From: Doc

To: Harrison, Catherine; coafilings@sccourts.org; Mark Farthing; Court Of Appeals Filings; agwilson@scag.gov;
jkitchingssc@sccourts.org; Dudek, Robert; Christina Coller; Christina Toler; McLeod, Walton Secretary (Kimberly
Livingston); madisonmarchant@scag.gov; Russell Lewis Walker; Carter, Wanda; Derek Chiarenza

Cc: Timothy Martin; meredith.anderson@wrdw.com; Stacey Wingate; Mom; jchehoski@lexingtoncounty.sc.gov
Subject: Fw: Appellate Case No. 2024-000643 — Request for Supplemental Briefing or Position in Writing

Date: Monday, March 30, 2026 4:49:38 PM

Attachments: 2024-000643 260330 Memo for Vacatur.pdf

20260330 905am Wanda.pdf
Order Denying Motion.pdf
Motion - Relieve Withdraw Substitute as Counsel.pdf

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Ms. Carter,

Can you imagine being kidnapped from your own home? Can you imagine being raped in jail
when you were unlawfully imprisoned? Can you imagine surviving all that and having an
attorney that has all the evidence to make things right but just will not present the evidence?

I filed a motion to relieve you, and you filed your Petition to be relieved almost two years
ago!! I think it was way back in July of 2024, wasn't it Ms. Carter?

You and I don't want each other. We both told the court, but the South Carolina Court of
Appeals Order says you are ordered to be my attorney anyway; the court even goes so far and
tells me I have no right to speak for myself in the South Carolina Court of Appeals.

I don't think there is anything under GOD that can keep me from speaking for me.

I realize you filed a brief saying my appeal has no merit, and you keep telling me that you
filed that brief. Now I have showed you how wrong you are. But here I have provided you
with evidence of the courts lack of any authority and you still won't do anything with the
evidence? And you are the Deputy Chief? I don't think People know what you do for a living.
I hope you understand that I am doing the right thing.

I am reporting this and all attachments to Merideth Anderson WRDR and granting her
permission to report on this story and use the names of all the People I named in my
attachments because I am not afraid.

People in South Carolina need to know what the South Carolina Commission on Indigent
Defense Deputy Director Appellate Division does with evidence of wrongdoing by the State.

Re: [External] Appellate Case No. 2024-000643 — Request for Supplemental Briefing or
Position in Writing

From: Carter, Wanda (wcarter@sccid.sc.gov)

To:

harley74rlw(@yahoo.com

Date: Monday, March 30, 2026 at 09:05 AM EDT

Mr. Walker,

Since I filed an Anders brief on direct appeal, the Court will review all issues in your case.
Furthermore, you
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Russell Lewis Walker
714 Spearhead Court
North Augusta, SC 29860
(803} 293-0558

h-lrh'} T-irium aho, Coim
March 30, 2026

Wanda H. Carter, Esquire

Deputy Chiel Appellate Defender

South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense
Division of Appellate Defense

1330 Lady Street, Suite 401

Columbia, SC 29201

Re: Appellate Case No. 2024-000643
The State v. Russell Lewis Walker
Proposed Memorandum in Support of YVacatur of Judgment and Dismissal of Charges

Ms. Carter:
Enclosed for your review ane the following materials concerning my criminal appeal:

1. A 5-minute summary of the controlling issues:

2. A limited set of key exhibits supporting the memorandum.

3. Appendix A, a proposition / record / authority cross-reference table:

4. A proposed memorandum in support of vacatur of judgment and dismissal of charges;

This package is directed only to the criminal appeal and only to the two categories of issues that
remain reviewable aller a guilty plea:

|. Subject-matter jurisdiction, and
2. Voluntariness of the plea.

The enclosed materials are organized around the strongest documented points already in the
record:

* the timely written demand for a preliminary hearing on July 21, 2021:

«  the magistrate reconds showing the demand and showing that no preliminary hearing was
ever held before indictment;

= the April 4, 2024 Esposito email stating that the indictments “will be going to the Grand
Jury next week™;

= the April 9, 2024 transeript reflecting that the State admitted it was procecding on a case
that had not yet been indicted as it intended to try it:

+  the Stale’s position that it would directly indict the old warramt as 2 new AZR] charge;
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the court™s denial of the motion 1o dismiss based on its beliel that the State would oblain
an indictment later;

the post-hearine ex parte communication and seizure;

the McComick booking and jail records;

the Anderson emails staling McCormick had no charging documents:

the later-penerated emergency bond motion;

the April 10 plea entered while | was in custody;

the April 15, 2024 SLED report rellecling only Cycle 003 non-conviction disposilions
and no Cycle 004 cntry at all; and

the later August 25, 2025 SLED report showing a separate Cycle 004,

My position remauns straehtforward:

the Court of General Sessions never acquired subject-matter jurisdiction;

the April 9, 2024 scizure and overnight incarceration were unlawful;

the April 10, 2024 plea was coerced;

the derivative resisting-law-enforcement conviction and permanent restraining order must
also be vacated: and

the lawful remedy is vacatur and dismissal with prejudice.

The enclosed materials are organized so that the jurisdictional defect and coercion issue can be
evaluated quickly from the Constitution, the controlling record, and the authorities cited, without
the need to reconstruct the case history from scattered filings.,

Mease review these matenials and advise whether you will file an appropriate motion or
memorandum presenting these issues on my behall ns counsel of record.

W
4 Walker
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5-Minute Read — Core Jurisdiction / Coercion Points
Appellate Case No. 2024-000643
The Staie v. Russell Lewis Walker

[. The State admitted on the record that it did not have an indictment for the
charge it intended to prosecute,

April 4, 2024 email from Esposito:
“Please sce the attached indictments that will be going to the Grand Jury next week.”

April 9, 2024 transcript:
Defense counsel:

“we're talking about a case that hasn’t been indicted yet™

The court:

“This casc has not been indicted and we've gol it on the trial docket?™

The State then said it intended to proceed on new indictments it planned 1o obtain.

Why this matters:

Under the South Carolina Constitution. General Sessions could not lawfully proceed without
indictment or valid waiver. The State admitted it did not then have the indictment it intended 10
proceed on.

2. The preliminary-hearing defect independently confirms the want of
jurisdiction.

July 21, 2021: timely written demand for preliminary hearing.

Magistrate case histories: preliminary -hearing requests recorded.

Mo preliminary hearing ever held.

Magistrate notes: cases later indicted on 08/31/2022 and no prelim rescheduled

For 2021A1910100433, the notes expressly say attempts were made 1o schedule the prelim
before indictment., but none occurred.

Why this matters:
Under S.C. Code § 22-5-320, and the South Carolina authorities relicd upon in the attached
memorandum, the demandad preliminary hearing was a junisdictional prerequisite.
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3. The old 2022 DV indictment does not save jurisdiction.

Warrant 2021A1910100320 originally supported Domestic Violemce 1st Degree and was ticd (o
2022GS51900319. true billed on August 31, 2022,

But on April 9, 2024, the State did not say it was proceeding on that old charge. Instead, the
transeript shows the State intended to directly indict that warrant as A&BI.

Judge McCaslin denied the motion to dismiss because she believed the State would obtain new
indictments before the April 22 trial date.

Why ths matters:

The court was not procecding on a present valid indictment for the charge the State intended 10
try. It was proceeding on an unpursued old indictment plus the expectation of future presentment.
That is not enough for subject-matter jurisdiction.

4. The plea was coerced by unlawlul imprisonment.

April 9 hearing ended at 12:19 M.
Afier the hearing ended, the prosecutor initiated an ex parte communication.
Judge McCaslin then slated:

“Let’s pick him up ... No, I'm going 1o do an order to pick him up.”
Walker was then booked into McCormick County Detention Center.

Booking report: no warmml number, no charpe detail.

Berna Anderson email: McCommick had no charging documents for him.

The State’s written emergency bond motion was generaled later that same day, after the arrest
and imprisomment had already occurred.

April 10: Walker pled guilty while still under the duress of that imprisonment.

Why this matters:
A plea must be voluntary under Bovkin v. Alabama. A pln:n entered after unlawful
imprsonment mmposed through unconstitutional process is not voluntary,

5. The later Cycle 004 entry cannot retroactively cure the defect.
April 15, 2024 SLED report:

only Cvele 003
non-conviction dispositions dated April 10, 2024
no Cycle 004 entry at all
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Aupust 25, 2025 SLED report:

« separate Cycle 004
+  carliest event dale April 16, 2024
«  A&H 2nd conviction appears there

Why this maliers:

A later separate cycle cannot retroactively create legality where the contempaoraneous record did
not reflect it

Bottom line

This appeal presents the two issues that survive a guilty plea:

|. Suhject-matier jurisdiction
2. Yoluntariness of the plea

The record supports both.
The simple conclusion:

The court never had jurisdiction.

The plea was coerced.

The judgment is void.

The derivative resisting conviction and restraining order must also be vacated.
The charges should be dismissed with prejudice.

- B ® B ¥
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Exhibit List
Appellate Case No. 2024000643
The State v. Rossell Lewis Walker

Exhibit 1

April 4, 2024 email from Assistant Solicitor Danle Esposito stating that the attached indiciments
“will be going to the Grand Jury next week™ and that those would be the indictments the Stale
intended 1o try.

Exhibit 2

April 9, 2024 transcript pages reflecting the motion to dismiss for lack of subject-matter
jurisdiction, including the court™s acknowledgment that the casc had not been indicied and the
State’s statement that it intended 1o proceed on newly prepared indictments.

Exhibit 3
Arrest warrant 2021A1910100320, sworm by Phillip C. Ireland, for Domestic Violence 1st

Depree.

Exhibit 4
Indictment sheet 2022651900319, ticd to wammnt 2021 A1910100320, showing a true bill for
Domestic Violenoe 1st Degree dated August 31, 2022,

Exhibit 5
Magistrate / bond court case histories for:

2021AT910100283

2021 A1910100284

2021A1910100289

2021A1910100433

showing preliminary-hearing requests and later notes confirming that no preliminary
hearng was rescheduled before indictment.

Exhibit 6
April 9, 2024 transcript pages reflecting the post-hearing ex parte allegations and the court’s
order to “pick him up.”

Exhibit 7
McCormick County Detention Center booking report showing no ordinary warrant number or
charpe detal.

Exhibit 8
May 1-2, 2024 email chain from Jail Administrator Berna Anderson stating that McCormick had
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no charging documents for Walker and later referring to an “order to hold™ him overnight and
bring him back the next day.

Exhibit 9
The State’s emergency bond-revocation motion and related April 9, 2024 transmittal cmail
showing that the wnitfen motion was generated laler that day.

Exhibit 10
April 10, 2024 transcript pages reflecting waiver of presentment, plea colloguy, sentencing, and
restraining-order prococdings.

Fxhibit 11
SLED / NCIC report dated April 15, 2024 showing only Cyele (03 non-conviction dispositions
and no Cyele 004 entry at all.

Exhibat 12
SLED / NCIC report dated August 25, 2025 showing separate Cycle 004 with carliest event date
Apnl 16, 2024 and the A&R 2nd conviclion entry,
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Exhibit 1
April 4, 2024, email from Assistant Solicitor Dante Esposito stating that the anitached indictments
“will be poing to the Grand Jury next week™ and that those would be the indictments the Stale

mtended to try.





Fw: State v. Walker Indictments ~ KEOCTEN L 17

Frees Derek Chiarenza (derekchizrenradfyshoo.com)
To.  hardeyTdrwi@yahoo.com
Cote. Thursday, April 4, 2024 at 1203 PM EDT

Chisrenzs Low Firm PO, Bax 340 Lexingion, SC 25071 Tel. (803) 492-1500

e Forwarded Mossage ——

Fram: Egposito, Danto <despasiofox-Co.c0m:>

To: Derek Chiavenza <gerchohiorenza(gyahoo.com:=

Ce: Fender, Doug <dlendenifilax-co.com>, Boolth, Jada <poothiiflex-co.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 4, 2024 of 09.49.05 AMEDT

Suhbject: State v. Walker indictmants

Good momeg.,

Ploose see he afinched mdictmants that will be going 1o the Grand Jury nexd wealk. Theso wall be the mdcimants we ara
poing ta trial on the week of 422 Thanks.

Dante J. Esposito
Assistant Sobcitor

Eleventh Circuit Solcitor's Office
205 Ea=t Main 5L
Laxmgton, SC 29072
Phone: (803) 785-8352
Emaﬂ: A o TER | |
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Russell Lewis Walker
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Exhibit 2

April 9, 2024 wranseript pages reflecting the motion to dismiss for lack of subject-malter
jurisdiction, including the court’s acknowledpgment that the case had not been indicted and the
State’s statement that it intended 1o proceed on newly prepared indictments.
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things don‘t exist. TIt's like the Court said, there's anoly
so much you can do if they don't exist that's for somebody
alse to anawer to, which at some point in the future it turns
put [(inaudible), you know?

