‘SOUTH CAROLINA DIVISION OF APPELLATE DEFENSE-
'~ . Wanda H. Carter, Esquire -
' Chief Appellate Defender
.. .1330 Lady Street, Suite- #401
' Post Office Box 11589
',"Columbla, South Carol1na

| MAR 202026 -
M1chae1 Vandrell Johnson_ Lo T
© F3A254 . . - $#309430- - -0
Evans Correct1onal gnstxtutlon '~"=~.-jSC SUPREME COURT
-610: Highway West #9 - = ‘
Bennettsv;lle, ‘South Carolina‘ R
S : ' - 29512

29211 1589

" _RE: CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESSING FEBRUARY 17,2026 COMMUNIQUE" _ .

Johnson v. State, #2025-002413

Ms. Carter.

Please permlt thls correspondence to address mattersltz*

irelevant to thls Flrm s formal corszpondence relatzng to th1s

Q'Flrm s purported representatlon 1n the above referenced case.'

Please take note ‘of the follow;ng matters.

“Around June 2021. an evxdentxary hearlng was -convened

~in - a pcr act1on perta1n1ng to nwtters w1th1n the appllcat1on[}fﬂ-5~

’l[#2°21 -CP- 43 01538]. 71n ‘Sumter - Counry.r I was‘ represented byoﬁfL'J»

_szothy Lee Gr1ff1th,¢Esqu1re. at thls t1me. From - June 2021,

"fthrough October 19, 2021, I attempted to . dxllgently establ;shbi.fv

w'i[some form] of communlcatlon with- th1s pcr \counsel."withoutlf
' ‘-success. Then on’ October 19,2021, 1pcr counsel served a formalf“

:communlcatlon upon me statzng,‘“The Judge as 1. recall from mY<;x.

notes, granted you kthe‘ opportunlty_”forﬂja new, tr1a1 '4?3”f€f

':'pnfortanely, they can t start on ity and we can' t fxle for an?”'b'

| et
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B
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‘f?thls Offlce.

"ljthe 1mpre551on that pcr counsel ‘was

‘7,,0ff1ce of Dlsc1pl1nary Counsel (ODC)

happeal on the rest of your case. untlk

the judge and that 1s on the AG to p
“only communlque' made avallable to me
: atte
on o

- After ,an exhaustlng
hcommunlcat1on w1th pcr counsel,
formal request upon the Honorable Pa
,“Court for the South Carollna Supreme C
‘appeal and/or documents, 1.e.L
On October 15 2025,
but should have been November ]
‘t

,in

A (whick
dated:
"1ssued ‘a- formal response statlng

tconstrued as?g seeklng relief.
yjurlsd1ct10n. A’ copy of this Clerk'
*iand pcr counsel. glv1ng pcr counsel
address the status of the underlyln
either b

dld not comply with the t

‘"record that pcr, counsel;
‘~,re£usal:
- Court.

On November 17 2025, I ser\

Orders,

wepget aréiénedkorder'fromi
rovide.
at that tzme.jn‘

‘This . has been the:ff

mpt to form some type c>f~.y_l‘-‘w
ctober 28 2025.
tr1c1a A. Clerk ofl

.ourt, seekzng any not1ce of

Howard:
;-
1‘l‘ believe is
L5 2025),

hat my request
that

i'mpro‘p”erl'y" -
the. Clerk s Offlce
.S ‘
" Court s f orlglnal
ten (10) days 1n wh1ch to
g caseu
A dlrect and/or' del;berate,
en?(lplzday1mandatefof the

led the followxng. (1) Notlce

‘Of Motlon And Motxon To relieve Coun:

el, (2) Exh1b1ts,

VfOf Petltlon To Stay Appeal For Remand To Correct Subject Order.

- and. (4) Proof of Serv;ce. When I fllT

it was not. :that I. negated te«serveﬂ
that this Flrm had been appolnted°

Stlll counsel of record.

a these matters, I was underi“

<thls Flrm,
Please flnd attached hereto

':and 1ncorporated herew1th a true and, accurate copy of the above:

',5}referenced pleadlngs. dated November

. On November 18 2025, I se

'Jssues agalnst the lack of performanc

‘candor of thls pcr counsel.

