor who was trying to treat him for

pneumonia. In State v. Doe, 218 S.¢

1951) its 1is well understood, one

another ié deemed by law to be guilty
contributes mediately or i&mediately
My cause is different, I did not cau
hoépital and his injury was notlcaL
declaration do not resuscitated.
None of the cases found have a claus
. place long before the injury and this
trial.:

The there is a warrantlessjarrest. T
ariested me on James Island étating
arrést; they never presented the warré
got an incriminating statement. My lawv
court. I feel statem

the that the

poisonousn tree, Wong Sun v. U.S.

(1963) where

long before 2026 the

2.

al
]

who

371- U.S.

520, 63 S.E.2d 303 (s.cC.

inflicts an injury on

y of homicide if the injury

to the death of the other.

se the victim to go to the

se by me and he made the

5e -about his declaration in

is the reason that I want a

he north Charleéﬁén‘police
they had a warrant for my
nt, but interrogated me and
yer would not bring that to
ent was the fruit of the
471, 83 S.Ct.407

court made warrantless and




evidence ill-legal and in State v.

S..2d 264 (S.C. 2011) the court sai
department were not authorizea by mu
to arrest defendant in anbther count
unlawful and subsequent confession we

poisonous tree .... As an initial ma

the Lexington County officer were not

Lexington County into Calhoun County

Boswell,

g,

tter,

391 s.c. 592, 707

officer of the sheriff's

11tijurisdictional agreement

y and therefore arrest was

re inadmissible as fruit of

it is undisputed that
in pursuant of Boswell from

:'thus} section 17-13-40 of

the South Carolina Code is not relevént to our determination of

this issue. ...Furthermore, there

that Lexington County officers
arrest. There was no arrest warrant

the only way North Charleston officer
_is multi-jurisdictional agreements.
comes in. The Robertson Court said,
facts hat would established an excepti
limitations the

or prohibition

applications and those facts are not r

is

had

no substantiated evidence
‘a warrant for Boswell's
issued for Mr. Chapman, and
s could af:est Mr. Chapman,

This is were a PCR hearing

"Where an applicant alleges

on to either the statute of

against successive PCR

efuted by the record before

the PCR court, a gquestion of fact‘i? raised which can only be

resolved by a hearing (quoting McCoy,
at 626.

The term Jjurisdiction and recogni

jurisdiction is the authority granted

statute to adjudicafed a class of case

territorial Jjurisdiction is the author

401 S.C. at 396, 737 S.E.2d

zing that subject matter

through the constitution or
s or controversies and that

ity over person, things or




occurrencés loCatéd in a defined geographical area.

we know issue relating to. subject matter jurisdiction can be
raised at any time. State v Adams, 354 S.C. 361, 580 S.E.2d 785
(Coﬁrt of Appeals 2003j. |
Thus Appellant prays for a hearing.

CONCLUSION

Applicant had filed filed a writ of mandamus to get the State to
respond after five years, now the*Sqate want to dismissed this
PCR without a hearing dispute two issues have merit and one can

be raised at anytime.
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