THE COUHRT: I agree. ALl right. Let me — let me —
1'm just trying to go through these in the order of my brain
as I'm bocause I see six motionz. Motion for change of
venue that you're reserving that, I can't imagine. TI'll be
glad to hear you on it.

MR. CHIAREMZA: Well, Your Honor, I think the only way
that the Court can even entertain that motion is queation the
potential jury as to whether —-

THE COURT: Yeah. Yoo can renew that.

MR. CHIARENZA: (Inaudibla).

THE COURT: nnd how about a motion to dismisa based on
the lack of subject matter jurisdiction doe to the state's
failure to conduct a preliminary hearing?

MR. CHIARENZA: 1I'm sorry., Your Honor?

THE COURT: I =-- I -- I've got &4 motion to dlamiss
based on lack of subject matter jurisdiction due to the
state's failure to conduct a preliminary hearing as required
by South Carolina Code 225320.

MR. CHIARENZA: Yen, Your Heoner, 1've provided Mrc.
Esponizo this morning with the magistrate's documentation at

a preliminary hearing was reguested. We're in an interesting
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spot here beacause there's no ——

THE COURT: We got 10 days to request a preliminary
heazling.

MR. CHIARENZA: Wo're talking about a case that has --
we requested them tﬁ; day after the arrest on July 21, 2021
where we're talking about a case that hasn't been indiected
yet, though. Now -- right now ---

THE COURT: This case haa not baan indicted and we've
got it on the trial dockat?

MR_. FENDER: You Honor, it was indicted by Assistant
Solicitor Erik Drylie (inavdible} with indictments that
(inaudible) he wants to prove at trial, assault, battery,
first degree, (inaudible} defense counsel. Dut those are the
indictments (inaudible).

MR. CHIARENZA: And the only reason I bring that up,
Your Honor, is just -~ just from a -- it's a procedural
curiosity. So I think wa have ultimately look back toe the
warrant. So, you know, we've just got to go back To --
bacause the preliminary hearing right. Attaches to the
warrant and arrest and whether, you know, that a defendant
can still be held. So when we go back to the warrant in this
matter which is the one that they're presenting for a direct
indictment that warrant originally related to a domestic

viglence £first charge, but I've been adwvised that they're

going to proceed, they're going to directly indict that

11
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war-ant as an A and B first charge.

So for -- for purposes of that warzant, preliminary
hearing was requested on July 21, 2021. Yous Honor, there's
—— there are notes in the magistrate's case history file, and
I1'11 be happy to hand tkat up to the Court indicating that
preliminary hearing was reguested on 7/'21. There was some
contact back and forth with Mr. Walker's attornay at tha
rime. It looked like they kicked it down the road. I don't
e .

THE COURT: He had a lawyer at the time?

MR. CHIARENZA: Yes, Eydie J. Tillman. Your lionor,
(iravdible) I*ve shown this (inaudible)}. I apolegize. And
the statute I referenced, I'= tryifg to pull it up and oy
computer secems to be frozen, but that statuta numbar's
correct in my nuzber five motion protty much claarly saya
that, you know, until —— if a preliminary hearing's
requested, the circuit court does not acguire jurisdiction
until that preliminary hearing, so0.

THE COURT: It looks to me though, like he's going to
direct present these te the grand jury before the April 22nd
trial date, which alleviates the need for a preliminary
hearing.

MR. CHIAREMZA: All dues raspect, Your Honer, I think
that, that -- that concept exists when a preliminary hearing

is had no probable cavse is found, and then the state chooses
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to direckly indiet that case. They don't == they don't have
to raspect the finding of the preliminary hearing.

TEE COURT: Well, I -- I've seen cases, Derek, whero
they find cases have bean dismisaed that the state turns
around and direct presents.

MR. CHIARENZA: If they're direct present -- again, I
say the preliminary hearing right attaches to the warrant. A
warrant that they're going to be directly presenting -- and
== and I == I don"t want to argue thisz with the Court. I ==
I'm just making my case for the record, is that the argument
attaches to the warrant and if the warrant is what gives him
the right to the preliminary hearing, then that right once
it's asserted by the stat%te and then the statute says
thera's no subject matter jurisdiction.

THE COURT: And I also got that he was indicted on this
charge on B/31/22 by the grand jury.

MR. CHIARENZA: That gocs to warrant, that goes to the
statute, if the Court -- is it chickea and the =gg type-

THE COURT: 1 understand where you're coming from. I'm
going to deny that motion. Tet's move on. MNow, I've gobL law
evidence in prior bad acts. That's probably nusher two,
three. HNumber four, I think you want to be formally notified
which war:%nts and indictments that's being called to trial.
That"s an A and B first and resisting rest. Is that right

Mr. Esposito?





Exhibit 3
Arrest warrant 2021A1910100320, swom by Phillip C. Ireland, for Domestic Vielence 1st

Degpree.





b i TR e W i b F

e —— e S e ———— AT Pk Tpmk. 1 i b fawem
) N L 3 AFFIDAVIT et

- 2021A1910100320 2Fhrs :

‘i :;m:.-m-qm i Pt Ggpawesd Wled ab pa gren PR3 C vl oz 7 1 _
XN ' Berg Ay pern gapted Wl g Gl 0N fatre] Lenis Waller i
I.'-!!lﬂll'l e TR ety Bl W g R TR R T T e
...... e S e it By o R Cowira (i ol ieaa o E] D o [ ':'.'flﬁ!'l.l i
T BT ¥ g iy pelslu R g — A O e
wpsh

Russall Lwis Walker CERRITOA B9 DI, Domuna ) Duwaste Vislenad, Lot g

i Marer maE fal PN M ekisls e B Pelea P P demden  faval wleey Bl el
P oare wel bl el I friata peee 0 B S B ey s

= BRI berwem SO0 1 d 030 e, B mlgect Ragsall Walker £ knossagly, siongy et wntrefully 5Eike e deibin
Dhgiors Dumin, whend 110 Fusa bined ot el bl Bt ko wwaliing aned a poilbls broker poe T wlyes Paat sl it ber in
log o B won bt ahot et Whdier i b o firewws is it ponsesnion, The viertin fell D be | fie nass i panty. ittim
el et Bt el b palyer mirrs il of 2820, Thin seourmesd ) 1 !puhnlﬂmh.—mhm{q;ﬁrh—-
Bty ke Edpela'd Cnenly, 45

i Lot
Fustteg Ofen,  PhifioC Tegasd - |7

st Doy f Do Yielencs, 15l degres F_{“":E.r B 1 1- Oloupet E
Ml
CParra Casial L e
=L T -

Cammrdun 3o —-..._1_.-_..-.-.-— Erai # APard -

- TR I RELTH EARILIA p rs = .
O ort [ vesdpany e Mkt o i arervisien 700 Rallrosd 5t L n

- Thw e ey [] " :I. LRI TEEN = =
i b B el od Dagl mo & b b Ecpesetd M__E@%” LTS 137
g wih b E Cw e | —

e ARRELTWARRANT
Trew e e i
Cmfy T P LA WAL T D Frgal i OF T FRANT £ Wi Comag 17w E) AN'Y £ OVSTABLE o TI3 COLMTY
lmmm"mmmm-lnwmnuh—u
AEPdw
- et NIWIEN mitentet  Euviel] Lewis Wialkes -

L L T e P e T = S
il ‘. E Cwrn’ E e LU B 9% PN 3 B8 s e
n S o d s EIES S - i S -

ERBE n T CF ITEMIE [ iln ¢ [omasrs LT Bt dagmne
T Ly il g by el e d I P g By iy e e e e el o e i el W bl et el i i
n:-m-—*—ﬂ-—-— Hm-m-Ifi-m-r.'!nl-hnr-r.lninmmthunuipm.nm-umua

R T e )

o il Sy ded ' A H
I
Gentral Seaslens B & ! Aty b miy F_Lﬁﬂld L
129 Courthoue Square Lo ot ) dqethile, 16 ST
PO Doy b Mebauds, ¢ J-,'l"-"""""" ol e
Bdgafield, BC 26024 sumess 7300 e 1 wemBen ] Mepibae [ msaspss L] mene

ORIGINAL CFAGIHAL DRAGIAL R INAL Ol ORUGNAL ORIGINAL





Exhibit 4
Indictment sheet 2022GS51900319, tied to warrant 2021 A1910100320, showing a true bill for
Domestic Violence 15t Depree dated August 31, 2022,





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INDICTMENT FOR

) Domestic Violence 1st Degree
COUNTY OF EDGEFIELD )

) § 16-25-0020(B)

At o Court of General Sessions, convened on August 2022, the Grand Jurers of

Edgeheld County present upon their oath:

That Russell Lewis Walker did in Edgeficld County, South Carolina on or about
July 20, 2021, unlawfully cause physical harm or injury 1o a household member, namely
Christina James; or offered or attempled to cause physical harm or injury to a
household member with apparent present ability, under circumstances reasonably
creating fear of imminent peril; and he used a firearm in any manner while committing
the offense, to wit; he did strike her about the face causing bruising and swelling, and
then threatened to choot her while he had a gun in hie pessession in vislation of Section

16-25-20 of the South Carolina Code of Laws (1976), as amended.

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made

Mﬂ%ﬂ/

and provided.

ASSISTANT SOLICITOR





WITNESSES
Edgefield County Sheriff's Department
Philip C Ireland

Law Erforcemant Case & 2101044

EXD

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER

2021A1910100320

———— e - —

ACTION GF GRAND JURY

T
%

Foroparson of Grand Jury
Cola

U:.f@:’)ﬂM

¥

VERDICT

Forepersan of Pelit Jury
Date

DOCKET NO. 2022G51200319

The State of South Carolina
County of Edgefield

_—
COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

AUGUST TERM 2022

THE STATE
V8.

Russell Lewis Walker

CDR #: 3811

Indictment for

Domestic Violence 1st Degree

§ 16-26-0020(B)

S.R. Hubbard 111, SOLICITOR





Exhibit 5
Magistrate / bond court case histories for:

2021 A1910100283

2021A1910100284

2021A1910100289

2021A1910100433 o
showing preliminary-hearing requests and later notes confirming that no preliminary
hearing was rescheduled before indictment.





Edgefield County Bond Court
CASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2021A1910100283
The State of South Carolina VS Russell Lewis Walker
LED DATE TRA20M CASE TYPL. OS STATUS. Transfomed
IDNCTME NT NUMBER: 000003519 ASSIGNED JUDGE: Clark Of Count C P, G 5. And Family Count
CUSPOSITION JUDKGE: McLaurin, James Alesanear -,
ARRCS TG AGENCY; Cogeladd County Shenf

ASE PARTIES:

Defendant Waiker, Russel Lewis
714 Spearhead Ct. North Augusta, SC EBEED—'EIIDE&

Officer Cumbee, Jasen R
200 Rairood 51, Edgoficld, SC 20824-

Public Defender Convoy, Erin Rebecca
202 E. Main Streat, Lexinglon, SC 20072

Defendant Attomay Tilman, Eydie J.
PO Box 71, Edgeficid, SC 29824

Bond Enlity Walker, Russell Lewis
714 Spearhead Ct, North Augusia, SC 20R00-0006

CASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2021A1910100283

Walkor, Russell Lowis Aga: 49 DOE: BRETHOTY
714 Spearhead Ct DL#: 004152499 SN 251-55-3250

North Augusta, SC 29660-D056

CHARGE VIOL. DATE DISPOSITION DISP. DATE
IR12 Domote § Domestic Vwlence, 2nd degree TG00 Transferred from Bond CountOiher 127872021
Court
COST ORIGINAL BALANCE DUE DISBURSED Fﬁ‘l’_l’ﬂlﬂﬁﬂ"l'
Totalk:
DATE TIME EVENT DESCRIFTION

7212021  500PM  Court event: Bond Heanng
Tr212021 1200 AM  Filing recorded: Preliminary Hearing Request
11/372021 12.00 AM  CI9KRURNET recarded the followang Case Note: Sent Eydic Tillman an E-mail o October 27th. Have

nodt Beard from her again as of 11032021, Wil make contact again.
117242021 B30 AMd Court event First Appearance Dale

12742021 1200 AM  Bond I was sef in the amount of § by Meleed, Walton J 1V

Prinl Datn: 0 P ]
Prind Terms:. 1:58:-21P8d

Requasied By. CIOMSMITH CasoHisions rpt VE.1 Faga 1of2





ASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2021A1910100283

Y2021 13.00 AM  CIOKBURNET recorded the following Case Note: Received e-mail from Eydic that Mr. Walker is in an
Inpatsent Facility for a1 least %0 days. | noticed today the fira sppearance for Mr, Walker has beea
changed to 03/24/22. He has 2 new charge 2021 A 1910100433 that 1 will schedube a Prelim for af that
time. Pt paperwork in Manch 2022 Prelim. Folder

U =10 AM Cawn event: Fmet Appearance Date

2472022 T30 AM Court event: First Appearance Date

1202 1200 AM  CI9EBURNET secorded the following Case Note: Mr. Walker was indicted on this charge oa 0831722
Mo prelim. rescheduled.

