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APPELLANT'S <UPPLEMENTAL NOTICE

AND ARGUMENT A SUWPORT OF MOTION

O RELIEVE RPPELLATE QOLLNSEL’, w.
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s supplemental Motice and Arqument in support

of Whis pending mohon to Relieve Appellate Cownsel W.

Chandler Noevitve, and states as follows ¢

] INTTROPUCT\ON

in_the attorney - client relationchip between Appellant

oiny2 ellare dler Nogville,




and Yo demoretrare Hhat dne present circumstences

wastant Livner (1) peliek of counsel and appointment

Jof substihute Counsel; or (2) Lg}ggj:ch of the Andes

l{bc‘i&‘: and an prder Q\%rQL‘Hng Lol mertts \or?mng.

\

11s CONTWUING  BREALDOWN W CommunicaTion

AND CONFLCT | REPRESENTATION

on_ Apnil 282026, appellate counsel , wW. Chandler

Norville, sent weitken correspondence 4o Appillant,
attached Wereto as Exhibit A .

\a_ Yok cocrespondnce , Couns€l states  among other . o

Ll He does not \stheve Yne March 2l 202 order veliev-

lng drial counsel strengthens Applilgnt’s clainas;

2. He does not intend 4o seek expedited considerotion

or _appellate Yond relief;

AS LLE

3/ He will

] ot Ad A Thon

2d by WS Court; and

4. Furure communicaBion hould occur siricty theough

!




letters due to repeated misundersiandings.
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non-Lawolous appellake issues and confirms A substantiad

bl'_QAY.dﬂ!Ql\ i tommun;cation .

South Corolina Courts recognize Yhat a defendant is not

— jadomehically  entidled 4o subshiiute counsel mesely

becayse  disagreements anse; however, cowrts must

Aetimine  whither sufficient cause exists to \U-Sﬁﬁ

— leeluvt of coursel. Ste Richaedson v, Stade, 377 S0,

Y3k, Ud\-Y2, Lo $E.2d Sk, 519 (2008) (ruoan.z,.na

Yhat courts must determine whedner goo& CAUSE exists

Cor substtution of cownsel! and wherher an actusl breay-

own in_4he atyomey -clitnt relationship has occurred) .

— |Appdllant cespectfully submits dhat Hne present olecumstances

ins-\ruc:l\on -Pmen -\he. CDuc’r Ao.sod»e 4he q\sﬂncc o—f

M\ nen- frivolous dlaims raised by Appellant.




il AMDERS (bunstEL mustT Funcrion AS AN ACTWE .
ADVO(ATE

The United Stades Supreme Coust has held Hhat
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Function as an Y*achve advocate' on behalf of th

ient radner Hhan on amicus curiae &3cuns+ e

. clienys Interests. Andurs v. California, 386 US.138 74y

(19¢7).

In Anders, Yhe Supeeme Cowt explained |

equality and fair process can only be a:Hnjnul

wihese cs\msu acts ia the role o-f» an achve

advocake tn behal€ o lAs client , as opposed to

Yook of amieus curiae.'  Td. atr 14Y.

Appellant respectfully submits thak the present clecum-
otances raises Supstontiol Concerns regarding whether

ml_gixg__aﬁmmm;w: ng +his_appeal where

i\l not pursue add +—’

;__)mm_aaggmnﬁ_mm;_dzmd by the Court.




N.  NoM-FRWOLOUS ISSUES EXIST REQUIRING FURTHER

BRIEFING
——IAppelant has consstntly maintained dhat mulriple non-

WOIOUS Yssues exist in +his appead | including :

LI Whether dhe deia) cowt foiled Yo conduct a MLaning-
A

ween Appallant and il counsel;

\ -

2, whedher $he verdick foem was constitubonally defective;

" % \wdicd i occurred

J_g_-in._a.l_ﬁm}_a_\muhubﬁﬁ\d\on order; and

4 whetther dne <entence Enhancement imposed was un-

\awtul ,

_ Ape\ant further submits that Hhe march 20 2026

ordef relleying Hrial counsel in o related pending matier
moakenially sirengthens +he issue concerning breakdown

W_mm_mmmmm_md_mﬂﬁ+ with Counsel because

_Wmqu%%ﬂmwa&

suffivient 4o relieve e same (L‘HPM{\# Lrom repeesent—

ation. _
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Desgite Hhis development, appellate Counsel has declined
10 pursue merids baefing addressing dhese 1sSues.

— souwth Caroling recognizes dhat Andés review does not _
inswate appellate counsed from seruting where arquably

mefitorioUs jssues exist. See RBennett v. Statre, 305 s.c.

303, 305-0b, YO8 S.E.2d 230, 231-32 (199() (recognizing

Hhor ineffechve assistance paintiples agely in Anders

. proceedings and acKaowled §ing ciccumstances where a

Aefendant may have been entitled 4o full appellate

__lreview and advoc ac‘\;)f

) es raised n

is supplemental £\ings are not fuvolous gnd warrant

LM adversarial b Q{-’%ng ;

V. REQUEST For RELVEE

[l Refieye oppellate counsel, w, Chondler Moeville , due 4o
o dwe documented breakdown ia communication and con-

HEUNCE An cepresentation;

;__Lﬁmmm_uwﬁ counsel 4o provide full

poets br?&ﬁnﬁ ior




Respectfully submitted,

s ﬁq_ﬂaaﬁnik'
Roy Edward Chestnut

Apgu\mi'i Pro 3¢
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U3yy Broad River Road
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SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON INDIGENT DEFENSE

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 28, 2026

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

Re: Your Case

Dear Mr. Chestnut:

This letter is in response to your letter dated April 20, 2026, where you asked for clarification as to
several points.

It seems that you are of the opinion that I informed you I would file a motion to expedite your appeal
and for an appellate bond. I did not make any such assurance to you. In my career, | have never filed either
motion. And, as I previously told you, filing a motion to expedite consideration of your appeal, while your
appeal is already ready for consideration, is just as likely to slow down consideration of the merits of your
appeal as it is to cause them to be expedited.

As for the appearance of new issues in your case that would warrant additional briefing, 1 have
reviewed the order signed by Judge Culbertson on March 26, 2026. The order states that the reason for
relieving counsel is “Defendant’s attorney represented defendant in a prior trial where defendant was
convicted.” After research, I do not see how this strengthens the position argued by me in your Anders brief.
Of course, you attached this order to one of the supplemental pro se briefs that were filed with the Court of
Appeals. The Court of Appeals has accepted filing of those supplemental pro se briefs. The Court will
consider those issues, along with any other issues in the record, and determine whether any merit further
briefing. If the Court believes that they do, I will file further briefing as ordered.

From the content of your last several letters, it seems to me that every time we speak on the phone,
misunderstandings arise. To prevent that in the future, I believe it is best that we communicate strictly through

letters.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely, 7 ;
L0
W. Chandler Norville

Appellate Defender
WCN/kw
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