AN THE STATE OF 400TH CAROLINA

T\l\a, %QMCOJP*, Ofee o D‘isdp\\wcmﬁ Cowxsel

(Ap(w\\uw, Case No.: JOW)- 207552
5.¢. Courr of A\)\)ealg)

‘1, e Uv\c&&fs\\su& | CQ/N:&.X e T have Sent Q’CUP‘S o}
\'\/\Q, e,vwclose.& e OS5, )\&m\ , Yo **\I\LSL a&&r%e,g 2‘

D) The Sopreme Covrt ok S.c. D The Covnt of Agpeads o S.c.
ORee % Disc. Coomsel Clede of Coort
P.O. Box 12154 P.0. Bor WG]
Cdowhia  4.¢. 194\ Colombhian, S.C. 242N

3)4.C. e o Appellare Dex.
W2 LMLS Strect | GG QUO
Clomdara , %.C. 29200

O s ™ Jlau) oF _Decemoer Jol3.

CERVUFICATE OF SERVICE

[EE@@@HW@@
DEC 18 213

6 Gourtof Agpegts




The Courto § ﬁvp‘ma,\s 0% Soutrh C}u*oi}ch.' i Dake,', December gt 2013
u
Qlertc of Count

P.O. Qer 11629 E@@EW&; »

Columbia, ¢ a9 aul DECl 8 20-13 J

B | 88 Cour ot pps

Re : This oWie's cose
Tuv

wo.'\3- DE-L - 1039, 5.c. Coun

. Appecls Cose Ne.: A012-207553 .
%rk\v)o.ho\&- c’ﬁ wAaaktkess (’,"\(’,\03&.9\ MQM) A“-‘ov\ ‘

SOVJ‘A“
Deos pro?v'\ are Posocu

A\ov\us i s # Poog- \ever, Please Tiadl nclosed

L. Octdoes X, 2OB - Longer, 5.6+ OFY, &% Disc. Coun, Re?i3-0E-L- 1039, 2 pRs: /

L. Novewdser B 9013 - Lerer, S.Ce. O o Dixc. Coun. Re:id- DE- L- O3 L Pa./

3.3 W, 2003 - e, request Yo leapl &\mas\ &owma\o\w,g,,aq, A pss;
Y, ,A“.)LB%\' \S, 2013 - Lakker Soumc Lo &\swvuvb. Searr Robmsone ., :Esq/- , Lpa;
“SVA%Q',\- 2O, 20\3 - HCOC Form \O-6 Re ! goized o)t\swuem) , %m&w 1 Py

6. Aucb\):s’\' 15,305 - Bmeragacoy Grienance. ,No. LCT ~1258 - 3, L pa;

7. Sepremioes H Jony - Emeragnc Grievane. | No, LCL-\B7-13 2 P/

3. Sepremdonc \\, 2011, - Lever, Yo Gen.Coumsel Srova wae Fader Magslaall W Rollbrighr,

‘.\.v\c_\u&\v\o} CestRicove. oX <esuice_+ l%s .

q. S.:_Qw(' W, 200 - Leter | +o Do.u&;"a’vm Feowe ‘N\&Stu"\m,(‘ Nardaall W, Vo\\kms\nf, A

KNA»&)NS cexrtiNicate. N Sefuve ¢ ,LPcss .

\O. S_a,w\oc( V7, 2003 - Mk_s lester 4o Yoles Seowa Cwvs Vlomane (SCOC—), 1 ()GS ;

\\-QePW( 27, Ay - Letter, 4o Dau\&.—Tcn—a.m\us Yowa Waonda S\earer, Qprjs.;

12 Seqrendoct 7, 2013 - Lertec 4o e a MeFaddon B W Shoeanrer Xpge.

Pg L& 7




\3 Oci-c'\ne,(“ ’7_), A0 "RQ,P\L\ Lerer w dundas S\eaer Sowa SC.O{_‘ 1 Pc-y .

4. Octdoer A%, Jo%- (%*uw‘;ul.as “REC\BVED" u{)()g,r\e,‘ﬂ) 7 Procedires, Fue Mestmdens s

"9
(lr\w\e, ng\c ‘)\r\otcs o.mcl/or Au*ops\3 P\Ao'\'vs“, 1 p% ;

15. Octdoer 24,2013 - My SCDC Regpest Torma o Magc} Nestles, 1 Py
16. Ockoloer 1B, 20\%- Emerapacey Grevonce No. LLT- 155113, Py
7. Novewdoer (0, 30\3‘%@«(5 CGrevane No. LCT-1590-3 | L P-;
18 Novewber 16, 3003 - Lewer o Sese MeRuldew (ce! Datdl Toworsiay el
Dlworﬁer\iws) Yrowe Wanda Shearer, 3 pas. 5
19 Noveunoes 16, 2063 - Leater 1o Mariboss . Folloru (ec: Dwgtnmms andl
Director Srrtiva) Frowe Wondat Shearer , 1 pas-
80, Segremdes 36,2003 - A¥RRaviv TTerra Wisedasnr alongy ot Four catuchunents:
) Ty \L 208 - Lexter requesting discoveny . Low, ;
B}%bpmgu 7,303 - Lerter, dorsments Wiy Frowe discoveny Lpq-;
&) Avapst 21, 2003 - (Deke Stuumped. norone g ” Procedwies For mw@ﬁ
Crime Seone Phrorws cundfor Aowpeay Rloctod.f po.
A) Ty 30,300 - Protocopy ¥ disoveny envelope, L g
Wk the tharee goag a¥lillavis oundl Tour attuchments = 7 pas.