Prang Dk 047222004
Pring Tema: 158221PM

Requastad By C10MENMITH Corndizstony. rpd VD1 Paga 2 of 2





—dgenicid County Bond Court
=ASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2021A15107100284
The Siafa or South Chrmilnr 8" Aol s siniie

LED DATL: 7232071 CASE TYPL: CF TNV Fanmred
NOICTUENT MUALASR: COO0GE1D ARSIGMNED FGE Cinfk Of Coun C P G 8 And Pamey Coum
OeSPOAITION JUDGE, Melowin, Jamsl MEmngsr O
AREESTING AGENCY: Fopafeid Coumnty Stect!
s PR IES,
Oefendant Welker, Russal Lewis
T14 Spearhead CL Morth Augusts, 5C 79B50-8095 e s e
Cfficer Cumbec, Jasen R
200 Fielroad Bt Crdgefictd €C 20824 - o
Public Dalander Conrgy, Erfm Rebocca
202 E Main Srest, Lexington, SC 28072 )
Defendant Abpmey Tillman, Dycss 4.
FO Box 7, Edgehicdd, 55 259324 e e g o s
WG CREy MYalker, Bumsel Lews
714 Spearhead C, North Augusta, SC 20060-8086
CAHIE WIETORY FOR CASE Z0T1ATE4D1 00224
Walker, Russail Lewis Aga: 45 DOB B2THETA
1< Spoartead OF s A= 10r453 Soxk DEx.==.E0EE
Morth Avgusia, S5 298508055
CRARGE WIOL. DATE DRSPOSITRON 2 e
012 " Weapans / Pointing and presenting frearms a1 7/a/2021 Transferred from Bond CourtOiber 127872021
2 perens Coe
CosT N ORIGINAL SALANCE DUE HIBUREED P&Y PRIORITY
Tom=k
DATE TR BVEMT DESCEPTIOM
TEL2020 500 Pa Cont g-.-ﬂ;:ﬂmd ﬁm-*ms S e — ————

W0 1TH0AM  Filing recorded: Preliminary Mearing Reovest

1A 1200AM  CISKBURNET recorded the fhlfovdng Case Mots: Seat Fyuie Tiliman ax S-amil on October 37k, fizve
net beard fram her again as of 11/03/2021, Will make contact eain.

F124202 ] 530 AN Coun evenl: Firs Appearanee Date

Rl ed] 200 AM Dot 2w = nohe smoum of 0y Meleod, Walion 11N

Privet Dala, i o
Print Tima: 112253080
qu'l.ruﬁl'ﬂﬂ Oy CiONBURNCT Caenlsinn rpl Wi 4 Pngs 1 of 2





CASS HISTORY FOR CASE 2021A1210100284

1292021 1200 AM  CISKBURNET recorded the following Case Note: Received e-mail from Eydie that Mr. Walker is in an
Inpaticat Facility for a1 least 90 days. | noticed today the first appearance for Mr. Walker has been
changed 10 03/24/22. e has a new charge 2021A1910100433 that [ will scheduls 2 Prelian for a1 that
tiame. Put paperwork in March 2022 Prelim. Folder

32032 930 AM Court event: Firt Appearance Date

32452022 930 AM Coun event: First Appearance Dale

S/ 12022 1200 AM  CISKBURNET recorded the following Case Note: Mr, Walker was indicted on thes charge on 083122,
Mo prelim. reschieduled.

Prent Date. D2 Trnads
Print Tuma 19:32 53A8
Reguasted By, CIEKUURNLET Cosehislory.rpt W1 Pogo 2 of 2





cdgefield County Bond Court
~ASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2021A1 10100285
Tha Staic of South Coroiha 945 Tuman® Cver i
ILED BATE: 77232021 CASE TYPE 08 ETATLS: Translamed
IRIETRENT NUMDER: 00300418 ABTIINED JUDGE: Cletk O Cour C B, G 5, And Famdy Coun
ASPOEITION JUDGE: Mealumin, temas Alemnder I,
ARAESTING AGENCY: Edgefisi County Shartt

FASE FARTIES:
Defendanl Walker, Russel Lewis
?‘H Egac.r::esﬂ Ct, Horth ﬁ.ul;l.:sa sC Eﬂsﬂmﬂﬂgﬁ

. e s - e — T

DH’EE Rutand, Bryca H
?M'IMLE:. ,d-puﬂll'.! E{: ‘?'FIBE-I-

Ful:lll::Dcfﬂﬂdtf Conroy, Erfin Rebecca
202E Mzin Street, Lexingion, SC 28072

S e e i T R T e e ——

Defencanl Altgrmey Timsn, Sy Jd
PO Box 71, Edgehield, SC 28824

Elrc.":l'u:f Er'.IIh‘.‘;:' YWober, Russell Levns
714 Maﬂ C1, Horth Augusta, SC 2090860-8083

il - — ——— e ———— 2 sama

e e —

. azm [

CASE HIRTORY FOR CASE 2071A1510100280

Walker, Russell Lewds Age: AR ool B2THaT:
Fia Sheanivar o Ll S0 IR0 SN 231333258

Norih Augusta, 5C 20850-8053

CHARGE DL, DATE DSRDETRR DR, e
Bz Dasestae | Domestie Yislenee, 2od depree HWIA021 Trattlemed Soea Boad CoanuOher (27872021
Ches
COST - ORIGIHAL . BALAHCE DUE ORBURSED PEY PRORITY
ok
JATs s i EVEXT DESCRERTIoN
T2 500PM Cowt ovent: Band Hearing - —

202 1AM Filieg reconded: Preliminary Hearlnp Reques

) 1200 AM CL9RBURNED recorded ing Toilovang Uaee Hene, Sevs Eydic Tilman w Somailon Ostons Tl Have
ot heerd Srom her apain as of 1103/202 1. Will mzke contace again,

[L242021  £:30 AM Cowmy sven Firc Apeesrance Diate

{2z 3 TRy AR Boad 7 o 257 fo Mew s 070 o Adprnny Minima 1TV

Pt Oatat 4= b e
Prind Time* 11-21-A00d
Requestiod By, CHMOURNET Caawl Rufarpral Wa. b

poa ol





SASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2021A1510100289

(23021 1200 AM  CI9KBURNET recorded the following Case Note: Received e-mail from Fydie that Mr. Walker = in an
Inpaticnt Facility for a1 least 90 days. | noticed today the first appearance for Mr. Walker has been
cluszed 1o 032422, 1le has a new charge 2021 41910100433 that | will schedule a Prelim for a that
time. Put paperwork in March 2022 Prelim, Folder

12472022 130 AM Coun event: Firsd Appearance Date

3242012 30 AM Cirert ovent First Appearance Date

012022 1200 AM  CI9KBURNET recorded the following Case Note: Mr, Walker was indicted on this chargs on OEA122,
Ho prelm. rescheduled.

Hrink Data. DLIT024
Frind Timia: 11.23.50AM
Requestod By: CIOKBURNET CosgHislory rpl VI 1 Pagazel2





Edgefield County Bond Court
CASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2021A19101 00433
The State of South Carolina V5 Russell Lewis Walker

ILED OATE: 10raat CASE TYIPE: G3

MOICTMENT NUMBEHR: COO0GS1D

ETATUS: Trentisrnd

ASSIGNID JUDGE: Cler Of Courl C P, G 5, And Famidy Lourt

CISPOSITION JUDGE: MoLaunn, James Alczander Jo.
ARRESTING ASENCY: Edgefield County Shard

CASE PARTIES:

Detendant VWaber, Russell Lewis
714 Spearhead CL North Augusta, 5C 296860-0096

Officer Shuster, Alison Q
200 Radroad St, Edgeflicln, 5C 20024-

Defendant Attormney Tillman, Eydie J.
PO Bax T1, Edgeficid, SC 28524

e e i ] e i

Bond Entity Walker, Russell Lews
714 Spearhead Ct Norh Augusts, SC 29860-3030

. . e e e e o 1 e e

CASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2021A1910100423

Apges 45
DL= 00=215249%

Walker. Russell Lowis
714 Spearhoad Ct

Morin Augusta, SC 208E0-S056

DOB. 8271974
SSN. 251-55-3255

CHARGE VIOL. DATE DISPOSITION DISP. DATE
(437 Prizorers / Contraband, farnph, or poss., 107272021 Traraferred from Bond ComtiOther 12742021
couny or municipal prisons prohibited Court
COST DRIGINAL BALANCE DUE DISBURSED PAY PRIORITY
Total:
DATE TIME EVENT DESCRIFTION
TN §2:00 AM Filing recorded: Defendant Information Regarding Rights
LT B Rl 30 AM Ciourt event Rand Hearing
i0/1372021  342PM Filing recorded: Preliminary Hearing Request
117372021 12,00 AM  CISKNURNET iccorded the following Case Note: Sent Eydie Tillman an E-mail on October 271, Have
not heard from ber again as of 11/03/2021, Will make contact agawmn.
[ 12402021 930 AM Court eveni; Frrst Appearance Dats
L2202 -0 AN Plomd 5 weas oot 0 the amount of 0 by Meleod, Walion § IV
3242022 930 AM Cowrt event: First Appezrance Date
32420212 8:30 AN Cioun event Firm Appeammecs Dare
Hrmt Dato U2 Tr0a
ant Toma: 11250580

Requested By, C10MBURNET CasmHisiony. ! VB.1

Pogs 1 of 2





*ASE HISTORY FOR CASE 2021A1510100433

ClOKBURNET recorded the followinp, Case Note: Mr. Walker was indicted on this charpe on 0BG 1/,
No prelim. rescheduled. | had made severnl attiempts 1o get Prelim. scheduled prior o e Indictment.

Pl Pl 17060 AN

Print Diale. O3z Trar4
Prricst Tierux 11.25 GSAM

Ruguasted By, CIEKBUMNKET CasaHigtary mt Vi 1 Papge 2 of d





Exhibit 6
April 9, 2024 transeript pages reflecting the past-hearing ex parte allegations and the court’s
order o “pick him up.™
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11
12
13
14
15
18
17
18
19

20

22
23
24

25

19

MR. ESPCMIZ0: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. I need all your voir dire and
your jury chargez. I'm going to tell you I always have a
jury charge conference. I have my own set of jury charges
that I'll pot together. There's anything especially that you
want added concerning an A and B first and resisting arrest
ils what T would need from y'all. 1f you have anything that
you would like charged, let me know. I need a list of your
witnesses. You can give those to me the day of if you need
to. But in any volr dire 50 I can have all that ready ke go
whan wa get ready to select the jury. You got all my notes
written down that I said?

THE CLERK: Yes, ma'an.

THE COURT: Perfect, Make time this to you. All
right. Anything elae?

MR. ESPONIZO: Ko, Your Honor.

TEE COURT: Okay. Shonld this case work oot and y'all
decide to plea or y'all done something I'd like advance
notice on that. I'd like to do it before tho trial date, if
I can even if that makes -- 1 think -- I think I'm going to
be in Lexington next week. I'm I in Lexington next week?

THE CLERK: Yes, ma'anm.

THE COURT: I'm -- I'm trying something. If something
works out, let's get it done so0 we can go forward with ocur

regular schedule in Edgefield. OQkay. All right. Let's move





20

20
21
22
23

24

on to the docket now.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAFER: (Inaudible).

THE COURT: You Sure. Going off the record, Melinda.

{Off The zecord.)

MR. FENDER: It's coming to =y attention that the
defendant is texting the victim continucusly and during the
hearing that we had earlier today, as well as posting her
social security number and birth cectificate online.
Obviously, this iz concerning to us. He's out on bond,
there's no contact order.

TIE "COURT: Let's ===

MR. FENDER: (Inaudible).

THE COURT: Let's pick him vp and bring him --let's do
4 boench warrant on him. No, I'm going te cdo an ordar to pick
him up.

MR. FENDER: We asked hinm to stay vtoday, he's lef:.
His attorney iz laft. But (inaudible) ,

THE COURT: Y¥'all called -- y'all called Derek, tell
him to bring his elient in here. Because I'm going to pick
him up.

MR. FERDER: Thank you, Judge.

THE COURT: He's in violation of his band. Sorry.





Exhibit 7
McComick County Detention Center booking report showing no ordinary warrant number or

charye detml.