=rved a compla:.nt :

of =]

17 2025.

communlcatlon and lack oflﬁ

S R AR ST

I served a5fk;
that had been filed w1th::i B
belng L

response was: served upon me:w;'

Please note.for thei»~:

(3) Notlceff’

and"

“I-was™ not*aware*“r-”'”

w1th the(o_f
] alleglng varlous clalms and';




- adjud1c1at10n of all spec1f1c f1n<

I received - my "one b1te at the

rexpressly 1ts conclu51on .of. law,

ippie.ﬁl i. e.) foneifcompietei‘
dings of facts,ﬁ andi.statei
relatlng to each issue -

presented.” . s. c.' Code Ann.» §17-27-80 (1985),-" also Rule 52(a),
South Carollna Rules of C1v1l Procedure, SCRCP.-It 1s my 9051t10n :

that, if, I am forced to move forwar
’appeal,ﬂlt w111 cause me to have to

' fwirto correct these matters 1n ‘a post tr

1ndependent cause of action - in ec

‘;'§l7 ~-27~ 90 (1985)(... "unless the -cour
‘“.?asserted whlch for suff1c1ent reaso

blnadequately ralsed ‘in-" the orlglna

"}appllcatzon::%i"),_Rule 60(b), SCRCI

| *actlon 1n equ1ty).‘cf., Chewnlng v. F

‘in thls 1nstant def1c1ent

»'13487 (D.$: C.kl998) In ‘my oplnlon,,t
" time of the Jud1c1ary and furtherﬂ
'i-confldence;,“in fjthe 3ud1c1al lega
Q'economoc1ally stable to permlt the
?ﬁ;allow me to return to the lower cou

* the record from there, where 1t or1

"_has transplred that. I serlously do

;ex1sts, and it mlght be necessary to

‘ilorder to have an adequate and compl

makeés no’ ment1on of 1t.'and the fact
"jldentlflcatlon ~as to the‘ judge * th

-jbelated appeal be. granted.:This raise

cause a. serlous lack

1 process. It would .

l_o back to the’ lower court,.
ial" motlon for rellef, as’ an‘f
juity. See. S.C. Code Ann.~
t finds a ground for relief.
n wvas not asserted .or was-
l,} supplemental or amended
(an 1ndependent cause of
ord Motor CO. . 35 F. Supp 2d
hat : would cause a waste of

of
be

grantlng of these motlons,

ct,. andldeyelop and correct .
ginated.‘Also) so much ‘time
ubt that a transcrlpt Stlll
re—create the transcrlpt in _
‘ te record.; On p01nt 1n the -
Vzirecord states that I ‘was. granted a belated appeal, yet, the OrdeEN‘
that there is no notlcemor
at prev1ously ordered the -

es a serlous legal questlon

:fof whether the actual Judge that ordered the belated appeal was -

ﬁ_»the 'same judge “to whom authorized

f;appeal. Cf.,: Cook g Talyor, 272

T e e e

the wrltten Order ‘nowf
'S, c.‘ 536,‘ 252 'S.E. 2d 923

on S
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. ';ubeen some type of pleadlng;

k"statements,

. S.c.

" formal .order,

' in dlspute that requ1res a circuit ¢

‘(1979)(the effect of Judge' Pyle s

order - wa to ‘reverse' ~the

546

earlier. substantlve orden clearly an 1mperm1351ble act)

Baptist Church Ve Fletcher,287 S:C.: 602, 340 S.E. 2d

(l986)(0ne c1rcu1t Judge does not have the authorlty to- set a51de'

the order of‘another), Belton V. State. 313 s.C. 549. 554, 443

S.E.2d 554, 557V(1994)(finding a ;purely legal" question of theo'
' jurisdiCtion of a State Board, a second c1rcu1t judge “Was_

Vw1thout authorlty to rev1ew [the firs

" same. 1ssue), ;also Rice V. 442 -

‘2024).

Doe,

1Furthermore,‘for there . to
_change 1n the prev1ous holding of th
_ and/or
‘irequlred by well- settled standards:
7changes or alteratlons of positions
Cfey.

Charleston County Sch. Dist. V.

t Jjudge' sl f1nd1ngs" on the
S.C. 160, :

'have been an alteration or

e’ court, there ‘had to have,
proceedlng that - would be

the ‘
under judicial ' parameters. .
aidlaw 348

‘of law, _relatlng to

LaidlaW“Transit, Ince.,.

1420, . 559 " SE.2d 362 (Ct.Ap

or adm1331ons contalned

- s.C..