There ase HX C;"*o)*w0> ‘otol Pees enctose '\0"‘"\'\—'\’\;"‘3
e

Pu%e, ;l o? 7



(/V(% Compulinr  caghwey Scorr Poelnsen. | Bay . (\>-DE-L-\02a)
reqpeding muy \eapl (&-\‘ELOMG—I\S cw0s Qiswsssed Voo Ms OMice Sor Tulore
o SOowAY oo LoNweul request Yor retan Lol e 30 &a;? allored
¥ See: Bnclotines . and Q. R N N R veqursk | cendl
Py Trake 3o 4o sag, T dud drop % e wny \«‘&\W*\GVQ waoNoor

ﬁr\eﬁ\u) Rot comarderaion T'm_ Encovuteing, Yrotems Lsain v~y

oW\ \e%a.\ andl oder. — &A.ugs WSy /-«v&s@\omL M;.;\ , NovoRzZad ow_
reRosal | OU'\:G}?\\\N)S wad Yooy opemed ondl for cenepred | &kw. T
Not opiny Wi Wrak Were | and, T fecopize. Wi o§§‘\oe.'s Rswissal  ob
\3-DE- L-1031.
Lohar Tix vow 08desy The Sogame Cone CRue Ovsirans
Coomse\ ‘o do |

To deal g(,\M WA e \emueS O WAcowdudks om&— “\"""9"“1% & o\l
televant aundl savdwede axtomed > W Souda Cardina D@mmw\— ot
Covrections, onde W COV“?&?G»J»&MQ, Review Committee .\\% Coemera\ Coumsel /
The Govila Cardinas Avtumed Genends OWiee, ande ey ol avtormens
o.?p\\\ca)o\L, a.ccor&\w) o e Tolest extens N '\'\ﬂbw. Qu&ulﬁmb ‘o the
Focks and- Sop@w‘w\% docormentariow. ande eidence. T wow o¥rer’

LT o divecs | 5.¢.Cou oF Appeals , o represemwede wuy %&kw, =
oppelute case no. ! AOWX 207553 Tanta\ woas Tiledl w Dol 203 . To date,
we locen el 135 days wide no oried Bl lou respondenr.

2 Reding comsplacyy cunde agends \arcead chargs exisr agaimer we/ ave

covrenk ns Adersia Covary o Hais Siuie,
tPch&L ’3 o} 7




3 T apve xeskmony ek o Sadesane v Demnd Weainay | Novewdoe 17, 20il,
Ardersa Coviy andl drar testimony e Voo arbenily delered Srow
Al recordn (T e grotsagugins & wagd® o stamd., ¥k o
Lo 6@24\1»«:4'5 andl cler proct Elrodde Ao need W)
T v lligentyy soeer o dotdin oy el dicoveny Ao
Scort Rdomson Baq, | pertaiving 4o L, 2. amd. 3. cdove, The dise-
Overy s Neowe MUS asvesk | mdictmenrs al | ere. e Andemons Coon-
Y, 5.8 beweens Octdoer 38 3oL andl Semvany A7, 20k,
D: Moy B regqpest Yor sande dscoveny Tl ojeMeds e resgonse.
¥ Seet Enclosores 3. oind U, |
L. T ardved. e ox Liddoer cvde T Lo 1 Mt wacsilvoowee. ow_ A;aw
\Q, 203 to recave &, Ar Wis Hime Yee Qiscovery was seizedl
ws Epkiveray onde et §0 Do (’,ouﬁ\xw Ve gartmente X Cotteckions
(*scoc) Conespondlene Roviews Commartee (1 CRCY) Yo revners’ cundl
Censordnig. hn bl 0OC Form L0 Ls Seur 0w dre next
Qe ¥see : Bunclosure. 5.
Z Thee, Yo, Vorion arvormens become et | ottuckede, and
Occovntalde.
8. Pecavions cnde oxtenpts Yo mMiniwize Mo,s el Ondgrtuieen
oy gl WM g By e b 6 iy legel el
e/«’Sun.)S/aH-x\Ab-g; ¥ Cee t Bndosues 6. cundl 7.

P&c’z\b L{ o? 7




L Theoy were olso underaven by oy Samdly #5ee * Erdosres €. - |3,
10. My, Nl dsconeny wos consored | wadd, edved reduked. cundifor
Viewed frevtenedl a5 N come QudcaRon. Not oprodmeda GO ‘L‘*&'
re-texuewingy to Lidoer o Oeidoer 23,3003 ¥ Seet Enclosure M

1L Upow nspearion m&\f,ww\g 'S oo \f\c,ew\u) c&veou&a»&e&iw&
(e o sl masemaster e pups e vl andl sora andl
W s wlstied Rocomens | Rupers | Prowarught | etcekerm.

12 Tie bea diligeak 0 ramedy drese wrakkers ¥ See t Bnclosores trsf. -7,
13. Mo, Toter s otemprdl looy olver means M Shamn herdh $C0C,
CRC | ande o (o stoppeldl respondling wo Wina O3tet N refhay \'ax.s
Clacs Flodam on Seqesdoes 17,3003, e s owever Pordrcondua woivhe
aXdenics and odrer sopportiea Socumentaton..,

15, Otver “wamokes o w\w{me& Wi Qiscovenn, oeind - Contiscatedl uv\cﬂcr
Do apise ot “publicason censordagt ow\u) ‘o \nose wNormastow. waW.aL
-\—\Q& coude help cppead o Forts | 6§w\ku-ue,w5\~3 e Wedormeakivu_ rM
orany bnone never beoa Javadeaedl | cude Qw,\\kchws\us\ ‘o e ‘)msuu'r\%\«,,
Kowrneny Generals Ol , ounde \aeps Hooma Wn_ rinow Ksee i Enclosure 30
(There are AN d‘*\&wﬂs , docomeniarion | papers be’“’“ﬂ collected bg others

ase, 0 shau dhin g aw O»\%omg pruckce. 5\3 Scoc/#lwr CLHcMefjs)

Poge S8 7 |




6. K_Wi-elsl xo.m\\e,s/\' u&s tegeaAl S s\/\ow\wcs these Mhovxs Q«\e/k

Coskoms  to ‘o w\«&&s@&o—& cund- ?iubww \005 SCOC andl Hhneic tl\'*of"ﬂ*’—by.
|

iz MS km\.‘&s veseatas \s W\‘Lw% WMo same_ as tw 6.