Booking Report
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Release Report

WALKER, RUSSELL LEWEE
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Exhibit 8
May 1-2, 2024 email chain from Jail Administrator Berna Anderson stating that McCormick had

no charging documents for Walker and later referring to an “order to hold™ him overnight and
bring him back the next day.





Re: Booking

Froor Herma Anderson (besdoraoni mecommickoouniysc o0 )
T harleyTdrhwinyahoo com
Piate.  Wodneuley, May 1, 2034 o 10T AM ELDV

Yo but you're have to come by and pick it up with a picture 1D

sl Banwlersnn st oros oo L Swlyss O
] Wl Cirr b, Wi Comrmaci, 50 29005

0009

From: Doc <harley Tarhw@yahoo.come

Sent: Wednesday, May 1, 2022 9:22 AM

Ta: Berna Anderson <handermon Bmocormickoountysc org>
Subject: Re- Booking

Yes ma'am, [ understand.
May | have a copy of that Order please?

R. Walker

On Wednesday, May 1, 2024 o1 09:08:35 AM EDT, BEema Anderson <bandersonEmecormickeounty S oig WTois:





Mr. Walker I've looked at your record and the only thing we have is an order to hold you over night on
the 9'" and to bring you back before her on the 10th.

Berna Anderion

Jail Adrmenmtra o, WsCormick Cossnty Delenbos Cerder
Fhooeer Bl @) 0P Atg halpliad L0 00 12

[ sl Resrmarberann i s o mibe s sty neg

141 sl Cirrle, MnCawsnick, W0 1S

000

From: Doc <harley 74rhw @yahoo.coms
Sent: Wednesday, May 1, 2024 8:54 AM
To: Berna Anderson <banderson @ meoormidkcountysc org

Good mwming, Caplain,
Thank you for your nesponse.
How does your facality receive the judge's order to hold me pending my disposition?

Docs your facility’s recond ol me being booked include a specific time and date?
Docs your facility’s record of me being released include a specific time of me being released?

R. Walker

On Wednesday, May 1, 2024 a 03-38:45 AM EDT, Berna Anderson <banderson{@mocomickcountyse. o wroln:

You were an Edpefield County Case, and we don't have amy charging documents for you. Our faclity was
ordered by the judge to hold you pending your dispesition. The only thing we would have to show you
being held here is 2 booking and release. We don't have anything else.





s g Aatdde f o

Lail Acdmamanrrane, MArCerrnach County Detrrion Conber
Pt Bl 05 3-00 70 Stnbil=ARA-G00 04T
L, i i EETRAC T D YL OTE

1471 Wil Cache, McCorreck, € XIS

000

Frorm: Doc <hareyT4rha@Eyahooom®>

Sent: Tuesday, April 30, 2024 %:41 PM

To: Berna Anderson <banderson B mocormickoountysc.ofp>
Cez Ruseell Lewks Walker <harley Tarlw @yahoo coms
Subject: Booking

Hello Captain Anderson,

My name 15 Russell Lewis Walker. | was transported from the McCormick County Courthouse to the
detention center on April 9, 2024, 1 stayed in a halding cell down the hall to the right for the might, and
on April 10, | was transponed back to the McCormick County Courthouse, When my business was
completed at the Courthouse, | was transported hack to the detention center and subsequently released
from there. Your staff was polite and respectful, and 1 believe that they would say the same ahout me.

The purpose of this message 1s o request a record of my booking ime, transport, retumn, and release,
Would you please provide me a detailed record of my comings and goings? | need the instructions, onder,
or charping document that committed me, ordered transpart, and release please. Any information would
be appreciated.

Thank you,

Ruszell Lewts Walker
Apnl 30, 2024

R. Walker





Exhibit 9
The Statc’s cmergency bond-revocation motion and related April 9, 2024 transmittal emal
showing that the written motion was generated later that day.





Fw: Emargency Motion to Revoke Bond

fean. Devek Chizrenza {darpichizrens Eyahoncom)

T harleyTdrerSyahoo com
Late: Monday, Aprd 22, 2024 at 1057 AM EDT

Chiaranza Lae Firm P.O. Box 340 Lexington, SC 28071 Tel. (803) 453-1300

= Forwarded Messaop —

From: Ezsposio, Dante <gesoosioftiex-o0. oo

To: Darek Chizrenra <derekchisrensaZyahoo.coms

Cc: Fender, Doug <dfenderiex-co.com>; Booth, Jada <boothlax-co.come; Isanhowand, Kevin <dzenhivardSler-
CoLcome

Sant: Tuesday. Aol 9, 2024 al 05,15:18 PM EDT

Subject: Emasgency Motion to Reveke Bond

Good atarnonn,

Flesse sas the ciocked mofion to revoke bond fof tomormoa's heoring aitached. Thanks.

Bast

T .
Dante J. Esposito

Assistant Solicitor

| Eleventh Cirmuit Soficitor's Office
205 Enst Main SL

CONFIDENTIALITY NSTICT, Thes bunemezash Muvy coalsin dentfyng inlermaton Mal s proteces bom ateotrs mpntenkin fndernl hrdior
mhhm.wnﬁ_ﬂqdhbﬂuﬁ-lmq%mm#h“ﬂﬁﬂuﬂlﬂnmhw
mu’::‘i.:dhmiw'm mmnm“mﬂh - 4 e o
e el m— H'Ih:‘ ol anh*hm,piﬂuuﬂrmmmmwmw

" Russel Walker 1 pf

L = R





“ATTACHMENT 4™

STATE OF SOUTH CARDLINA
IS THE COURT OF GEXERAL SESSI0NS

COUNTY OF EDGEFIELD ELEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUTT

THESIATE

NOTICE OF MOTION AND STATE™S MOTION
FOR AN EMERGENCY HEARING FURSUANT TO
SECTION 17-15-35(B)3)

L

. e

BiSsbELL i EWis WALKER,
[efendznl

WARRANT NUMBEHS:

2021 AISI0I0253, 284, 289, 320, omd 433

— n mEr T G

TOr RUSSELL LEWIS WALKER. DEFENDANT:

YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the State intends to move befere the Count of General
Sessions upoa emergeney motian for en order revoking boad pursusat to Sectiom [ 7-13-33{HK3) of the
Code of Laws of South Caralina. This matter will be heard on Wednesday, Apnl 10, 2024 ot TGO AM o
the MeCommick County Courthouse located at 133 South Mine Street, MeCormici, SO 2835

The above-memed Defendant was arrcsted on July 23, 2021 for two counts of Domestic Violence
Second Degree, Domestic Violence First Degree, and Pointing 2ad Preseaimg 2 Firearm. The Defendant
was fater served an arrest warrant for Purnishing or Possessing of Contraband on Okctober 7, 2021, On
Diecember 6, 2021, the Honorabie Judpe Walton J, Mcleod set an aggregate 5i0.000 PR bond on the
warrants with the following conditions; “Mr. Walker have no oral. writien, ielephoni, electronic, or thind-
party communication with the vistim, Christina James ™ The Defendant was releaserd from wcarcentiog on
Decembeer 16, 2025

it has come 1o the aticoion of the Solicnor's Office that the Defendant sent 2 1eat message to the
victim, Christina James. folluwing a pre=trial hearing in McCommick County on Apnl 9, 2024, which s

explicitly pralubited by the Defeadant’s bond conditinne. Defendant has heen coalirmed to have em sich

Taral ITWREAAE





“ATTACHMENT a"
It is the Stare’s position that the Defendant’s clear and coafimmed vielation of bond poses Inmnent

risk of harm 1o the victim and respeetfully moves jor and Order Revoking Bond.

Respectfully submitted

Daae O e N
sststant Solitor
leventh Judicial Ciecuit

Leningion, 5C

APHIL 9, 2024





Exhibit 10
April 10, 2024 transcript pages reflecting waiver of presentment, plea colloquy, sentencing, and

restrainine-order proceedings.
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CONTINUATION OF PFROCEEDINGS - APRIL 10, 2024

THZ COURT: Good morning, Mr. Walker?

MR. WALKER: Good morning, Judge.

¥R. FENDER: ©Okay. May it please the Court, Your
Honor?

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

MR. FENCER: For you today is Russell Walker in
Edgefield County. Case of Edgefield, here today en
2024-G5-19-00052 and alsoc 2022-G5-19-0031%. Thls is one of
the oldest cases that currently pending in Edgefield County.
I recently got invelved in this case in the last couple days.
We're here today to hopefully fully resolve these matters.
The victim with us, Christina Jamea she's here with us in the
Courtroom. We'll talk more aobout kind of what hﬁppcptd in
this case.

THE COURT: I remember her from yesterday.

HR. FEHDER: Well, ashea's with uz hora today and
obvigusly this is an important case to her and very important
caze in the office of attorney general matters with you kere
today. (Inavdible) Recommendations Lo assault matter inm a
socond degree and also to realsting arresc. We would like to
address the Court and briefly on the facts and condition on
this case at the appropriate time.

THE COURT: Sure. All right. Mr. Walker, are you

under the influence of any drugs or alcohol today?
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MR. WALKER: HNo, ma'am.

THE COURT: Have you ever been treated for any type of
mantal illnesa?

ME. WALKER: HNo, ma'am.

THE COURT: Now, I know that Derek has been over all
your jury trial rights with you.

MR. WALKER: Yos, ma'am.

THE COURT: You know, you have a right to present a
defense, call witnesses. You could have your lawyer cross
exazmine any of the State's witnesses and you may choose to
taatify or not to testify at your trlal. 1f you chose not to
testify, I'd teall the jury that they couldn't hold it against
yvou. You understand that?

MA. WALFER: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: And I think I had this case set for a jury
trial for May, didn't 17

MP. CHIRRENZA: Weeks from — actuzlly a weeck and a
half from now.

THE COURT: A weeck ond a half from now. So if you
wanted a jury triazl;, sure enough I'd give you one,. You
understand?

MR. WALEKER: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: And you want to waive your jury trial
rights.

MER. WALEER: Yes, ma'am. I want to resolwe this.
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THE COURT: Okay. All zight. WNow, I've got assault
and battery second degrea that carries up TO Three years.
Your indietment has not been presented to the grand jury.
You going to waive presentment?

M¥R. WALKER: Yos, ma'as.

THE COURT: And it states in on or about, and it'sz an
old case, July 20, 2021 that you did atterpt -— it says to
injure; A, Ms. James, are you pleading gquilty or not guilty?

I MR. WALKER: Gulilty, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And then on the same day for resisting
arrest, which carries up to one year, is that you resisted
law enforcemant on the same day pleading gullty or not
quilty?

MR. WALKER: Guilty, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And that indictment has oot been presented
te the grand 4ury. You're going to waive presentmant?

MR. WALKER: Yeo=s, ma'anm.

THE COURT: Has anyone promised you anything to get youo
to plead guilty today?

MR. HALEFEK: HNo promises.

THE COURT: Has anvbody forced you, threatenad you to
get you to plead guilty today?

MR. WLAKER: No, ma'am.

THE COURT: And are you pleading guilty, freely and

voluntarily?
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ME. WALEER: T am.

THE COURT: Satisfied with the services of your
attorcney?

MR. WALEER: Yes, ma'am.

THE COUORT: All right. Go abead and tell =e about it.

MR. FENDER: Your Honor, to the facts of this case, £t
cccurred on July 20, 2021. The Stata would show that the
defendant did assault Ms. Jarmes, she was assaulted in thias
case. Law enforcement, they came cut to this incident and
they tried to arrest the defendant. 7Tt's my understanding
that he essentially tried to evade or hide from them hiding,
you know, for guite 2 long time before they were able to get
him into custody. But, Your Honor, I think this is just a —
Just a bad and sad gitvation all around. You know, sha's
been through a lot becausa of him. She was ansaulted and
you, he's here today plead guilty.

We're asking the Court teo put in place a permanent
restraining order here today that would forever prohibit him
from having any contact whatsoever with her directly,
indirectly, no contact with her, no contact with her kids or
family anyone or extended family. Also, you just -- just to
kind of forever cut ties here today. MNo comments on social
media, no pooting things abeout her, that kind of thing. But
he's here today to plead guilty what he did that day. And

Ehat's what we're asking for here. Thank you.
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THE COURT: All right. You understand all of that Mr.
Walkerc?

MH. WLAKER: I do. Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: And you agrea with those facts?

MR. WALKER: I do. Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: All right. I'm going to accept your plea.
Find it to ba freely, wvoluntarily, and intelligerntly madas.
You"ve had advice of excellent counsel. Let me ask the
victim in this case, is there anything you'd like to tell the
Couczt?

M5. JAMES: No, ma'anm.

TEE COORT: All right. Wall, I need to say something
to both of v'all. There's going to be a permanent
roestraining aorder in place.

