RECEIVED

APR 29 2026
STATE O SodTw CAROLINA
e e B SC Court of Appeals

TTHE  STATE Respondent ,

VS
AH EDWARD CHESTNUT Apetllant.

APPELLATE CASE NO, 202S-00144T

MOTION TO RELVEVE APPELLATE COUNSEL ANDP APPOINT

NOw comES +ne Appellant , Ray Edward Chestnut | and
I‘QSQU‘:H-\L\H moves Hns Honorable cow+t for an order

relieving appelloke Counsel, w. Uhandler Noeville | and

ngo‘m-hne substitude counsel. In sugport  Appellant
Stodtes :

. Prowdwral Background

Appl\ant 1S before 4nis Cowt on  dicect appeal

followin g Convittion and sentence in Hoery County

o1} {

: Couns€\ +i a

itk pursuant to Anders v. Califomia, 286 us. 138
(1aLT), asserting dhe QAppead \aeks meit. |




1TWis _Court has aceepted Appellant's pro <2 Supplemental

brief), whidh roise substontial constrtutiona) Sssues,

tNe \uuhnﬁ Hhe dhiad couwts faSlure 4o conduct o mean-

fu)_laquicy into breakdown in the Ny

et vl atonshnig .

2. Goveraing  Legod Principles

An_indigent defendant is  entitied do the effechive

assistonce of counsel on  diceet appeal. see Douglas v.

Caldaenia, 2712 U.S. 353 357-S8; Exaids V. Lucey, Hiq
WS 3871, _3aL,

Wndtr Andees v. Californta, 28L  UsS. 7138, 1yyY (1961),

Counsel must ack as an advocake and may ot with-
Jdrawy antess e, court 13 Sadtichied Wne appeal

w\r\o\\q Levolous.

where  Counsg ) faits 4o ,s‘)rw\dt e aningful represtng-
oion, Corcective, othon 1S eequired. Ste Penson v. '

OWo, Y48 us. 1S, 81-82 (1488).

o entitiled

from_a_complete brea¥down in communication . See

|svate v, Tally, 201 S.¢. USs, 229 3.€.2d LY (1476);

A




united States v. smith, LY40 F.3d S80, 583 (H¥a cie.

2011).

3. Existence of Arguablt, Non- Frwolous 1ssues

&gegugnfﬁ Qeeggj Ptﬁ&&ﬂﬁ ot lggét on € Mggglt /

non- Lfeivolous  issue

P Thwe dvtal court's failwre Yo cgndm.j; a m{gnlng-ﬁd

inquiry into o beeakdown in tae CLHOMC\;-L\‘.M+
relavionshig.

A subsequent rwling by o clcawdt cowt Judge
J

granying e N2t ot Ye same drial counsel \n o related

_Fr_a__(,ﬁ&dhc. based en the same beeaKdown cmi’-irmje&
q }

Hae wsue s notr fHrivolous,

Y. Counsels Refusal Yo seex Available Proteducal

Rehet ( Exnibit A)

e jackion , Including seeking  expedited ceview due 4o

M - sensitve haem o

n o Ve dated Apnil M, 2026 (attached as Exwibit




P‘c)l counsel stated

e " Phore 1S no further action Yhat T Can Yok e as

your counsel at this fime,” and

Y YT connot £t a_wmotion 10 expedite consideration

of on_ Anders lorief.®

Thore 1S no rule prohbiting swch 4 motion. The

South Corolina  Appellate COurt Rules permit appltcalﬁons

For eedief by mokion. See Rule 234, SCACE.

Counsel's vefusal is Ywerefore q :s+rrx~\-e_3i<‘_ de_cjs‘\oni not

o_1ean)_Uimivalion, and veflects o -fallwe o provide

meaningful assistance . See Beilds v Lucey ; Penson v.

Phio.

S. Rroakdown tn Com munication dand Coaflick

|A__complere \ceakdown _exists bedween Appellaat and

counstl , tncluding

' Refusol o pursue requested action

> Asseetion of pno ment dﬂejia_angmwua

*Inoabdlily o obtaln meaniagful dssishance

3|




_such broakdown warran¥s  subshtulion. See Stake v.