18, LW el cdducdonc Yo Rloodl dhse 0¥, Loival e xw\m ‘av‘oL

|

\ct.rose/ resdvs %w\'\w., ?‘»\&més & \G. condd 7., L ask u\)\mwr
Snode e c&owa, U\)\‘C\/\, \—\«0.%? Send Yen o \30\&7 T ({)Lpa.r-

fweakr o8 -Sosv\oe,7

9. Go\v\o) Q‘\'tu:\g\/\\' Yo the Weoart o twe \e%o.:\ s%«em A oul*‘;s‘radr&

{

M/ ?°\°\"c’ Setek ‘\‘\,{/ \wauds madie \o\,s \-\,y,e, cv)e,s{-\owmo\e, ()fuc,\-\ces
10. T demands, vapeccecsaN paperwerlc | Live s Comwﬂ&mé

%o%%s GO Loutts, %m&s WMwaave s appuu\é / OQLEU\“S P Craoedar

eXNecks o‘?, Wk thew Tawmlies’ &'wes' e, e ?o\ohc,. l

2\99\\% ou
Srow e | wove public., ‘

Mo Loode o OWie wor o Wi g \vwc,sﬁ%o&-ww nto \-\Mélﬂ-/

Madeis Yo dve Q/V\L\ose& M o W\DJAL,\ %P‘\‘\A(,cvm‘\w% c&oco‘v‘«LMrS
e’
QN’\&"MLL', & o shoo how  commen and_ ‘;m‘~veac&\lw<3 A\r\egé_
\)muices o, | | | :
%
0, ‘ ]u) i wud;&» ashv. Mais OVR\% o 5&;0»&() uw&L t&\—\»\«_wc.&a.

evclosed. . T aue onable +o ponide o Courresay Copay For o o
|
Skuwv(), enad. L Q\?o\oty% Tor *\f\ck\', | 2

!
!

PM'BQ" © ot 7 |



i
|
i
|
i

A \f\é.rdovb \\Lc\/u%\' Mrax \'\/\\s OR\LQ/ (.Lvuj\ X ?ossx\o\,{, T\h{, % C.
Coms:,\o\,\, Gue L‘J..wsse/( Cc»\r&%’? ‘o \wwsﬁcsu}t Hhese vv\aHUS

M\’S Qowes: oF -irtomen | Wandam M. Sheares L\O\ %a\u&‘koo?gv‘*ﬂ—bcv
Ul ‘5\7 Le,\(,m?)%om S .. 4‘1672) Coval 5“3,\,,00«&(’, wspw&— a»\&
wx.g\'wa) \oawatol e w»us o, She \o\s Qerses «-\»c, ‘)ra\o\zws 1

encouaie Lot AL M waoi\,

g/ : Y/ e — / —-’i
Movdew ©. \Po\\\o Sc0C % UG0S
Laeboes Comtt Tumor,  Ooni Ezhs\‘o R-Gk
P O. Buy. 3—05

Page 2ot 7 |



The Supreme Court of South Carolina
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL '

|
|
i
!
|

Lesley M. Coggiola Post Office Box 12159

Disciplinary'Counsel Columbi;, South Carolina- 29211
William C. Campbell Telephone: (803) 734-ﬁ038

Assistant Disciplinary Counsel Fax: (803) 734-1964;
!
October 2, 2013

PERSONAL & CONFIDENTIAL

Matthew B. Fullbright #349468 .
Lieber Correctional Institution i
Post Office Box 205 !
Ridgeville, SC 29472

Re: Lawyer: Scott David Robinson, Esquire
Case Number: 13-DE-L-1039

Dear Fullbright:

This office has conducted an investigation concerning the allegations of Ia]wyer
misconduct raised in the complaint you filed in connection’ with the above-referenced
matter. This investigation focused on those grounds for misconduct set out in the Rules
for Lawyer Disciplinary Enforcement (RLDE), Rule 413, SCACR, adopted by the
Supreme Court of South Carolina. [

This office is not authorized to give advice concerning a legal dispute or dea!ings
with a lawyer; nor is it empowered to intervene in a case. We cannot seek to cause
things to be done by a lawyer on behalf of a complainant; nor can we seek to change
the outcome of a case. Instead, this office deals solely with issues of misconduct or
incapacity related to lawyers under these rules. We do so to preserve institutional
values of the legal system in South Carolina for the benefit of the public as a whole; not
to obtain individual benefit for a complainant. ‘

The provisions of RLDE do not apply to legal matters related to whether or, not
the outcome of a dispute was fair or to errors of law or judgment that might have bleen
made by a lawyer or judge. These are legal matters, which can only be addressed at
trial or on appeal using appropriate procedures.




Matthew B. Fullbright
October 2, 2013 : !
Page Two ;

i

In your letter of complaint, you allege that Scott David Robinson, Esquire failed to
give you a copy of your case file. As a result of your letter, this office conduct;ed an
investigation to ascertain if Mr. Robinson’s conduct violated the Rules of Professional
Conduct and the RLDE.

|
From our investigation, this office has determined that there is no eviderilce of
any such lawyer misconduct on the part of Mr. Robinson arising out of the events
mentioned in your complaint and that further investigation would not likely revez:al any
such evidence. |

Accordingly, you are hereby notified of the intent of this office to dismiss your
complaint pursuant to the provisions of Rule 19(d)(1) of RLDE. You may seek a review
of this decision by an investigative panel of the Commission on Lawyer Conduct by; filing
a written request, which must be received in this office no later than November 1, 2013,
If you request a panel review, the lawyer will be given an opportunity to respond.| Your
request and the lawyer's response, if any, will be considered at the next investigative
panel meeting. You will then be notified of the panel's decision. Feel free to contact
me if you have any questions regarding this process.

