I TTHE SUPREME COuRT OF SouTH CAROLINA

Tueneon i chardson, F1A113 R:ECEDZED

Petitone i, MAY-2.6-2026
NS, '

§.C. SUPREME COURT

e Honorable, Chfdor Newman,
i Qc\g{. of the <ouln Coralina Co urt

of Common P\E’dii and e $tate

of_Sowth Cawo\‘.(\ni
| Respondents .

PETITOM FOR WRIT OF mAN DAMAS |

Peritioner WedHon Richardsoa, peoceeding pro s,

\"P,S{le;tﬁuﬂ\} pehitions s Couwrt for_a witt of

Mandamus C,om?«u\?ng 2nkey of a2 final weittben

Order In PeMitonee's  pending  post ~cOaviction

celief (PPCRYD ackion, Case No. 2023-CP-10-2287

Cagy N s/’ﬁ—\\{ QU\LX‘M\E\." in the Clhar\eston COUJ\‘\-\,; Counrt
of  Common_ Pleas .

WA Suepork \\\NUQOQi Perioner states as follows -

L JURSDIC TN

s cousd posSeCsess oG giml judisdiction do 1Sswe |




ex—kaoni}r\m“\g mr‘v‘rsi \nd,s&cl?!\__g__\iv;ﬁ.fr_S___tﬁ_MAﬂc&'mvm\4

g)\usum\-\ do_ Ackicde N, Sechon § b dhe Southa
Cacolica Consthubion and Rule 24S, SCace See

% parke Liatefiel 343 Sc. 212, 2)S SYD $.£. 2d.

21, 82 (2000) (* The Sugeenie Cowd laas__ociginal

:\Iud&d‘ichow 40 183we woits of va -'amus.g)

L PARTIES

1. 'P@\-H—‘xm\ullme:ame& P_{\L\L\.’u‘&sof\i S an lamale

cwteently confined witlie e Sowtlh Carglina

Depuitment of corechions (SEDC)

2. Respondent 'wa’tge 18 Hae Honorable CAoillon N2w s,

who presided over PeArtioners PCR Iproceedings in

Chacieston C_O\U\“hlo Court o€ Common| Pleas,

3. Respondent state of Soudis Cacoling_|appeared Hacough

e oflice of Yve Pvr‘f*mm\f Geenecall _in PR

pLOL &@d‘mgs below,

WL FACTUWAL _AND  PROCEDURAL | BACKEROUN D

Y| Pei¥ioner filed an application for| R pucsuant to

$:C. Cobe Ana. 117271710 Hhvowgh 117271 -10.

Z




A PCR ennng wag conducted on mMay 28,2075,

betore e Porocable, COfdon Newman 1n Chaeleston

CD\Lm‘w\ covit of common Pleas.

4 MY e conclwsion  ©F Mee V\Qﬁrﬁn\c‘;, e PR couwst

Aevied velef,

On May 29 2025, Hee PR cowt enteced a uritten

’c\‘\sgosi\\i«On dicecding Yae Attooney Genera) to Submct

D \‘oro?vsed Lnal order Wil s..‘\‘x-hg (LD) da.\.;,s‘

1A copy of dwat oeder 15 attachked heredo as Exlabd A

Desfite expiwation of dhe court-imposed deadling , 0o

?rogowd Lina) order was Submitded and vwo Gnal

wibden PeR ocder has peen enteced .

0.

Because no fnd) ocder exists, Petifioner cannot

puesut  appellate pevitwo,

i\

O Macch 10, 2020 Petitioner filed a wWokton o

compt)  Submission of Proposed order and Entey of

Han) OCR order ia e Claadleston C_ou.n{\‘ Cowrt of
commgn  Pleas .

[,

Desfite Hae £iling, no fina) oeder has been entered.
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Twe continued alsence of a final PQR order has

effectively preveated Peditioner from EXLecising s

ﬁ{\l\/&‘ Yo appellate review .

V. LEGAL STANDARD o’ MANDAMUWS

AWt ef mandamus _iS_approptiate o wm?‘al e

peformionee 0f an offical dudy where 5 (1) Hae

q‘)-e}?%oaw has  a_ cleac \%1\ r\@,\m} Yo trhe peltef

Soughety (2) the cespondeat has a cocresponding togal

dudy A perform tae ack requested; and (3) there

exists no  Other adequate cemedy at lawi. Sce

2e dwond V. Lextn\a’%—oh (,ou.w\-«f Schwol Disteict No.

Tour, 34 Sc. Y31, 434, Yus S:B. 2d YUl _4u3 (1994).

iS.