Tally, supra,

Lo. Proceduca] \mpasce _. e

Because Applllant is represented , We 35 pcowibited from

-F—T\tng pro se wolions. See miller v. State, 3% 3.C. 23U,
(4 _S.E.2d 527

___Mumgwumgmwngﬁﬂ_&wﬁie

Counsel's  vefusal eaves Appellant without any practical

covitw, See BEvitis v, Lucﬂ_xl;

7 Good-faith Efforts

feppellant _made vepeated -efforts Yo esolye this through

f;ounsaz,_l,__inc,\ud:ng_ _con+a.d-m3 ﬁsupervfsor\l: pLrsonne| pnd

—— ladtempling dirert communicaton, hut was unable to

obtain _action,

g. QOMPHMM With  Louct's Prior Order

[Appellant gc,\(nowlulges Ahe. Couet’s prige restricHon on

Jpro se. vepresentation and does not seek +o proceed pro

Ise, but requests substitube counsel.

)




q. Request Por Prompt Consideration

Giiven e ongoing appeal ; Hhe documented inability 4o
| obYain celief +heough current counsel, and time=sensitve

—jeircumstances affecting Appellant’s 1egal and personal

interests Agopulmi ce,sggg&gu,’ requests peompt con-

sideration of Hhis motion.

W HEREFORE, &pgggumi cc,spg..gh(‘:ull; ng._qug,sts Hat Hais
urt ¢

m__L‘_umMg&ummhmwm_mnm_

2| Appoint substitute Counsel;

3. Consider +his motion on an expedited basis; and

U, Grant such other pelief as +Hais Cowt deems just and

proger.

Respectfully submitted,

/s] ?\au{ Chestnut

Ray Edward Chestnut
SCbL # 30404y

Y







EX i BT -A
( Chondler th:m Apr. 14 |eher)



SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON INDIGENT DEFENSE
B ————

Division of Appellate Defense
1330 Lady Street, Suite 401 Wanda H. Carter, Chief Appellate Defender

Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3332

Post Office Box 11589

Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1589
Telephone: (803) 734-1330

Facsimile: (803) 734-1345

April 14, 2026

Ray Chestnut, #304094
Kirkland Correctional Institution
4344 Broad River Road
Columbia, SC 29210

Re: Your Case
Dear Mr. Chestnut:

This letter responds to your letters dated March 30 and April 7, 2026. | hope this provides
the clarity you need.

Regarding the status of your pending appeal, the Court has accepted your various pro se
filings pursuant to Anders procedure and has elected not to relieve me from representing you, per
Order dated March 17, 2026. Your case is now ready for consideration, and there is no further
action that I can take as your counsel at this time. I cannot file a motion to expedite consideration
of an Anders brief.

Regarding your family court case- I do not represent you in the family court and I cannot
by statute, therefore I will not be gathering any records pursuant to that case as I have no
entitlement to them and cannot assist you. I was contacted by a legal assistant from the office of
your attorney Heather Cannon. She confirmed the existence of the family court matter. There is
no reason for me to obtain more information from her, as it is not relevant to my representation
of you.

If you have any further questions, please send me a letter, and I will respond in due
course.

Sincerel

. Chandler Norville
Appellate Defender
WCN/kpw



CERTI\FICATE €F SERVICE

T \ + C 240!

"Mmotion to Relieve fppellate Counsel and Appoint

substitudbe Counsel (wWith Request for Prompt constder-

lation)” was served upon Hae parties addressed below

bq via WS mMail with Mggrggr]m FCQ”Pﬁ‘d po.sh:ge Oh

dhis 24th dg‘ of Apeil 2026,

Addressee(s) .
Iw. Chandlec Noeville, Appellant Defender SC Court of Appcels
__|South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense

P.0. Box |IS89

Columbia, 5S¢ 2921

Mark Reynolds Farthing , Assistant Adtorney Gentral

oflice of dwe A—Homu{ General

Po. Box 1\SYq

Columbia, SC 242i(l

/5| Roy clrestwt

RM‘_EAMA Chestnut




Ray Edward Chestout #3040qy  B2-A22

S USPOSTAGE e o=

Kirvaand Correcronad InsbHtution COLUMBIA SC 290 R ,;—;'-._:_
rotd Riwer Road FLAER EOZLERL R I s
H3u4y B . FRRenERR T L PRS2 29210 $001.03°

Colitovo) By e ZAZID L 0000378357 APR 27 2026

Soutn Carolina Cousk of Arppeals

m ' At Clefk of coust
tI{ECEIVEI) P.o. Box w24 RECEIVED

b 5 Columwia, SC 292 APR 29 2026
Kirkla&dm iig ”(;.enler | SC Court of Appeals

Tk Legad mas| k ZIEimiEzsEEL o