WCC/

cc:  Scott David Robinson, Esquire
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The Supreme Court of South Caroling
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL

RERI

)

Lesley M. Coggiola Post Office Box 12159

Disciplinary Counsel Columbia, South CarolinaA 29211

William C. Campbell Telephone: (803) 734-2038
Assistant Disciplinary Counsel Fax: (803) 734-1964

November 5, 2013
PERSONAL & CONFIDENTIAL

Matthew B. Fullbright #349468
Lieber Correctional Institution
Post Office Box 205
Ridgeville, SC 29472

Re: Lawyer: Scott David Robinson, Esquire
Case Number: 13-DE-L-1039

Dear Fullbright:

This office previously informed you of its intent to dismiss the complaint you filed
in connection with the above-referenced matter. You were given thirty days to submit
your written request for a review of that decision. No request was received from you.

-Accordingly, the complaint in this matter is dismissed pursuant to the provisions of|Rule
19(d)(1) of RLDE. As required by these rules, a copy of this letter is being sent to Mr.
Robinson as notice of the dismissal of this complaint.

Sinc/eell)://)
s

/William C.Ca

WCC/

CC: Scott David Robinson, Esquire




Scott D. Robinson, Esqg.

101 Lavinia Ave,

Greenville, S.C. 29601

Re: Discovery, Matter of Haddock, Case No. 2010-GS-04-00069/00072

Date: 11 July 2013

Mr.Robinson:
This is the fourth letter from myself, personally, requesting that you send me
my casefile, workfile, and all discovery in your possession, pertaining to State
v. Matthew Fullbright, in which you represented me. -

I have sent this letter to you certified mail. You have signed for this implora-
tion on my behalf,

I knowingly,voluntarily, and intelligently, now waive my attorney/client privil-
edge and confidentiality for the sole purpose of allowing and authorizing yo
to release and send to me my entitled casefile, workfile, and all disoovery,
to include but not limited to the following:

1. The entire casefile, personal notes, correspondence between yourself and all
parties involved;

2, The entire workfile, including all preparatory notes for the Jackson v. Denno
hearing and the trial, and notice of appeal documentation, and all worktime logs

and hours worked;
3. Allnotesanddocmmts pertaining to the Jackson v. Denmhearingheldon

17 November 2011;

4. All notes and documents pertaining to the trial held on 23-27 January 2012
5. All juror notes, eight total;

6. All forensic tests, forensic results, and SLED documents;

7. All Anderson County Detention_ Center(ACDC) medical files and documents;

8. All pathologist's reports and diagrams;

9. All autopsy reports and documents;

10. All warrants, search, arrest, etc.;

11. All indictments and applicaple documents;

12. All reports, documents, files, etc., pertaining to questionable document
expert Marvin Dawson;

13. All phone records;
14. All maps and applicable papers and documents;

15. All EMS reports, documents, papers, etc., pertaining to Mark Henderson, et
al;
16. All evidence logs, items seized, etc.;

Page 1 of 2




17. All NCIC reports, documents, papers, etc.;

18. All call logs;

19. All statements;

20. All bank records;

21. All crime scene logs;

22. All officer's notes with applicable reports, documents, papers, etc.;
23, All bocking reports;

24. All post mordem reports;

25. All incident reports with applicable reports, documents, papers, etc.;
26. All state's discovery responses; :

27. All expert witness reports, documents, papers, etc.;

28. All charts, diagrams, drawings, etc.;

29. All exhibits;

30. All reports, documents, papers, etc., pertaining to your repesentation invol-

ving my case, hearing, trial, etc.;
31. All lead sheets;
- 32, Everything pertaining to your represenation,

I ask this accorging to the Matter of Haddock 321 SE2d 601 SC (1984).

Your office has received no less than ten requests for my casefile, workfile
and discovery from my family and myself, We are informed each time that you are
busy and will return the call but you never have, :

A copy of this request is being sent tothe SC Commission on Lawyer Conduct, Tpe
SC bar, my appellate attorney, the Anderson County Clerk of Court, as well as
my family and file. Fortunately, I keep exellent records, and as such, every ‘
single paper that was in my discovery (which was kept by ACDC upon my transfer
to SCDC, and has since disappeared), was recorded.

Please include a checklist along with your reply to ensure that all discovery
is includ )

Lieber Corr. Inst., Dorm: Ashley-B-49
P.O. Box 205
Ridgeville, SC 29472

cc: SC Cammission on Lawyer Conduct;
SC Bar Association;
Susan Hackett, Esq., Appellate Counsel;
Clerk of Court, Anderson County;
The Fullbright Family.

Paga 2 of 2




SCOoTT D. ROBINSON LAW FIRM, LLC
ATTORNEY AT LAW

August 15,2013

Matthew B. Fullbright/SCDC #349468
Lieber Correctional Institution

Dorm: Ashley-B-49

P.O. Box 203

Ridgeville, SC 29472

Dear Matthew:
['hope you are doing well under the circumstances.

Enclosed please find another'copy of your tile. We keep closed files offsite and
herefore your file had to be ordered, copied and then mailed to you.

You mention in your letter that my office *has received no less than ten requests
for my case file, work file und discovery from my family and myself.” I met with your
father and stepmother 1{one) time in my otfice after your trial in which we discussed the
appellate process, the SC Oftice of Indigent Defense and The SC Office of Appellate
Detfense. To my knowledge they have not atiempted to contact me in any form since that
meeting. ‘

As to you requesting vour case file, my office sent you discovery on 11/30/11 and
12/19/11. Talso gave you copies, a second time, of everything we had before your trial
during our numerous visitations at the Anderson County Detention Center and during
your trial in January of 2012.

I'wish you the best and good luck to you.

seott D. Robinson, B3

SDOR/bdr

ENCLOSURE

9 EAST AVENUE, GREENVILLE, SC 29601
P.O. BOX 10042, FEDERAL STATION, GREENVILLE, SC 29803 .
PHONE: (864) 271-6940 + FAX: (864) 271-6941 » EMAIL: SCOTTDROBINSONQ@BELLSOUTH.NET



DIVISION OF INMATE SERVICES ‘!
1

NOTICE TO WITHHOLD INCOMING/OUTGOING CORRESPONDENCE
AND
DISPOSITION OF CORRESPONDENCE

INMATE NAME: SCDC#: DATE:

Mattbecs Bl 10K Higuet 200 9002

EZ/ This notice is to advise X(\u that u\ha‘ve\r ceived/a(tempted to send \ .
correspondence to/from /{0y &“U‘\%\’\T\(ﬂ\ LA, AARE TR Y .)@Ui\\,
which contajned COQ L Yeeen ok N Bl amen Thar S oW Laaby
reexa Lt o e e Paedeacagh Pee SCRT Vel eq oW %
Leaal Mal Lolheh Ceataln® FoNe “Seen e Wane bobie Ao the RO
This is deemed questiénab\fe and requires further review by the Correspb‘nden‘cc \._-.\\
Review Committee (CRC) pursuant to SCDC Policy PS-10.08, “Inmate WEL TEL
Correspondence Privileges.” The Committee has 60 days (excluding weekends and ’
holidays) to advise you of the decision.