‘fagalnst _the pleader, and a party

‘contrary posxtlon), relylng on Mellon

D.. 32001)(any

lin a pleadlng are conclus1ve

allegatlons.'

cannot subsequently take a.

Bank. N A. v. Carroll, 314 -

| S.C. 468, 445 S.E. 23466 (Ct.App. 199
385, 418 S.E.2d 32(Ct.App. 1992),
425, '134 S.E.2d 410 (1964). T

Eglxing onvEerG V.

Mann. 308
\Allp
‘is no record,

4);. s.C.
243

any

Postal V.

here in

ifproceedlngs. after‘lvthe ior{ginal hc

authorlzlng or- flled,

at the partlcular time s

lding:

- would have glven procedural affect 1n the change from granting?

‘fthe belated appeal,
hlater. Thls is a very serlous questia
2the judge s authorlty to reverse the

“some type.ofvprocedural safeguard, to

forum.-

to denlal of the belated -appeal four years”f.u

n. of genulne materlal factsh

ourt, or lower court, as to:

grantlng of rellef, w1thout%

have been convened in. open

" Enoree = - -

"898 S.E. 2d 127

where there was no -
t:hat:“f»'~
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We must be mindful of thé fact that, if, I do not

address. these matters, at this point
deem or presume that I have abandoned

preservation rule" doctrine, which ha

and time, then the court may
the claims under the "issue

s been a long standing rule

of law that, if the issue is not raised in the appellate court,

Cf., Elam v. S.C. Dep't. of Transp..
(2004):; and Queen's Grant II Hori

zontal Property Regime v.

Greenwood Development Corp., 368

fact that, I do not waive nor abando

S.C. 342, 628 S.E.2d 902

“(Ct.App. 2006). At this time, I would alert this Firm to the

n any issue or claim herein

presented, and seek that I be éelieved from ' this Firm's

representation, at this time, (not

at a later date when the

issues are properly exhausted in the lower court), so I may

remand to the Court of Common Pleas -for preservation of the

fundamental fairness within these pro

all my due process rights. One more

ceedings, and to be provided

fhing,'the Order does not

identify the judge that originally ordered the belated appeal.

With that in mind, it 1is my positiion, and belief, that the

Respondents, four years later, went

to cover up the original ruling and

" judge shopping”, and tried

order ... and found a judge

|

they could persuade to authorize this present order changing the

original Jjudge's granting of relief. I

sufficient proof, within these allega

believe there is

tion, that would warrant the

relief sought in the pleadings attached hereto and served

forthwith.
I know and understand that

making powers," in the granting of re
this Firm has the ability to recommen
the granting of this relief. I am on

preserve my rights associated with th

(l/,““\\\‘
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this Firm has no "decision
lief in these matters, but,
d or not offer objection to
ly diligently attempting to

ese matters.
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Michael VandrelliJohnson

F3A254 #

309430

Evans Correctional Institution

610 Highway Wes
Bennettsville, South
29

SOUTH CAROLINA DIVISION OF APPELLATE D
Wanda H. Carter, Esquire '
Chief Appellate Defender
1330 Lady Street, Suite #401
Post Office Box 11589
Columbia, South Carolina

29211-1589

RE: SERVICE OF CORRECTED PAGES

Johnson v. State, #2025-002413
Ms. Carter,
" Please allow this corres
following pages that required corg

errors.
#5:
true and accurate copy of each éageﬁ
that, a copy of these corrected pages
Clerk of Courts Office, for the South!

their records. I

The following pages have been

If I may be of any further a
these matters, please do not hesitate

for this Firms time and attention to t

e R X g A R s 2 e S M TR TP 2, e 1 T

t #9

Carolina
512
EFENSE
pondence to provide the
ects because of clerical
served, l.e., #¥1; #2; #4;

and #6. (See attached hereto and incorporated herewith a

Please further take note
have been served upon the
Carolina Supreme Court, for
Sssistance to this Firm, in
to contact me. Thank you

hese matters.
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March |7 12026 , Respectfully: Submitted,
|
Mok
rds/MVJ ‘ Michael Van #ell Johnson
F34254 i #309430
cc: FILE Evans Correcpional Institution
CLERK . 610 Highway West #9
CARTER Bennettsville, South Carolina
' 29512
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Michael Vandrell Johnson

F3A254 #309430

Evans Correctional Institution

610 Highway West #9

Bennettsville, South Carolina
29512
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