MR. FENDER: Your Honor, she did mention that there ia
some YouTube videos currently on the intermet about this case
and sbout her. We would ask them to be taken down as well.

THE COURT: Okay. There's anything on social media,
Mr. Walker, she would lika for them to be taken down
immediately?

ME. WLAKER: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: All right. And let m¢ explain to you, it's
Mz. James, right?

M5. JAMES: Yes, ma'am.

THE COORT: Ms. Jamas changed when 2 lot of people come
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intp this court and they want a restraining order. T don't
mind signing them and I'm going to tell you what that means,
Mr. Walker is that you can't have any communication with her
atr all. Third party through social, through text messages,
through Google, Instagram, whatever it is that all these
poople do. I don't even do social media. There's a -- a
laundrcy list of atuff that evidently you could do on the
internet and you can't do any of that. You underatand?

MR. WALEKER: I do.

THE COURT: Mot whare it concerns her. You can't ride
by her houss. 5She dosan't want  anybody mezaing with her
family. I say all this Ms. James and I hope you're listening
to me, that this is also a Ewo=vay street. You don't oeed to
boe econtacting him, sending him any kind of social media, text
messages, Instagrams, whatever, ride by his house. Nona of
that. Do you understand?

5. JAMES: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Are you sure that you want ma to anter a
parmanent restraining ordar?

ME. JAMES: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Because if you decide that you want to talk
with him, I'm going to make you go back through the Court
aystem to nullify the, and see if 3 judge will, I don't know
if they will, might not be me, could be some other judge in

ordes to — for you to communicate with him. But right now
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I'm signing a permanent restrairing order oo him. You
understand that Mr. Walker? And -- and you know I'm serious
it you violated, I'm going to put you in jail.

MR. WALXER: Yes, ma'am. I do.

THE COURT: Eaﬁd& down, there's ao doubt about it. I
dono"t put up with stuff like that. TI*1ll hold vou in contempt
and put you in jail and I'll do the same with you Ms. James.
It's A two-way mtremt. I don't want you enticing him to
contact you.

M5 JAMES: T don't want that esither.

THE COORT: OQkay. All right. Asaything Derek, you want
to add?

MR. CHIARENZA: No. Yea. Just -— just a bit. So the
Court understand alse. Your Honor, he did 260 -- 268 days in
pretrial detention (inaudible) on matters. And jest ir terms
of procedural housekeeping as the Court noted, this is an
Edgafield County (inaudible) jurisdiction (inaudible).

TEE COURT: All right. Mr. Walker, you understand
thkat you're in McCormick?

MR. HALKER: Yes, ma‘'am. I understand.

THE COURT: And you're going to waive wvenue for me to
send it to you?

MR. WALKER: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

MR. CHIARENZA: Your Honor, initially, as (inaudiblea)

33
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there are other pending cases in Edgefield and as a component
of this plea (inaudible) and I'll cross -—-

THE COURT: FParfect.

MR. CHIARENZA: =--- (inaudible) otherwise. Your Honar,
over the eourse of, I guess, the year plus that I've been
involved in this case, T really have (inaudible) matter.

I've learned a lot about him and I'm Juat == 1'm grateful.
I'm grateful to (inaudible) who I think if we're apprehend,
you know, take unnocessary trial in this matter in a couple
woeks. Bubt she was able teo come me to this and this is
actually irenically anough, tha =zame resolution that Mr.
Drylie and I were inches away from working out. Juat pricr
to his untimely passing last year. 5o this has coming from
(izaudible) in that regard. As far as getting resolutien
here. I think this is what's beaat for Rusaell and hopafully
it's best for Ms. James. Your Honor, he's is a 13-year
{inaudible}). Xow, the Court's heard he has done right around
ning months.

If tha Court meas that naceasary to put him on
probation we'd 1ike to just have this resolved (inaudible)
the Courts may have information came on probation. T just
ask for that just minimally enough to show that, you know,
Russell understands, you know, what somebody asked of him
that he can show to some folks that, you know, he's — he's

not going to be an isspe going forward. BAnd —— and my only
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(inaudible) with that accommodation right now, transportation
iz an issue. Russell kind of lives far away from — from
anything. Ee is in a nice community but it"s jus -— it's out
there in county, almost smack dead Montreal and North
Auguacta.

S0 just getting back and forth with probatfion, just
cozplying. He's also on disability, so limited income. He's
paying child support. He's got tTwo young == young boys. So
just, you know, fees would be a -- a little bit of a
financial hardship. We will take honestly, whatever ==
whatever the Court think be appropriate because we are
grateful. 1 think some prayers have been answered, Your
Honor, we also (inaudiblie) mom's here, she's got family, her
farily support. We had that two of us, we met yesterday. We
spoken over -- met yestorday for the first time. One of our
primary concern is dealing with his older dog who ias locked
in the house. That's nothing. 5So we all were worried about
that.

THE COURT: Well, I hate that Mr. Walker. They told
me about the dog, but I think they got it worked out.

MR. WALKER: 7T did too. Yes, ma'am.

MR CHIAREMZA: So, Your Honer, I -— I belisve
{inavdible) I told Russell that going forward, you know, ha's
got my number. If he just wants to talk or, you know, have

any kind of struggles at all he can call. That's all I hava.
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THE COURT: Let mo aok probation one quick guestion.
All tight. This is vwhat I'm going to do on the resisting law
enforcement. He's got 268 days, sc I'm going to get hinm time
served on that charge with 180 days pays court cost. On the
assaul:t and battery seccond degree, Mr. Walker, you golL to be
careful how you treat pecple. And I know that Derek's told
you about my stance on probation, 30 you don't ever want to
come back in front of man. Okay? Because I'm hanging three
years over your provided upon the service of 268 days.

I'm placing you on probation for cne year. I'm also
going to sign this restraining order. And Derek, I heard
you. I == 1 was listening to you. I'll PTUFP it if he will
complete this angor managamant coursc. It's like thay tell
me it's a 12-week course. It's not the DAC program, itl's
ancther course that they have. If he will cosplete that,
then I1'11 PIUP his probation. Okay?

MR. CHTARENZA: Probation (inauvdible)?

THE COURT: Yes.

THE CLERK: 1I'll transfer hls case.

THE COCRT: Yaah, T1'll == and I'1l put on here bocause
there, it's not the DAC program. It's it's another program
that they have that's a really good program that we think
lasts like 12 weeks. It might be 10 weeks.

MR. CHIARENZA: Yeah, because the DAC is 28 weeoks.

THE COURT: Yeah, it's a long time. Yeah., I == I put
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on hara not the DAC program, but the other anger management
program. You could choose te do that or stay on probation
for a year. One or the other. 12 weeks or one year?

MR. WALKER: 12 weeks. Yoo, ma'am.

THE COURT: And it ain"t going to hurt you.

MR. WALKER: And I thank yvou for that.

THE COURT: And I want you to astay away. Y'all stay
away I[rem each other. If he tries to bother you, all you got
to do is pick up the phons. Call Mr. Chehoski. He'll tell
vou axactly what you nesd to do becausa T don't want anybody
being bothered. 0Okay? Good luck te both y'all.

MR. CHIARENZA: Thank you, Your Honor.

(THERE DEING NOTHING FURTHER, THIS HEARING COMCLUDED AT

10:44 A.M.)





Exhibit 11
SLED / NCIC report dated April 15, 2024 showing only Cycle 003 non-conviction dispositions
and no Cycle 004 entry at all.





SLED CATCH

CITIZENS ACCESS TO CRIMINAL HISTORIES RESULTS

Date Requested  4/15/2024 2.10 PM

First Nams Rursed]
Middle Name  Lews

Last Narme - Walker

S M

Maiden Name

| REF-FF-105%

Date of Bith 1974-02-27

The record r based on a search wting the eriterla furnsshed. Compare all sdentilying data given for record
subject with scrooning subject, Fingerprint comparison is recommended ac the most relable means 10 sdentily a
record subgecl

A R RS R E SR ST R R E R RN ] CRIMINAL HISTORY RECODRD EEEE e R e

Mata he OF A4F1572024

segspdBd s B LR EEEEs s R Int Peacdiaet Lon LR R SRR R R R R R R R R R R

Thia rap aheet was produced in reoponne to the fol lowing requeat :

Btatre Td Nuzber =C02351001 (5&)
Purpose Code E The information im this rap sheet is subject

to bl followlng caveats:

AUTHORTEZRD UAR QLY. CONTACT CONTRIDUTING AGEMCY FOR SPECIFIC/MORE DATA
ADOUT CHARGED ANDSOR DISPOSITIONS. DIECAUSE ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS MAY
BE MADE AT ANRY TIME, A KEW COrI'Y SHOULD BE NREQUESTED WHEN NEEDED FOR
SURSEDUENT USE (5T

THIS CHRIMIKAL HISTORY RECORED 15 0OH S00UPTH CARDLTMA ARRESTS ANKD
COMVITCTTONS ONLY AND 15 BASED ON THE THNEORMATION PROVIDED. STRCE

CHANGES ®AY OCCUR DAILY & NEW INOUIRY SHOULD DE MADE AND RD SURSEQUENT
ISR OF THTE RECOAD TA ALLOWED (5C)

mEm AR AR AR R R R AR W IHEHT[F[EATIUN LR R RN N

Subfect Hame ()

Page 1of 4 4/15/2024 21327 PM





WALKEHR, RUSSELL LEWIG
Subject Descrlption

Statn Td NHumbor

SC0235100L
Lax Race
Halda Whilks
Neight Welght Date of Birth
510" 170 13Ta=-08-27
Hair Coloc Eye Color
Unknown Gresn

ficarn, Markn, and Talboos

Corthiy Deacription, Cosmentn, and Tmagen
TAT L ADIM Arm, lelt

TAT . RHLD Shoulder, lett

TAT R ARM Arm, Tight

TAT B ARM Rrm, right

Placn ol Hirth
Cah

Falmprint Images
(Mo Paleprint Image Tranmmitted §

Photo Tmagres
I'hoto [mage Available T
(Mo Fhoto Imame Tranomitted |

{SCLLIOCOO; AS1S/2024)

LR R R R R R R R R RN RS R SRR R R m]HIHAL H[mnt dadddEaEsdiddERERARTR RO R RN

e == Cycle 001 x s s=zz===
Tracking Humber 130000015191

Earliect Ewant Date 2019-0%-25 Incident Date 2019=08=27
Arcwnl Dalw Z019=-02-2%

Argaeat Casa Nusmlese 201000269

Arreating Agency SC01%90000 ERGEFIELD CHTY 00

Subjoct's Mame WALKER, HUSSELL LEWIS

Comnent (5] Falmprints Available

Comment (5] rhotograph Available

Chae e 01
Chargir Tracking MNumber 201901900049

Statuta FALLUKEE TO AFFEAM FOR MISDEMEANQON (17-1%-000

() 50)

RCIC Offonoe Code 7385
State O[fense Code 0224

Severity Misdemeanor
T T T T L R e e e e e e e s l::!lfcle- ﬂﬂ: e b P —————— ————— S I R e ——
Tracking NHumhor DZR000ODTAETIG
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Earlicst Fvent Date 2009=-10=01 Tneldent Date A019-0&-14

S — NP - —
T o e e e e e e e e e e e e 0 L e e e s s e

Arreat Date 2019-10-01

Arrest Case Numbor 130015920

Arrenting Agency SC0020200 HORTH AGDSTA PD
Subjeolts Mame WALRER, RUSSELL LEWIS
Commenl (2) PFalmprints Available
Commant, () Fhotegraph Availabln
Charga o1

Charge Tracking Number 20L9A0220500197
Statuble TELEPHONE/UNLARFUL COMMUNICATION (16&-17-430(A}
5C)
HCIC otfense Code %777
Atate Of fonse Code 24401
Severity Hinpdemeanor

. s s i LTI T I:‘!'I'l'_"l.u- uﬂﬁ e e S R T Y N 5 e
Tracklng Number 190000016969
Earllest Ewvent Date 2031 -07=20
Arrmnt Date 2021-07=20
Arroat Cane Mumbr 2021000602
Arronting Agoney schlantfd ERCEFIELD CNTY 00
Suhijoet "a Hoame WALKEHR, HUSSELL LEWIS
Cosmont (s) FPaleprints Available
Co=mont (=) Photograph Available
Chaarge o1

Charge Trackhing Wember 2021A1%10100284
Statute POINTING AND PRESENTING FIREARMS AT A FPERGON
(16=-23-410 5C)
HEIC Offenae Code  529%
State Gffenoe Coda 01322
Epwverity Felony
Charge o2
Charge Tracking Number 2021a15%10L0028%
Statute DOMESTIC / DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 2ND DECRFER
(16=25=020(C) 5C)
HNCLC Offense Code 3059
State Offenne Code 3812
Reverity Misdemsanor
Charge 03
Charge Tracking Mo=ber I0Z2LATSI01I00283
Statiubte DNMESTIC / DDMESTIC VIODLENCE JND DEGREE
{1 6=25-020(C) SC)
NEIE Offenee Coade 1468
SLats Offenss Code IELZ