DISPOSITION:

[ 1 This notice is to advise you that the Correspondence 'Review Committee (CRC) has
reviewed and disapproved the following correspondence:

—— The correspondence is being returned to sender at your expense hy using
Form 10-14, "Agreement to Debit E. H. Cooper Account." (Attached)

" ——  There are insutficient funds in your E.H. Cooper Trust Account to cover the
cost ot returning this correspondence. You have 30 days to advise the
Muilroom of available funds or provide a pre-paid envelope. If funds are not
available, the correspondence will be disposed of pursuant to SCDC Policy
OP-22.03, "Authorized Inmate Property and Disposition of Unauthorized
Propertv.”

o

H
LSS f\;rj

Postal Dire%tor/Staff/Dcsignce

<

1

By
N2 WL Y

Institution

White - [nmate
(Canary -~ Matroom
Pink ~ CRC/Sender/Property Control

SCDC Form 0.6 Jiaauvary 2003)




~ M
SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF : CORRECTIONS

A INMATE GRIEVANCE . FORM I
STEP 1 ;, Odd/ Eérlyfl% y
INMATE NAME;LM&Q g E)l“ﬂﬁ%\/\.ﬁ" g;lsz?ngefgdm
SCDC NUMBER: _ 34946 & gO“CVH
) _ _ : isc. Hear.
INSTITUTION: _Liekes Corteettonel Tngeituson | Clase.
HOUSNG N Adea -8, | e ST
WORK ASS]GNMENTS_&LL%&MM Sl "{/31/(3 here G&Lfiebd‘. L/ :‘\ \h
: . Q

My §}-§0T§Eve(;’-§1!E—zvcﬁ‘nNgr%ﬁd‘é‘&%%%?"t§%°o'k€"dagffiﬁéggdg}%'{\szggca?"figggec‘fhf.h Mailroom of 8/19/13.

The entire discovery was seized by mailroom emloyee, Ms.Bryant. She informed me that the disoo-
very would be sent to the Correspondence Review Cammittee(CRC) at scpc Headquarters for censo-
rship and editing. That discovery is pertinent to my appeal process at this immediate time.

I have several conflicts of recard, various meritorious. issues, and other appeal/court issues

and matters that are intimately involved with said discovery, some are time sensitive. T am

of this grievance, aAs the SCDC General Counsel's Office and!CRC are under the Attorney . Gener-
gl's Office(AGO) I cannot disclose specific legal issues or matters. I have not waived any
rights, especially attorney/client privilege. My attorney's{and therefore mine) workfile/casef-
ile has been compramised and edited by my legal adversary.' I also have sworn affidavits that
Ms.Bryant mishandled the discovery, dropping papers from it, refusing to pick then‘ up, and
refusing to tape the box back up at my request, etc, ’

ACTION REQUESTED: That a coversheet/itemized checklist, inoludin how many phges total
(in number) hage been left in the discovery, and how many pages total(gi;n number)), ggg:sbeen
removed(taken), he prepared by the CRC and AGD and sent back along with the disoov'ery. That
I be allowed to verify the contents of the discovery upon re-arrival, befare I sign for it
(thus accepting it uncontested) and that the appropriate parties be present from tl:1e CRC ard

Counsel's Office 3 1 Che AQQ nened ! Q3 = acy
: NT:By speak-
SR R0 N PESTRAL FESOUTION vt T o e

the disqovery, However, NbBryant,who was within
earshot, entered the office and said the discovery had
to be confiscated, and thus it was.

ACTION TAKEN BY IGC:

.You have failed to attached the answered Request to Staff Form regardin;g‘your informal resolution attempt on this
Issue as is required in GA-01.12 Inmate Grievance Procedures. You may re-file on a new grievance form within 5
days (due by SEPTEMBER 06, 2013) providing the required answered Request to Staff Form or within |5 days of

shall include all grievances that are returned unprocessed. After the five (5) grievances have been accé:pted; all
others will be returned unprocessed except disciplinary and classification hearings. This does include' refiles if

the 5 grievance limit has been reached. ‘ ' l'/"" ) 7,'1 / . .
: J - £~
¢/ / 7S 3(2// 5
ICCSignafure! ©~ | Date
D l'accept the action taken by the IGC and consider the matter closed. , . /:' ,
Ej.l.l do not accept the action taken and wish to appeal. ‘ u?_; /,"J,.
~ Grievant Signature Date

. SCDC 105 (Rev. Movember 1997) '
s IR i A S (CONTINUED ON REVERSE SIDE}




A oceY

= OUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS REFILE-1CI 25813 (

ISy, 1//;/!/) INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM Due: 09/06/13 .-
= STEP 1 Office Use OI l! . l‘)“ [
: Grievance No. : : .
INMATE NAME: Fullbright, Matthew Code: Goneral stk o™
SCDC NUMBER: 349468 Policy |
INSTITUTION: Lieber Correctional Institution 8‘:;““’-—
HOUSING UNIT: AB-49 Date Received z}ﬁ
IGC Initials 27 1)