Although  mandamus  cannot dicect how  discretion s

exercised, i oaay compel B public offical or court

Ho At wheee dnere hag been an un\awfuld cefusal or

falluee 4o perform a raa‘u‘.reri c\w’r\,,- Jee Stake X vel

McCieod v. il and Criminal cowt of ocey Cowlell'.

208 S.C AWM, W 20 SE.2d 23, 24 (193S).

Souds Carobina appellate corts have rewﬁvx?za( dhat

PR courtX ee vequiced dp 1SSuwe wieidhen orders cion -

Hatring J;}r\(,l‘mgs of fact and conclusions of law Sudfscamt

Ifor_appelinte veNitm. See Maclay v. State, 37 <.C. Yo,

Y




4o4q, S3 S.E, 2d 2L, 261 (2007) (* The PR court is

requiced o malke specific fndings of fact and con-

cAusions of law on each  issue ‘wesux-kui.")a See

Z»\SO,, P{*\;C\Pf V. 5~\=&~’r-e,,. 310 s.C. 284, 255, 423 S.E. 2d

127, 128 (1992)

‘1)

wWiheéee D PCR oedtr \acks adml\m%\e -ch\b\gs,,

appedlare courts rouhinely remand foc entey of o

propAc order boecause meaningful appullate ceview

Canngt ocCtuwr oYhecwise . See MO—CJL\\O\LﬁL \. S+1+e.’.

320 S.C. 270, 212, Hed S.E. 2d 3uo, 34| (1445).

13.

Rule "H.\Cc\\, SCRLP, further € Quires dwat & court

*chatt” file an ocder within & veasonable time afler

2 wmatks € Wheaed.

\ PALEUMENT

A, Pebifones Has o Clear Righd 4o Endvy of a

Finel PCR ordes

\9.

South Cacolina \aw ?\&?n\\], cequices PCR Cowrds to

einder weiten Linal ecders COn'*\"&ir\ing —F\ndir\gs of Cact

and__concluSions  of \aw.,

2Q0.

whithout a fanl wiiten order, Padittoner Canaot Savore

S




2P\ atee }uu‘iS&\UhOn or il & wolice of appeal

wnder Rule 203(b)(1), SCACR.

2]

The alsence of 3 final order Heecelore @.foieﬂly

gbstructs Peittoners  Statwlory eight 4o appellate

CeNAO W .

B. _QQS\‘OOI\AQX\‘\'S Have Failed 4o Pecform a Clar
Lo ga) Duky |

| The PR cowt expressly dicected the Adtornty Genvral

o Ssubmt 2 QFOfOS(LA order \Wwithin s\(xﬂ (1L,O) da‘i‘('

L Twat deadline mq)‘.rui Many o Has g0 .

24,

Desgire Hae cowds Meective and feditioners sub-

sequent modton v compel , no final erder has been

endered .

2S5

The delay is unfeasonals iz arcd has eflechively lef+

e PR achion  uncesolved Aesgﬂ—f. Fhat \«\e.ur\r\ﬁ ha\/%nﬁ

concluded long a0
J ~

&

Courks poss ess inlagrent mx:\r\_u‘)r\“\f\} Yo _enforce. com-

‘D“‘M’\b& with teic ordess and ensuare Hae m{ief\\ll

administiotive  of  jushice . See State . Qaines, 380

b




Se. 23,29, Lb] s.B. 2d 728 31 (2008)

C. Pedionty Has No Aa\{qu'xﬁ-ﬁ ‘Re«v\u{\f atr Law

Za)

Pehitioner laeks any adequate alternanbive, peme d\f,

M‘C_ﬁ&wﬁi\_\m&h feviews  cannot Commence unds |

QV\*\wr\J‘ ot a Linal wiitdien order .

?L‘\r‘“‘ﬁof&r cannot £i\e a aodtee of a3 \‘ot‘)@"u,\_ witoudt

an a?;{stﬂ,\ A\ Lina\_order .

29,

Thus, DSt indervendton by Hais Courk, Petitioner

C2MRINS \r\AH—‘m\ﬂ\\f wnable to  pursue apptilate

eVt ob WS PCR claians.