E‘EWI-‘L? !'U..ﬁlill_'ElEﬂ.ﬂﬂI ________________ i S e i i el B Ut R L PR
Court Disposition {Cycle 0O
Court Cace Humber SD2ACE1IS90031 7T
Court Agoncy
Subjnct's Wamn WALKER, HUSSELL LEWIS
Chazga 02

Chargia Tracking Mu=brr 2021A181071007R4
Statute [OINTING AND PRESENTING FIHERTS AT A pPEHNON
[15=23=-410 5C)

Page 3 of 4 4/15/2024 21327 PM





HETC Offonze Code 5200
Scate Offonze Code 0122
Sewerity No Typo
Disposition [ 2024-04-10; WON-CONVICTICN]
Court Comment Coort Proviaion: DISMSHQL PROS/PROS ENDED

[ ————p————————— 1§ P Lttt s e e e et B

Court Disponltion (Cyele 003)

Court Cane Number 2022651900318

Court Aqency

Subject"s MHamem WALKER, ROGSELL LEW!S
Charga 04

Charge Tracking Nozber 2021A191010028%
Statute DOMESTICSDOMESTIC VIOLENCE- IND DEGREE
: [16-25=0020{C) =C)
MCIC Of fonse Code 3R99
Atate Oftense Code 3813
Guveeplty Mo Typo
Dispoaition ( 2024=-04=-10; NON-CONVICTION)
Couri Comment Court Provision: DISMSMOL PROGSPEOS EMDIED

R R R R R R R R RN RN S L IHDEY OF AGENCIES R R e R R R R e ]

agenecy EDCEFIELD CHNTY S0: SCOL90000;

- s o i i e A S N S S S S - o

dagicniey NOHTH AGUSTA FDp SC0020300;

i o N T I T = e e e e ey e e e i O - o o o

= + 4 END OF RECOHOD = & &
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Exhibit 12
SLED / NCIC report dated August 25, 2025 showing separute Cycle 004 with earliest event date
April 16, 2024 and the A&B 2nd conviction entry.





SLED GATGH

CITIZENS ACCESS TO CRIMINAL HISTORIES RESULTS

Date Requisted  A752025 1 11 &M

Ferst Bymp RLUASELL
Liwidle Mams

Lanz Mame WALKER
Lew kA
MEden Name

SN

Date ot Berth -

o - —_— - i

The record m based 00 2 search wwng the ctena lurnshed Comgpare 4 wentitying data given 1ar record subsect
WItR SEPRAREng subpET FRGEIRTT COMpanLEa 5 fedommmended a5 the mpat reliable mears 1o enbly 3 record
wdwer

TEARA A A A EATETET T b CHIMTNAL SISTORY SECORD =Fdwddddddrrors sdsdrares
Data As Of 2:25/202%

B T TR ST IﬂifﬂﬂUfflﬂﬂ el L L T I R R T TSR]
This rap sheet was produced 1n response 1o the fol lowing request

Srate Td Mumber SCO23I5T0D07 (503
Purpose Code E

The information 1n rhis rap sheet 15 subject to the tollow:ng caveats:
AUTHORIJED USE ONLY, CONTACT CONTRIBUTING AGLNCY FOR SPECIFIC/UIRE DATA
ABOUT CHARGES AND/OR DISPOSITIONS. BECAUSE ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS Ay
BL MADE AT ANY TIME, A NeW COPY SHOULD RE REQUESTED wHEN NEEDED FOR
SUBSEQUENT USE (50}

TH1S CRIMINAL HISTORY RECOD 15 FOR SOUTH CARDLINA ARRESTS AND
CORVICTIONS OMLY AND IS BASED ON THE INFOSMATION PROVIDED SINCE
(HANGES MAY OCCUR DALLY A NEW INQUIRY SHOULD BE WADF AND NO SUBSEQUENT
USE OF THIS RECORD IS ALLOWED (50}

FiGsamsdddlhbntwnidbemewe sy IDE--l-':: ili'.r‘ﬂiﬂ."-. fadasrsianmnrrsiananphwniii

Subject Hisels)

WALKER., MUSSILL LEWIS

Page T ofd B/25: 2025 14702 AM





Subject Description

e
Yala

HeLlght
510"

Hair (olor
Unbnicnsn

srate Td Nuomber
crn2 351001

Race
White

we aghit Date of Birth
170 1074.08.37

Lya (ninr
Green

Scars, Yarks, and Tattoos

Coda

TAT L ARl

TAT L SHLD
TAT R ARM

TAT R ARY

Place af Hirth
GA

Palmprint lmages

Description, (omments, and Images
Arm, lefr

Shoulder, lett

Arm, right

Arm, right

(Mo Palmprint Image Transmitted )

Phato Images
Photu Image Avairlable

Unknowt
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APPENDIX A
PROPOSITION / RECORD / AUTHORITY TABLE

Appellate Case No. 2024-000643

The State v. Russell Lewis Walker

Pruposition

Ciencral Sessions cannol
proceed on a criminal

charge outside magistrate

jurisdiction without

meictment or vahd waver.

Walker filexd a timely
written demand for o

preliminary hearing on July

21, 2021.

No preliminary hearing was
ever held before mdictment

As of April 4, 2024, the
State admitted the

indictments it intended 1o
procead on did not yet exist.

On Apnl 9, 2024, the State
admitted on the record that

the case it intended 1o
prosecute had not been
indicted yet

Record Citation / Source

April 9 transeript, p. 11 (“This case has
nol been indicted and we've pot it on the
trial docket? ) April 10 trinseript, p. 29
{court states indictment had not been
presented and asks for waiver).

Preliminary heanng request notice;
mugistrule / bond count histories lor
2021A1910100283, 0284, 0289, 0433
showing “Filing recorded: Preliminary

Hearing Hequest.™

Case history 0283, page 2: “Mr. Walker
was indicted on this charpe on 0831722,
No prelim. rescheduled.™ Same lor 0284
and 0289, Casc history (433, page 2: “Mr.
Walker was indicied on this charpe on
083122, No prelim_ n=scheduled. [ had
made several altempts lo gel prelim.
scheduled prior to the indictment™
lisposito email dated April 4, 2024:
“Please sce the attached indictments that
will be going to the Grand Jury next
wock. These will be the indiciments we
arc going to trial on the week of 4/22.7
Apnl 9 transenpt, p. 11; defense counscl
says, “we're lalking about a case that
hasn’t been indicted yet™; court responds,
"This case has not been indicted and

we ve gol it on the trial docket™
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Authority Relied
Upon

S.C.Const.an. L§11;
Sare v. Evans, 307 85.C.
477,415 524 816
(19921

5.0 Code Ann. § 22-5-
320: Srate v. Porcher,
273 8.C. 502, 257
S.E.2d 505 (1979);
Srare v. Funderburk,
259 5.C. 256, 191
S.E.2d 520(1972).

5.0, Code Ann. § 22-5-
320; Funderhurk;
Forcher.

S.C. Const,ort. LL§ 11
Evans

S.C.Const.art. I, § 11
Evans,





Proposition

The State then said it
intended to proceed on
newly prepared indictments
it planned to obtain.

Warrant 2021A1910100320
originally supported
Domestic Violence 151
Degree and was tied to an
August 31, 2022 true hill.

On April 9. 2024, the Stale
was nol proceeding on the
old DV indictment bed 10
0320, but =ud it would
directly mdict that warrant
as AEBT.

Judpe McCaslin denied the
motion to dismiss because
she belicved the State would
oblain direct presentment
before trial.

The hearing concluded
before the amest sequence
began.

Alter the heanng ended. the
prosccutor raised alleped
bond violations and the
judpe ordered Walker
picked up.

Walker was booked 1n
MeCormick without
ordinary charging detail.
McCormick Jail
Administrator admirned
McCormick had no
charging documenis (or
Walker.

T Authority Helicd
Record Citation / Source U
April 9 tanscript, p. 11: Fender says

Esposito “has prepared some new &1l
indictments...” and “those arc the S ConeuLL3 %%
indictments that the state will proceed

on.”

Arrest warrant 2021A1910100320;

indictment sheet 2022G81900319/DV1 Context for

Evearee,

true bill; public index entry for constitutional

2021A 19101005320 showing truc bill date  mdictment requirement:
08/31/2022 and indictment number Evarns.
2022GS1900319.

April 9 transeript, pp. 11--12: Chiareniza
states the warrant oripinally related o
domestic violence [irst, but the State was
2oing to directly indict that warrant as
AER firsL

S5C. Constar. 1L§11;

Evarns.

= - e PRLTY =
Apeil @ lmnscripl, p. 12: "It ookstome o b ooy o0 15102

though, like he’s poing o dircel present 70 5.
these to the grund jury before the April ;'.:i] Cods Ana. 32123
22nd trial date...” =

April 9 transeript, p. 25: “(THERE ! o
BEING NOTHING FURTHER, THIS o Process: Baxlin ¥
HEARING CONCLUDED AT 12:19 o 0™ e
P.MY ki

5.C. Code Ann. § 17-
15-55; duc process
principles; U.S. Const
amend. X1V,

April @ transcript, pp. 20-25, including:
“Let’s pick him up ... No, I'm going to do
an order to pick him up,”

McComick booking reporl: no warrant
number, no charge detail shown in
booking felds,

Due process: 5.C. Code
Ann. & 17-15-55.

Berna Anderson email, May 1, 2024, 8:38

AM: “we don’t have any charging Due process; 8.C. Code
documenis lor you... only booking and ~ Ann. § 17-15-55.
release.™
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Froposition

Jail Administrator later smd

Authority Relied

Record Citation / Souree
Upon

there was an “order 1o hold” Bema Anderson email. May 1, 2024, 9:08 Record-integrity

Walker overnight and bring  AM.

him back the next day.

The jail represented that the
order could be printed and

picked up.

The State’'s wrniten
emergency bond motion
wils transmitted Later that

day, after the booking event

had already begun,

Walker entered the plea on
April 10 after spending the

night in jail and being

brought back from custody.

The plea colloguy itscll
confirms the assault and
resisting indictments had
not been presented to the
grand jury.

The original permanent

restraining order included a
firearms-relaled restriction

later acknowledged as
improper and later
amended.

As ol April 15, 2024, the
ollicial criminal-history

record contained no Cycle
004 conviction entry af all,

The later A&B 2nd

conviction appears only in

separate Cycle 004 with

carliest evenl date April 16,

2024,

relevance; due process.,

Record-integrity

: 2102
Bema Anderson emails, May 1-2,2024. ;

Esposito forwanded cmail dated Apnl 9,
2024 at 5:15 PM; State’s Notice of
Motion and Motion for Emerpency
Hearing; MeCormick booking imeslamps
on 49724,

S.C. Code Ann. § 17-
15-55; due process,

Boykin v. Afahama; dut
process.

Aprl 10 transcnpt; transport order;
booking / release / transport reconds.

S.C.Constart. L§11;

' i 2
Apnl 10 transcripl, p. 29 Evens.

Original restraining onder; Chiarenea texts
dated April 24, 2024; amended restraining
order.

S5.C. Code Ann. § 16-3-
1910

Record-validity
analysis; favorable-
termination analysis
under Thompson v.
Clark, 596 115, 36

SLED CATCH report dated April 15,
2024: only Cycle (03 shown: non-
conviction dispositions: no Cycle 004

cniry. (2022) (as relied wpon
by Walker).
Record-validiny
'] -' &

2025 showing Cycle 004, carlicst event
date 2024-04-16, A&LB 2nd conviction,
Edgeficld PPP probation entry

retroactivily arpumenis;
Thompson v, Clark (as
relied upon by Walker).
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Proposition

Authority Relied

Record Citation [ Source Upon

The transcript / certification Legal Eagle emails dated Aug. 2526,  Transcript accuracy /

history was mmegular and

was timely challenged.

The appeal became

procedurally jammed under
Anders § Miller / BEoberts.

The plea was involuntary

becatise the coercive
condition — unlawful

imprisonment — preceded

the colloguy.

The denivalive resisting

conviction and restraining
order were oblamned in the

same void proccedings.

Iismissal with prejudice is

the requested remedy

because jurisdiction never

cxisted and cannot be
supplied later.

2024; signed revised transeript: transeript- record-integrity
challenge procedure email. relevance.

