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

Good afternoon:
 
Please see attached correspondence for filing. Thank you!
 
Respectfully,
 
Lauren K. Anderson, Esq.
Managing Attorney
 

PLEASE NOTE: NEW PHYSICAL ADDRESS
1421 Third Avenue
Conway, SC 29526
PO Box 349
Myrtle Beach, SC 29578
843-488-1013 / F: 843-488-1014 
 
CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  The information set forth within this e-
mail message and any attachment(s) thereto may contain legally privileged and confidential information intended
only for the confidential professional, business, and/or personal use of the individual(s) or entity(ies) named
above.  This email post is specifically covered by and protected under the Electronic Communications Privacy Act,
18 U.S.C.  §§ 2510-2521.   This message is or may be an attorney-client communication and/or attorney work-
product and as such is strictly privileged and confidential under applicable state and federal laws, as well as, under
applicable state and federal court decisions and procedural/ethical rules.  If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient(s) or an agent of the intended recipient(s) responsible for delivering this message to the
intended recipient(s), YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY SUBSEQUENT REVIEW, DISSEMINATION,
DISTRIBUTION, AND/OR COPYING OF THIS E-MAIL MESSAGE, NOTICE, COMMUNICATION AND/OR
AND/OR DOCUMENT (ATTACHMENT)   AND/OR INFORMATION CONTAINED T/HEREIN IS STRICTLY
PROHIBITED AND MAY RESULT IN CIVIL AND/OR CRIMINAL PENALTIES.   If you have received this
communication in error, you are requested to immediately notify the sender by telephone and/or email and return
the original message to the sender, delete this e-mail message and any attachments hereto, and destroy all
printed and electronic copies.   Nothing in this transmission is intended either to be an electronic signature or to
constitute an agreement of any kind under applicable law unless otherwise expressly indicated.   Intentional
interception or dissemination of electronic mail not belonging to you may violate federal or state law.
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April 15, 2026 
 
VIA EMAIL ONLY 
The Honorable Jenny A. Kitchings 
Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals 
PO Box 11629 
Columbia, SC 29211 
ctappfilings@sccourts.org 
 


RE: State of South Carolina v. Marlon M. Alford 
  Appeal from Florence County, General Sessions Court 
  Appellant Case No. 2026-000836 
 
Dear Madame Clerk: 
 


Please be advised, our office does not represent the above-named Appellant in this appeal. 
However, our office is in receipt of this Court’s letter dated April 8, 2026, requiring the Appellant to 
submit his grounds within ten (10) days. Due to the time constraints to submit the grounds for appeal, 
our office submits the below response on behalf of the Appellant.  
 


The Appellant was pressured and coerced by the State into pleading guilty to the above-
referenced charge April 1, 2026. The Appellant was not given ample time consider the initial plea 
offer. As a result of not being given ample time to consider the initial plea offer, the Appellant did not 
accept the plea offer and was set for trial. The Appellant then pled after arguments were heard on 
two pre-trial motions.  


 
The Supreme Court has held “a guilty plea is valid if it represents a voluntary and intelligent 


choice made among the alternatives available to a defendant.” Boykin v. Alabama, 395 U.S. 238 
(1969). The Appellant’s plea was not a voluntary choice as he was pressured and given no other 
alternatives. The State was forcing the appellant into a guilty plea without adequate time for the 
Appellant to weigh his options. The Supreme Court additionally held “whether the plea represents a 
voluntary and intelligent choice among the alternative courses of action open to the defendant.” Hill 
v. Lockhart, 474 U.S. 52, 56 (1985) (citing North Carolina v. Alford, 400 U.S. 25, 31 (1970)).  
 
  
      Sincerely,  
 
 
       
      Lauren K. Anderson 
 
Cc: Alan Wilson, Esquire 
 Mark Reynolds Farthing, Esquire 
 Jeremiah S. Freeman, Esquire 
 Marlon M. Alford, Appellant 







 
 