WORK ASSIGNMENTSeekj_D__cLemoloyment sioce 4/30/13 20T 95 g

STATE GRIEVANCE(includedocumentation, and date of incident; if SCDC Policy, indicate which policy) EMERGENCY GRIEVANC
53CDC policy Ga-01.12 § 14.1 states: "an emergency grievance will enéompass,
but is not limited to, siuations, actions, or conditions in which any person's
health, safety, or welfare is threatened or in serious danger. It is the
responsibility of the grievant to demonstrate the factors creating the subst-

antial risk of personal injury or other serious angd irreparable harm. The
Institutional IGC will fax a copy of the grievance to the Chief/Desilgnee
I.G.Branch to determine if a substantial risk or serious harm is pre'sent
-and warrants the grievance being processed as an "emergency.""
Allow me to demonstrate those factors: Here is my emphasis added of |the
abova-"AN EMERGENCY...IS NOT LIMITED TO...SITUATIONS, ACTIONS, OR CONDI-

TIONS IN WHICH ANY PERSON'S...WELFARE IS THREATENED OR IN SERIOUS DeANGEJR...
OF...IRREPARABLE HARM., Definition of welfare: "the state of faring| or
doing well; the State or condition in regard to well-being. The definition
of_irrasgaraple: Tapossinle to make good, undo, repiaror *SEE A¢TaTohpnx

ACTION REQUESTED:
~Same as on the initial attatched LCI-1258-13, and also the further requested
action on the one pPage attached re-file of the same.

- SPECIFY HOW AND WPigElN éliigm%L &ECSIO_L‘I{IS'IBQI}JWAS ATTEMPTED BYGRIEVANT:

s4ame as on the init

ACTION TAKEN BY IGC:

gL - S
G o t P - s a
[GC Signature Date
D laccept the action taken by the IGC and consider the matter closed. .
] 1do not accept the action taken and wish to appeal. L
SIEC 105 (Rew Hovemrer 10971 ' Grievant Signature Date

{CONTINUED ON REVERSE SIDE)




NUATT oy

reumedy. La2gal discovery, sensitive legal information, my case file and
work file, all regarding Anderson County indictment Nos.: 2010—GS—O§—00068
through 00073, that may never have been privy to the SC Attorney Geperal's
Office (AGO), is now under REVIEW by the SCDC Office of General Counsel,
Correspondence Review Committee (CRC), a branch of the AGO. My entitled
US Constitutional and scC Constitutional (Const.) protected legal mail/ disco-
very should never have been 1)seized, 2)taken out of my presence, %)to
be subjected to REVIEW and CENSORSHIP, 4) by my legal adversary, 5)violating
many of my FEDERAL and STATE constitutional rights, etc.
Re: Informal resolution attempt- .
An emergency grievance requires no informal resolution (IR) or elsel|it would
negate the factor of emergency. Also, the requirement of IR via rquest
form to "prove" an IR 'is moot in this specific case as I tried to resolve
this whole issue in the Major's office, with Major Nettles, Captain Sheppard,
Lt.McGhee, and L.Bryant all present, within 10 minutes of the seizing of
the discovery, well @stablishing aan IR.
This discovery is almost certain to return before any non-emergency|grievance
procedure can get under way, what with all of the time consuming fo¥malities.
With this grievance I am attempting to have safeqguards and precauti?ns
set in place when the discovery re-returns to Lieber from the CRC, yhich
will ‘help insure that the complete discovery is accounted for and that no
pertinent papers are missing. This matter should be taken seriously|by SCDC.
The discovery should hava been opened in a controlled environment iq the
first place, and not with me standing outside of the mail room where I can't
possibly go through the over 1000-2000 pages or so. .
This is all amplified by,because parts of this same discovery (in cht my
whole legal box) was stolen/went missing as a result of my cell being purpos-
2fully left open, as the SCDC is well aware (see attatched EMERGENCY GRIEVA-
NCE to Ann Hallman; Officer Lineberry's Incident Report; and also pend-
ing grievance: LEECI-0464-13 at step 2 level [not attatched]).
I have also attatched the 10-6 form filled out by L.Bryant and also |the
affidavit of Levern McCrea, which further shows the mishandling of the disc-
overy and the need to take steps to ensure that no further damage is sust-
ained,
FURTHER ACTION REQUESTED: In addition to the initial grievance, LCI-1258~
13 (attatched), I also request to know all applicable FERERAL and STATE
laws, statutes, etc., and also all scDC Policy that governs the seizing
and editing of my. legal mail/discovery.
Also that T be allowed to sign this grievance in person, as the attatched
initial does not bear my signature as I was never afforded an opportunity
to sign.
It this EMERGENCY GRIEVANCE is not properly processed I will consider it

the agency's final decision regarding this grievance.
| p ¢ ﬁubkmhw%g 7§%_Cﬂ,wﬁuh&{9«§uuqfi{pﬁ«;f
T >, — ! Led -1259 -3 A) Wit owe PHye abtadament B) (alhia
Hatthew éfilbrﬁ}///f’fggc 7349468 LEL1ESE Y HEMERGENCY CREVAME to [hon -
~maa Row 1fdf1] S) 0% Li'\c)oarrLj'S Tncidame Repurt
Frowa /25 /('S 606 Torve Srowm L.grnsuwl— ek 7)
A®dasic Traa Lovera, Melora

v Ful\bn‘cjw Famly
.G Casrro® hypelds | Glate B Count .
i")&“"'hk S\reu_;t-’"
CRC> '
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ceneral Counsel of sopo
4444 Groad Wver .
Columbia, 5.C. 29221

(Matthew) scDC #349468; Indictment Nos
Appellate Case wo. 2012-207553; Legal

Re:Inmate #atthew Fullbright

GS-04_00068 through 00073;

Dear Appropriate Person/ Correspondence Review Committee:

2013 at Liber Correctional In

I am Matthew's father. On August 19, |
discovery he has been awaitin

ion(LCI), Matthew recieved his legal
his trial attorney Scott Robinson. This discove
room employee L. Bryant and sent to SCDC"s Office of General Couni
Correspondence Review Committee(CRC) for censorship and editing. M
has had issues with scpcC's negligence of this same discovery in th
Matthew has aquired several affidavits and witnesses present on 8/
that admit L. Bryant was negligent and irresponsible in regards to
ing Matthew's discovery. She dropped papers from it, refusing to
them up and also refused to tape the box back up in which the disc
camne.,
and myself request that the tollowing be 4

very is comlete(as the entire discovery is
ate appeal and possible future appeal):