Anders v. California,
July 19, 2024 Anders notice; SepL. 6, 386 US. T38(1967).
2024 extension order; Sept. 6, 2024 Miller Miller v. Stare, 388
return letter; Sept. 9, 2025 clerk letter; S.C. 34769785 E2d
Sepl. 22, 2025 order denying motion o 527 (2010); Srare v.
relieve counsel under Stare v. Roberts. Roberts, 364 5.C_ 583,

614 S.E2d 626 (2005).

April 9 rranseript: April 10 transcript; o

booking / transport reconds; Anderson H"{*"f . Alatem;
. i o .. LL5. Consl. amend.

cmails; emergency motion timing: April NIV

11, 2024 Walker/Chiaremm emails. o

Voidjudgment theory
Apnl 10 transcripl; senlence sheets: hased on fack of
restraining order; shared plea procecding  junsdiction and
recond. involuntary plea;

Evans; Boykin.,

Fvany, Funderburk,

Parcher, State v.
Entire record summanzed above, Crlover, 794 5.C. 210:

Ex parte McLeod. 410

S5C.17.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
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Appellate Casce No. 2024-000643

The State,
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Russell Lewes Walker,
Appellant

Appeal from Edgeficld County
Court ol General Sessions
The Honorable Debra R MeCaslin, Circuit Court Judge
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= II. The demanded but never held preliminary hearing independently confirms the
want of jurisdiction,

o I The April 9, 2024 scizure and ovemnight incarceration were unlawful and
rendered the April 10, 2024 plea involuntary.

o IV. The resisting-law-enforcement conviction cannot stand where it was obtamed
in the same void proceeding.

o V. The permanent restraining order must be vacated because it rests on the same
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6. Conclusion

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES

Constitutional Provisions

S5.C.Const.art. 1, § 11
L5, Const. amend. X1V

Statutes

Cases

-
-
-
-
-
-
-

5.C. Code Ann. § 22-5-320
S.C. Code Ann. § 17-15-535
5.C. Code Ann. § 16-9-320{A)
5.C. Code Ann. § 16-3-1910

Bovkin v. Alabama, 395 115, 238 (1969)

State v Evane, 307 85.C. 477,415 5.E.2d B16 (1992)
State v. Funderburk, 259 5.C_ 256, 191 5.E.2d 520(1972)
State v. Porcher, 273 5.C. 502, 257 5.E.2d 505 (1979)
State v. Sossamon, 298 5.C. 72, 378 5. E2d 259 (1989)
Srare v. Glover, 294 5.C. 210, 363 5.E2d 19 (1987)

Ex parte Mcleod, 410 5.C. 17, 763 5.E.2d 906 (2014)

STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES PRESENTED

1.

Whether the Court of General Sessions lacked subject-matter jurisdiction where the Stale
admitted on April 9, 2024 that the charge it intended to prosecute had not vel been
indicted, and no valid waiver of indictment had been fled.

Whether the demanded but never held preliminary hearing independently prevented
Lawful transfer of jurisdiction to General Sessions.
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3. Whether the April 9, 2024 seizure and overnight incarceration of Appellant after the
conclusion of the hearing, and before the State’s written emergency bond motion was
senerated, rendered the April 10, 2024 guilty plea involuntary under Boykin v. Alabama.

4. Whether the resisting-law-enforcement conviction and permeanent restraining order must
be vacaled because they were oblained in the same void procecdmgs.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On April 10, 2024, Appellant Russell Lewis Walker entered guilty pleas to Assault and Battery
2nd Degree and Resisting Law Enforcement Officer. The plea followed proceedings held in
McComick County on April 9-10, 2024 before the Honorable Debra B MeCaslin, A notice of
appeal was timely filed.

This appeal concems whether the Court of General Scssions ever lawfully acquired subject-
matter jurisdiction over the charges it purported to resolve and whether the plea that followed
Appellant’s overnight incarceration was voluntary.

I'his memorandum docs not minimize the seriousness of domestic-violence allegations or the
importance of victim safety. It makes a narrower and more fundamental poinl: even in serious
cases, and especially in serious cases, courts must act lawfully. Victim protection cannot be
built upon proccedings that lacked jurisdiction from the outset.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

On July 21, 2021, Appellant filed a timely written demand for a preliminary hearing. The
magisirate case histories for the relevant 2021 matters reflect that preliminary-hearing requests
were recorded. No preliminary hearing was ever held. The magistrate notes later recond
indictment on August 31, 2022 and state that no prelin was rescheduled before indictment.

One of the relevant warrants was 2021A 1910100320, a Domestic Violence 151 Degree warrant
swomm by Phillip C. Ireland and later tied to indiciment 2022GS51900319, true billed on August
31,2022,

On Apnl 4, 2024, Assistant Solicitor Dante Esposito emailed defense counsel: “Please see the
attached mdictments that will be going 1o the Grand Jury next week. These will be the
indictments we are poing to trial on the week of 4/22.7 Thus, as of Aprl 4. 2024, the State
admitted that the indictments on which it intended to proceed did not vet exist

Al the April 9, 2024 hearing, delense counsel arpued Inck of subject-matter jurisdiction based on
the failure to provide a demanded preliminary hearing. Counsel stated on the record that the
matter had not been indicted vel. The court itsclfl responded; “This case has not been indicted and
we ve pol it on the tnal docket™ The State then explained that newly prepared indictments —
incleding assault and battery first degree and resisting armest — were what it intended to proceed
on. Counsel further explained that the warrant then being repurposed for direct indictment
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originally related to a Domestic Violence 15t Degree charge, but the State had advised that il was
coing to directly indict that warrant as an Assault and Battery |st Degree clarge.

The court denied the motion to dismiss on the ground that the State was gomg to direct present
the matter before the April 22, 2024 trial date.

After the hearing concluded at 12:19 p.m., the prosceutor raised alleged bond \'i-:r'lalicm.ﬁ off the
normal course of the hearing, Judge McCaslin stated: “Let’s pick him up ... No, I'm going to do
an order to pick him up.” Appellant was booked into the McCormick County Detention Center.
The booking report showed no warrant number and no charge detail. Jail Administrator Berma
Anderson later wrote that McCormick had no charging documents for him. only booking and
releise records, and later added that there was an order to hold him overnight and bnng lim back
on April 10.

The State’s written emergency motion 1o revoke bond waus later transmitted that same day for a
hearing on Apnl 10, 2024,

On April 10, 2024, Appellant was brought back to court from custody and pled guilty. During
the plea colloguy, the court stated that the assault-and-battery indictment had not been presented
to the grand jury and asked Appellant whether he would waive presentiment. The same occurred
as 1o the resisting charge.

The April 15, 2024 SLED criminal-history report reflected only Cycle 003 non-conviction
dispositions dated April 10, 2024 and contained no Cycle 004 conviction entry at all. The later
August 25, 2025 repont added a scparate Cycle 004 with earliest event date Apnl 16, 2024 and
reflected an Assault and Battery 2nd Degree conviction.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Whether a court possessed subject-matter jurisdiction is a question of law. Whether a guilty plea
was voluntary is likewise a legal question governed by due process. A void judgment may be
challenged at any time.

ARGUMENT

I. THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS LACKED
SUBJECT-MATTER JURISDICTION BECAUSE, BY THE
STATE’S OWN ADMISSION, NO VALID INDICTMENT

THEN EXISTED FOR THE CHARGE IT INTENDED TO
PROSECUTE.
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Respondent will likely argue that General Sessions has broad criminal authority and that
Appellant identifies only procedural imegularities, That argument fails because the defect here is
not merely one of indiciment form, hearing sequence, or charging preference. The defect 1s
constitutional: the State admitted 7t did not then possess the indictment on which it intended 1o
proceed.

The South Carolina Constitution does not permit General Sessions to procecd on a cnimunal
charge outside magistrale jurisdiction unless there is an indictment by the grand jury or a valid
waiver., Stafe v, Evans states the rule directly: in the absence of indictment or valid waiver, the
circuitl court lacks subject-matter jurisdiclion.

The transcript resolves the issoe. Defense counsel stated the case had not been mdicted yet. The
court itsell responded: “This casc has nol been indicted and we've got it on the tnal docket”™
The State then explained that newly prepared indictments were what it intended to proceed on.

I'hese are not stray comments, They occurred during argument on a motion to dismiss for lack of
subject-matter jurisdiction and in direct response to the court’s inquiry aboul indiciment status,
They must thenefore be treated as central o the jurisdiction question.

Nor does the old Avgust 31, 2022 indictment tied to warrant 2021 A 1910100320 cure the defect.
The transeript makes plain that the State was not proceeding on that old Domestic Violence 1st
Degree charpe. Rather, it stated that it inlended to repurpese that warmmnt inte a new Assault and
Battery 1st Degree charpe, Thus, the old true bill is not o present indictment for the charge the
State intended to prosecute, It demonstrates the opposite: the State was abandoning one charge
and attempting 1o proceed on another not yet indicted.

Respondent and any amicus may argue that courts must have practical flexibility in domestic-
violence cases. Appellant docs not dispute the importance of victim safety. But seriousness of
allegations cannot ercate junisdiction where the Constitution withholds it A court that lacks
jurisdiction cannol acquire it by the urpency of the ficts, the seriousness of the allegations, or the
protective purpose of the requested reliel.

Subject-matter jurisdiction must exist when the court acts. It cannot be borrowed from what the
State says it will ask the grand jury to do later,

II. THE DEMANDED BUT NEVER HELD
PRELIMINARY HEARING INDEPENDENTLY
CONFIRMS THE WANT OF JURISDICTION.

Respondent may characteriee the missing preliminary hearing as a mere pretrial procedural
complaint. On this record. it is more tean that,
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Walker filed a timely written demand for a preliminary hearing on July 21, 2021, The magistrale
records show il The hearing never occurred, The magistrate notes later record indictments on
August 31, 2022 and expressly state that no prelim was rescheduled.

Under § 22-5-320, and the authorities Appellant invokes inchuding Funderburk and Porcher, the
case could not lawfully be transmitted 1o General Sessions or submitted to the grand jury while
the statutory bar remained in effect. Thus, the demanded but never held preliminary hearing
independently confirms the defect in the State’s effort to procecd.

This point does not replace the constitutional no-indictment argument; it reinforces it Even if
Respondent secks to narmow the constitutional argument, the statutory defect remams
documented in the mapistrate file itself and preserved in the transeript.

I1l. THE APRIL 9, 2024 SEIZURE AND OVERNIGHT
INCARCERATION WERE UNLAWFUL AND
RENDERED THE APRIL 10, 2024 PLEA
INVOLUNTARY.

Respondent’s strongest counterarpument will be the plea colloguy, m which Appellant demed
threals and said he was pleading voluntarily. But voluntariness is measured by the actual
cocreive conditions that produced the plea, not by isolated answers given afler those conditions
had already been imposed.

The sequence here matters. The hearing ended, Appellant left. The prosecutor then instiated an
ex parte communication. The judge ordered Appellant picked up. The booking report contains no
ordinary charging detail. The jail administrator later wrote that MeCormick had no charping
documents for him. The written emerpency motion came later that day.

Respondent and any victim-rights amicus may argue that the court was responding to an
emergency bond-violation concem. But lawTul emergency response still requires lawful judicial
action. The State’s own liming shows the written emergency motion was generated later. The
sequence is not hearing, motion, arrest. It is hearing, ex parie exchange, pick-up order, arrest and
booking. and then later written motion. The seriousness of alleged victim contact cannot legalize
a sequence that did not begin through lawful process.

By the time Appellant stood belore the court on April 10, he had spent the night in jail under a
detention sequence that the State later attempted to formalize, The formal colloquy the next
moming cannol crase the cocrcive foree of that unluwiu] imprisonment.

Under Boykin, the plea must therefore be vacated.
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1IV. THE RESISTING-LAW-ENFORCEMENT
CONVICTION CANNOT STAND WHERE IT WAS
OBTAINED IN THE SAME VOID PROCEEDING.

Respondent will argue that resisting is a distinct offense and survives independently. That
argument ignores the posture in which it was obtained. The resisting conviction was not entered
after a cleanly independent adjudication with its own stable jurisdictional foundation. It was
obtained in the zame Apnl 10 plea proceeding that lacked junsdiction over the assault-and-
batiery charpe and that followed the coercive detention initiated on April 9.

Morcover, the transcrpt itself shows continuing dispute and uncertamty about what charpe the
State was actually procecding on and what warrant or indictment structure was in play. The count
had just acknowledged that the charge the Stale intended to try had not been indicted. These
procecdings cannol be comparimentalized into valid and invalid segments when the same
constitutional defect infectied the whole plea event,

Accordingly, the resisting conviction cannot survive as though it were insulated from the
voidness of the proceading in which it was oblained.

V. THE PERMANENT RESTRAINING ORDER MUST BE
VACATED BECAUSE IT RESTS ON THE SAME VOID
PROCEEDINGS.

Any victim-rights amicus will likely emphasize the imporance of protective orders. Appellam
does not dispute the impontance of lawful victim protection. But prolective purpose cannot
supply junisdiction where the court lacked it, and a void judgment cannot serve as a lawful
foundation for conlinuing restrainis.