Y REGQUEST For REWEF

WHEREFORE | Pethionee respectully cequests dhat Has

Cowrt

Jissue. 2 Wit o Manda i\kus_cio_&f_el\\_r\_ﬂ_({e&@om@&m‘s +

gm&\u;ﬁ__@mﬂ(&_e_m\w{_gu Linol wettlen PR oeder Y

\%

case NQ. 2023- CP-10- 2282

Diceck Hae PCR cowrt Yo enter a Linol weirtlen ocder

containing -Q‘zr\d}mﬂs, of fack _and conclusions of nw

7




sulficient Hfor appellate teview

Grant expe diked - constderalion due 4o dhe gmro\mgui

delayand  continuing  deaial of appellate ceview and

L Geant suach olwte coliet as dhis Couwrt deems Just

| and_propes,

Lespe chhully submided

e

e g
Nomwnow Kchardson #1913

Kickland  Correchional lashitution

Uyy  ewad River Road

C’D\um\ﬁai SC. 2921

N\avl \€ 2020







STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF COMMQN PLEAS

County of [X] Charleston|_| Berkeley Case'No. 2023-CP;10-2282

Tharron Richatdson #191713

Applicant / Petitioner

vs. ORDER

State of South Carolina,

Respondent.

This post-conviction relief case came before the court for a hearing. Having now heard this matter, the

court.orders as indicated herein. _
\/ 1 The application for post-conviction relief is hereby: _X_deni‘ed granted under advisement;
‘ a formal order will be filed {see below - No.8)
—_— 2 - Motion{s} was/were heard in this case and the court orders:
The matian to dismiss and/or for summary judgment is hereby granted denied

under advisement, based upon the

» statute of limitations and/or the successive
nature of the application or

other reason as follows:

3. A conditional order of dismissal was previously filed in this case. Upon review of the matter, the.court
finds:-
‘Goad cause as to why the case should not he dismissed has been shown ih response to the order
of dismissal; therefare, a hearing on the merits of the application shall be scheduled.
—— The court has considered the response to.the conditional order ¢f dismissal and finds that gooad
cause has not been shown or no response has been filed to the conditionat order of
dismissal; therefore, the application is hereby dismissed.

_— 4 The application was freely, votuntanly, and intelligently withdrawn as indicated on the record;
’ therefore, this case is dismissed with prejudice without prejudice.

5, Other:

e 6. Thec rt fu er fders:

rth
The. Attorney General Applicant’s counse! is duecte‘g é 0 submit to the court 2 proposéd

order and to.serve the order on opposing counsel within days.

Both sides are directed to-submit proposed orders to the. court and to serve the orders on each
otherwithin________~_ days.

. The court does not reguest proposed orders. y
IT IS SO ORDERED. -
Date:i/}ﬂ],zs Presiding Judge

Charleston, S.C.
Court Reporter; Melissa Singletary

Antorney for State: Danielle Dixon

_Attorney for Applicant: Denise Swope




VER\EIC A0

T Wcrams. ._Ridnurc\wn; being duly Sworn, dLpose
and State dhat T am -t Pehifoner 3n Ywe above-

C:mgu\;tone& matiee that T have vead dhe %r{go‘n\.}
ReMdon Lo Wit of Mandamuss and that Mee Fachual

"&\\{3@*\1‘01\3 contained Haeeein ave true and  comect to

fhe \aosh 0F sy Knowledge and loelief .

ReRRon. Richacdsan

N\(k\g & ) 2024

i




RECEIVET

CELTWAMTE Of SERVICE MAY 25 9008
S _ . ' 8.C-SUPREME-COURT—————
I csér%‘\ki Mot 8 copy of dhe %rego‘mﬁ P 2bition |

e & wiet of Mandamus _ was_ served oy  United

Sates marl wupon

oflice. of Yhe -ﬁc—HOm&i Geneial | . | : |
Agppdlate PCR Diyision | S '

Co\u.mbeai S¢ 29210

’dy\(& \»U‘)On 5

t\m\i of court

Chac\ean Cownty Cowrt of comman Pleag

00 BfO'(\,o\ Steeek  Suwide 104

_{Cwae\eSdon ; SC 29401

-

—Tw\%‘hﬂﬁ o dson




'T}\uron K'ﬁh‘&rdsan :g&.]q!_”s , -
Kn’ \ﬂmd COITQL-hma‘ ‘nS 4 N‘l’lﬂn : f{fﬁg'f‘? *-’am;m&:; e |
UMY Broad Reler Road . | Fras
'.,,C;O‘Mbha‘ SC 29210 o |

South Caslina Svpreme Courk
_ &Hinl clesk of court | :
1231 Gervais Sireed

~ Columbia, SC 29201 -

2’3@{:@1@? S

WA 20 7026

Kirkland R&E Center
%ﬁaiifoom

) HsP et iegef i Yl Il“lf ! u!M'l ‘ |

K L‘B%\, W\Au_,%' e