My wife Kathy, Matthew,
to ensure that the disco
ant to Matthew's immedi

1) That the CRC provide in print/ on paper exactly how many vages
in number have been removed and how many pages total in number hav
been rewmoved, and that this be sent along back with the discovary

it_is sent back from the CRC;

LCI staff be present(w
re-arrival);

2) That SCDC General Counsel/CRC personnel,
the discovery is signed for by Matthew upon

3) That Matthew be afforded the time necessary to inspect the disc

. 2010-
Discovery

stitut-
g fram

. 74"
ry was seized by mail-

el/
atthew
e past
19/13
handl-
pick
overy

one
import~

total
? not
when

hen

overy

when it arrives from the CRC, to ensure that it is complete and th
2verything is accounted for(as he has a legal right to) before bei
required to sign for it, thus accepting the discovery without any

ion.

We are asking that you provide us with

govern the confiscation and censorship of Matthew's discovery. add
lly, which SCDC policy(ies) govern as well,

We reguest that this letter is

along with your reply letter.

Respectfully requested,

151 oy N Pocortte, f-.

Marshall H. Fullbright/
106 Dogwood Dr.
3elton, S.C. 29627

Clerk of Court, S.C. Court of Appeals;
Warden icFadden, LCI;

Scott D. Robinson, Esq.;

Matthew Fullbright;

File,

cC:

the FEDERAL and STATE laws «

clocked/stamped and a copy of is sen

?t
qg
content-~

hich

itiona-

t




IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
CERTIFICATE )OF SERVICE

Appellate Case No. 2012-207553

I hereby certify that a copy of the one page enclosed letter addressed
to The SCDC Office of General Counsel was sent to the following peoples/
places, on this date, by placing a copy of the same via mail to hils/her
last known address as follows:

1) Clerk of Court, S.C. Court of Appeals, P.0.Box 11629, Columbia,sS.C.
29211

2) Scott D. Robinson Esg., 101 Lavinia Ave., Greenville, S.C. 2960]

3) Warden McFadden, Lieber Corr. Inst., P.O0.Box 205, Ridgeville, S|.C.
29472

4) Matthew Fullbright scpc #349468, Lieber Corr. Inst. Dorm:A-B-49),
P.0.Box 205 Ridgeville, S.C. 29472 .

o4

<

All sent out on this day of September, 2013.

/S/%W/i/w

Marshall H. Fullbrigh£;>
106 Dogwood Dr. :
Belton, S.C. 29627




Javid M. Tatarsky, Attorney
+444 Broad River 2d.
Columbia, S.C. 29221

Re:Inmate Matthew Fullbright(#Matthew) scpC #349468; Indictment Nos!20710-

GS5-04_00068 through 00073; Appellant Case No. 2012-207553, Legal Diécpweg;g

Dear Mr. Tatarsky: R

e

My name is Marshall Fullbright, I am Mattew's father. My wife %;gg?ﬁéHBJUIﬂSEl
I are writing this letter to as a follow up.
On August 19, 2013, at Liber Correctional Institution, mail room employee
L. Bryant seized Matthew's legal discovery he has been anticipatiné from
his trial attorney, Scott Robinson. L. Bryant sent the discovery to SCDC's
Office of General Counsel Correspondence Review Committee for editing
and censorship.
We want to know exactly which FEDERAL and STATE laws govern the confiscat-
ion and censorship of Matthew's discovery.
Additionally, we also want to know which scDC policy(ies) govern this

as well.

Please send a clocked/stamped copy of this along with YQur reply

letter. We need a speedy answer to this inguiry.

This is the second time SCDC has allowed the taking of Matthew's entitled
discovery. The first was on January 25, 2013 which he has a pending |step

2 grievance.
Respectfully requested, Plecse 0¥i>G¢MA‘u.¢oP oy s

VERLE Npa g réf?’\ﬁ lerier i Mattbers
/s/ W%/ g&{/z/}y Follhrauwwtr ab Licbec T (seu-.,.,-ﬂ‘c-.-Lw_)
Marshall H. Fullbrigh#” _ . )

106 Dogwood Dr.
Belton, S.C. 29627

cc: Clerk of Court, S.C. Court of Appeals;

Scott D. Robinson, Esq.;

Warden McFadden, Lieber Correctional Institution;
ilatthew Fullbright;
rFile, '




L THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Appellate Case No. 2012-207553

I hereby certify that a copy of the enclosed one page letter tp David.
Tatarsky was sent to the following peoples/places, on this date, by placing
a copy of the same via mail to his/her last known address as follows:

é!c?l§§51?£ Court, S.C. Court of Appeals, P.0.Box 11629, Columbia,

2) Scott D. Robinso Esq., 101 Lavinia Ave., Greenville, S.C. 29601

3) Warden McFadden, Lieber Corr. Inst., P.P.Box 205, Ridgeville, s!
29472 ,

4) Matthew Fullbright SscpC #349468, Lieber Corr. Inst., Dorm:A-B-49
P.O0.Box 205, Ridgeville, S.C. 29472

< 4
All sent out this é; ' day of September, 2013.

/57}/&«/)////4{ W
Marshall H. Fullbrighfﬁjk’

106 Dogwood Dr.
Belton, S.C. 29627

’




"South Carolinai; -
- Department of

NIKKE ROHALEY. Governor
WILEIAM ROBY ARS. IR Dircctor

Corrections

September 17, 2013

Marshall H. Fullbright
106 Dogwood Dr.
Behon, SC 29627

Re: Corrcxpon(lumc dated September 9, 2013
Regarding [nmate Matthew Fullbright #349468

Dear Mr. Fullbright:

The allegations contained regarding the mishandling of Mr. Fullbright’s mail have
been investigated, but they could not be substantiated. The materials are being reviewe
by the CRC in compliance with SCDC policy. and they will be provided to Mr. Fullbright
onee sensitive personal information. such as Social Security numbers are redacted.