The permanent restraining order was entered in the same April 10 proceeding and later required
amendment after counsel reported that the fircarms-related restriction had been improperly
included. That amendment confirms the instability of the order: it does not save it

Irl.'l'u:j:rlm and judgment are void. then the restrining order resting on those same procecdings is
likewise void and must be vacated. Victim protection must rest on lawful process. not void
procecdings.

VI. DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE IS THE
APPROPRIATE REMEDY.

Respondent will argue that dismissal with prejudice is too drastic and that remand is the proper
remedy. But remand would reward the very defect the Constitution forbids.
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This is not a case where the court had jurisdiction and merely made emmors within it. The State
admitied it lacked the indictment it intended to proceed on. The court acted anyway. The
demanded preliminary hearing had never been held. The defendant was seized alier the hearing

ended and jailed before the later written emergency motion was generated. The plea followed
overnight confinement.

A remand would invite the State to do later what it failed to do when jurisdiction mattered. That
is precisely what constitutional limits are designed to prevent. When a court lacks subject-matler
jurisdiction, the resulting judgment is void, not voidable. A void proceoding cannot be repaired
by giving the State a second opportunity to build the jurisdiction it lacked the first time.

Dismissal with prejudice is therefore the lawful remedy.

CONCLUSION

This case does not present ordinary trial error. It presents a want of jurisdiction that existed when
the court acted and was never cured. On Apnl 9. 2024, the State admitted it did not then possess
the indictment on which it intended to proceed. The Constitution required indictment or valid
waiver before General Sessions could act, The demanded preliminary hearing had never been
held. The defendant was seized after the heanng ended and jailed before the State later penerated
a writlen emergency motion. The plea the next day followed unlawful imprisonment.

Neither gencralized appeals to judicial lexibility, nor the seriousness of domestic-violence
allegations, nor the protective purpose of a restraining order can create jurisdiction where the
Constitution withholds it. Lawful victim protection and lawful eriminal adjudication are not
opposites. Each depends on the other.

I'he court never had jurisdiction. The plea was cocreed. The resulting judgment is void. The
derivative resisting conviction and permanent restraining order must also fall,

The convictions and restraining order should be vacated, and the charges dismissed with
prejudice.

Respectfully submitted,

Wanda H. Carter

Deputy Chief Appellate Delender
Attornecy for Appellunt

Date;
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Re: [External] Appellate Case No. 2024-000643 — Request for Supplemental Briefing or
Position in Writing

From: Carter, Wanda (wcarter@sccid.sc.gov)
To: harley74rlw(@yahoo.com
Date: Monday, March 30, 2026 at 09:05 AM EDT

Mr. Walker,

Since | filed an Anders brief on direct appeal, the Court will review all issues in your case. Furthermore, you
are free to file any brief you compose as part of your response to the Anders briefing.

Wanda Carter

This communication and any attachment thereto is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein, and may
contain legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination, utilization, distribution or copying of this e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is
strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error please notify the Commission on Indigent Defense
immediately and permanently delete the original and any copy of any e-mail and any printout thereof. SCCID may be
reached by using the email address of the sender, or at 803-734-1343.

From: Doc <harley74rlw@yahoo.com>

Sent: 30 March 2026 00:49

To: Carter, Wanda <wcarter@sccid.sc.gov>

Subject: [External] Appellate Case No. 2024-000643 — Request for Supplemental Briefing or Position in Writing

Ms. Carter,

I am writing regarding Appellate Case No. 2024-000643.

Because the Court of Appeals denied my motion to relieve counsel and proceed pro se, you remain
counsel of record and the only person authorized to present substantive issues on my behalf in this

appeal.

I am requesting that you file supplemental briefing addressing two preserved, non-frivolous issues

omitted from the Anders brief:

Subject-matter jurisdiction, including:

the timely demand for a preliminary hearing,

the absence of any preliminary hearing before indictment,





the April 4, 2024 email stating the indictments “will be going to the Grand Jury next week,”

the April 9, 2024 transcript reflecting the court’s statement, “This case has not been indicted and we’ve
got it on the trial docket?”, and

the April 10, 2024 plea transcript reflecting that the indictments had not been presented to the grand jury.
Voluntariness of the plea, including:

the April 9 post-hearing seizure,
the overnight detention,
and the April 10 plea entered from custody.

I am requesting a written response stating one of the following:

that you will file supplemental briefing on these issues; or
that you decline to do so.
If you decline, please state that in writing so the record is clear that I requested supplementation on these

issues while you remained counsel of record.
Please respond within 5 days.

Respectfully,

Russell Lewis Walker

714 Spearhead Court

North Augusta, SC 29860

(803) 293-0558
harley74rlw(@yahoo.com

R. Walker






The South Carolina Court of Appeals

The State, Respondent,
V.
Russell Lewis Walker, Appellant.

Appellate Case No. 2024-000643

ORDER

This appeal arises out of Appellant's convictions and sentences for assault and
battery in the second degree and resisting law enforcement. Appellant moves to
relieve his appointed attorney. After careful consideration, Appellant's motion to
relieve counsel is denied. State v. Roberts, 364 S.C. 583, 588, 614 S.E.2d 626, 629
(2005) (stating there is no constitutional right to proceed pro se).

Counsel filed a brief and motion to be relieved pursuant to the procedure set forth

by Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396 (1967). The Court will
consider counsel's motion to be relieved upon review of the Anders brief and

record on appeal.
*& % @@-«'—\ ‘C-v".\l'

FOR THE COURT
Columbia, South Carolina
| FILED
o
Russell Lewis Walker Sep 22 2025

Alan McCrory Wilson, Esquire
Mark Reynolds Farthing, Esquire
Wanda H. Carter, Esquire






STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA RE CBIVBD

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS
THE STATE, ;
Respondent,. ogp ¢ 9 202
qC Court of Appeals
V.
RUSSELL LEWIS WALKER,
Appellant.

Appellate Case No. 2024-000643

MOTION TO RELIEVE COUNSEL AND PROCEED PRO SE

Pursuant to the Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution and
the precedent established in Faretta v. California, 422 U.S. 806 (1975), Appellant Russell
Lewis Walker respectfully moves this Court for an Order relieving his formerly appointed
counsel, Wanda H. Carter of the South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense, and
permitting him to proceed pro se in this matter.

In support of this motion, Appellant states as follows:

1. The attorney-client relationship between Appellant and Ms. Carter has been
unequivocally terminated by Appellant. Notice of this termination has been

provided to Ms. Carter on multiple occasions.

2. Irreconcilable differences exist between Appellant and Ms. Carter regarding the
fundamental strategy and handling of this appeal, making continued representation
untenable and contrary to Appellant’s interests.

3. Appellant knowingly, intetligently, and voluntarily waives his right to counsel and
asserts his constitutional right to self-representation. Appellant is aware of the
challenges and responsibilities of proceeding pro se and is prepared to undertake

them.

v
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4. On or about September 3, 2025, Appellant attempted to file a Notice of Pro Se
Appearance with this Court, which was returned by the Clerk. It is understood that
the instant Motion is the proper precedural mechanism to effectuate the removal of
counsel of record.

WHEREFORE, Appellant Russell Lewis Walker respectfully requests that this Honorable
Court enter an Order:

A. Relieving Wanda H. Carter, Esquire, as counsel of record for Appellant;

B. Permitting Appeltant to proceed pro se in all future matters related to this appeal;

C. Directing the Clerk to serve all future notices, orders, and correspondence directly upon
the Appellant at his address of record; and

D. Forsuch other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,
Russell Lewis Walker, Pro Se
714 Spearhead Court
North Augusta, SC 29860
(803)293-0558
September 4, 2025
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS RBC EIVE 1D,

SEP U9 2075

SC
THE STATE, Gourt of Appeals
Respondent,
V. )
RUSSELL LEWIS WALKER,
Appellant.

Appellate Case No. 2024-000643

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that on this day, September 4, 2025, | have served a true and correct copy of
the foregoing Motion to Relieve Counsel and Proceed Pro Se, Notice of Appearance, Mation
to Vacate Judgement, Motion to Stay and temp Remand, Motion to Supplement Record ,
upon all parties of record by depositing the same in the United States Mail, postage
prepaid, addressed as follows:

Alan McCrory Wilson, Esquire Wanda H. Carter, Esquire
Mark Reynolds Farthing, Esquire  South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense

Office of the Attorney General Division of Appellate Defense
Past Office Box 11549 1330 Lady Street, Suite 401
Columbia, SC 29211 Columbia, SC 29201
Very truly,

ussell Lewis V\}alker

Sugtihe #* 2025





Russetl Lewis Walker

714 Spearhead Court

North Augusta, SC 29860 i

(803) 293-0558 REC ﬁiVED

Harley74rw®@yahoo,com )
ggp 09 WD

oG Court of Appeas

September 4, 2025

Clerk of Court

South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, SC 29201

RE: The State v. Russell Lewis Walker, Appellate Case No. 2024-000643
Dear Clerk:

Please find enclosed for filing the following original mations in the above-referenced
matter:

1. Motion to Relieve Counsel and Praceed Pro Se
2. Motion to Stay Appeat and Remand

3. Notice of Appearance

4. Motion to Supplement Record on Appeal

5. Motion to Dismiss and Vacate

6 Certificate of Service

A copy of these motions has been duly served upon all parties of record.

Yenyy Sasdy;
2ol otk
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are free to file any brief you compose as part of your response to the Anders briefing.
Wanda Carter

From: Doc <harley74rlw@yahoo.com>

Sent: 30 March 2026 00:49

To: Carter, Wanda <wcarter@sccid.sc.gov>

Subject: [External] Appellate Case No. 2024-000643 — Request for Supplemental Briefing or
Position in Writing

Ms. Carter,

I am writing regarding Appellate Case No. 2024-000643.

Because the Court of Appeals denied my motion to relieve counsel and proceed pro se, you
remain

counsel of record and the only person authorized to present substantive issues on my behalf in
this

appeal.

I am requesting that you file supplemental briefing addressing two preserved, non-frivolous
issues

omitted from the Anders brief:

Subject-matter jurisdiction, including:

the timely demand for a preliminary hearing,

the absence of any preliminary hearing before indictment,

the April 4, 2024 email stating the indictments “will be going to the Grand Jury next week,”
the April 9, 2024 transcript reflecting the court’s statement, “This case has not been indicted
and we’ve

got it on the trial docket?”, and

the April 10, 2024 plea transcript reflecting that the indictments had not been presented to the
grand jury.

Voluntariness of the plea, including:

the April 9 post-hearing seizure,

the overnight detention,

and the April 10 plea entered from custody.

I am requesting a written response stating one of the following:

that you will file supplemental briefing on these issues; or

that you decline to do so.

If you decline, please state that in writing so the record is clear that I requested
supplementation on these

issues while you remained counsel of record.

Please respond within 5 days.

Respectfully,

Russell Lewis Walker

714 Spearhead Court

North Augusta, SC 29860

(803) 293-0558

harley74rlw@yahoo.com

R. Walke

R. Walker



----- Forwarded Message -----

From: Doc <harley74riw@yahoo.com>

To: Wanda Carter <wcarter@sccid.sc.gov>

Sent: Monday, March 30, 2026 at 03:49:22 AM EDT

Subject: Appellate Case No. 2024-000643 — Request for Supplemental Briefing or Position in Writing

Ms. Carter,
I am writing regarding Appellate Case No. 2024-000643.

Because the Court of Appeals denied my motion to relieve counsel and proceed pro se, you
remain counsel of record and the only person authorized to present substantive issues on my
behalf in this appeal.

I am requesting that you file supplemental briefing addressing two preserved, non-frivolous
issues omitted from the Anders brief:

Subject-matter jurisdiction, including:

the timely demand for a preliminary hearing,

the absence of any preliminary hearing before indictment,

the April 4, 2024 email stating the indictments “will be going to the Grand Jury next week,”
the April 9, 2024 transcript reflecting the court’s statement, “This case has not been indicted
and we’ve got it on the trial docket?”, and

the April 10, 2024 plea transcript reflecting that the indictments had not been presented to the
grand jury.

Voluntariness of the plea, including:

the April 9 post-hearing seizure,

the overnight detention,

and the April 10 plea entered from custody.

I am requesting a written response stating one of the following:

that you will file supplemental briefing on these issues; or

that you decline to do so.

If you decline, please state that in writing so the record is clear that I requested
supplementation on these issues while you remained counsel of record.

Please respond within 5 days.
Respectfully,
Russell Lewis Walker

714 Spearhead Court
North Augusta, SC 29860



(803) 293-0558
harley74rlw@yahoo.com

R. Walker