Sincerely,

Christopher Florian
Deputy General Counsel

Ce: Inmate Matthew F ulllm”ht #349408
Marta Leggins

P.O. Box 21787 - 4444 Broad River Road - Columbia, SC 202211787 - Tekephone (803) 896-8333




Wanda M. Shearer

101 Saluda Pointe Drive
Unit 517

Lexington, SC 29072

September 27, 2013

Mr. David Tatarsky, Attorney

SCDC/Office of General Counsel

4444 Broad River Road

Columbia, SC 29221

Re: Confidential Information, Matthew B, Fullbright, SCDC# 349468, Legal Discovery
Dear Mr. Tatarsky

I am writing to you today concerning Matthew Fullbrights’ legal discovery that was seized by the

mailroom clerk (L. Bryant) at Lieber Correctional Institution on August 19, 2013. | was informed by

Matthew that his legal discovery was sent to SCDC headquarters to the correspondence review
committee. T

It has come to my attention recently that my personal information is within his legal discovery. 1amin

need of answers concerning this new found information. What are you, the SCDC doing with my
personal information? in other words, what capacity are you using my personal information? Is t
5CDC copying my information, using it in any capacity, and who all has had access to my informati
since the legal discovery was seized at Lieber Correctional Institution.

I want to know the exact laws that are governing these issues:

1. Why was Mr. Fullbrights’ legal discovery taken and turned aver to SCDC for review?
2. Isit being censored, and if so, why and what constitutes in law, SCDC, State, and Federai t
gives that right? ‘

he
on

hat

3. What is happening with my personal information, who has had possession, why and what

access to that personal information is needed by SCDC entities.
4. What assurance do | have in your agency and any person(s) looking at my personal inform
to safeguard and keep safe and confidential.

ation

While you are in possession of this letter, Warden McFadden at Lieber Correctional has also received a

letter from me concerning this same issue. As | have requested written policy(s), law(s) and dates'

are placed in effect within your system, | am requesting the same information from you in writing

they
asto

the precise_ and detailed information as to the legal discovery seized from Lieber and submitted to SCDC,

what is happening to get Mr. Fulibrights’ complete legal discovery returned to him for his inspecti
its full contents so he may perfect his criminal appeal, and what is and who is looking, using, and
obtaining personal information concerning myseif?

on of

As with Warden Mcfadden, | am in need of your help in answers to these questions. You will havsi ten
(10) days to respond to me in writing concerning these issues, before | feel | am compelled to contact

Jppropriate authorities.




| appreciate your timely response to my letter.

Sincerely
\ — -
ikC,‘c]:\[ﬁg Th (\glec.:w’]

Wanda M. Shearer




Wanda M. Shearer

101 Saluda Pointe Drive
Unit 517

Lexington, SC 29072

September 27, 2013

Mr. Joseph McFadden

Warden, Lieber Correctional Institution
PO Box 205

Ridgeville, SC 29472

RE: Confidential Information, Matthew B Fullbright SCDC # 349468, Legal Discovery
Dear Mr. McFadden

I'am writing you today concerning information that has been brought to my attention concerning'an
inmate at your facility, named Matthew B. Fullbright, SCDC #349468, housed in Ashley -B- 49,

On August 19, 2013, Mr. Fullbrights’ legal discovery was seized by a person named L. Bryant who works
for your mailroom at Lieber Correctional. | would like to know what SCDC policy governs the seizing and
review of an inmates’ legal discovery. My personal information is in that legal discovery. This has|been
brought to my attention and | would like to know who, why, and what policy governs that my personal
information is being put at risk, questioned, and reviewed.

- Mr. Fullbright has been having his personal and legal mail tampered with in ways not allowed by SCDC
policy. And now to learn that my personal information in his legal discovery is at the risk of being
tampered with is unsettling to me. | question you as Warden as to how my information is being used
and how do I now assume my personal information is safe. Mr. Fullbrights’ legal discovery and ot!%er
legal effects have been confiscated at your facility. All of these occurrences are and will affect his lability
to perfect his appeal for his criminal convictions.

I am aware as you are that Mr. Fulibright has written an emergency grievance (LCI-1258-13) and (LCI-
1317-13) in an effort to ensure a proper place and proper time are afforded to Mr. Fullbright to look
through his legal discovery upon its immediate return to Lieber Correctional Institution. These
grievances were deemed non-emergency in nature by Lieber Grievance Personnel, however any seizure
of his legal discovery, again affects his ability to perfect his criminal appeal, which in effect deems this an
emergency.

He needs your help and so do I in these matters. The entire contents of this letter rest upon your
shoulders as Warden of Lieber Correctional Institution. | hope you take care of these issues to ensure
that my personal information is kept safe_and that all of Mr. Fullbrights’ legal discovery is given back to

him.




To sum this letter:

1. 1 would like to know your intentions in writing to me in regards to these issues.

2. I'want specific and detailed SCDC policy on the seizure and review of his legal discovery,|and
why this was conducted.

3. 1want Federal and State Laws, Regulations, Statutes, that govern your facility to seize and

review his legal discovery.

4. How and what personal information of mine is in question, how is it being used, and who (all

parties) have had access to my information.

Please send me written responses to the above mentioned inquiries from your facility, SCDC, and

Federal, and State with dates that each poli
they were placed in effect.

You will have ten ('10) days to respond to m

compel me to contact appropriate authorities.

Sincerely

S 1 B

Wanda M. Shearer

. . |
¢y, policy numbers, statue, regulation and law are and when

e in writing concerning these issues. Failure, to do so

will




e

South Carolina.

Department of NIKKI R HALEY. Governor

- Corrections

Lieber Correctional [nstitution
Post Ottice Box 205
Ridgeville, South Caroling 29472

October 3, 2013

Wanda Shearer
101 Saluda Pointe Drive — Unit 517
Lexington, SC 29072

S

Re:  Inmate Matthew Fullbright SCDCH#349468
Dear Ms. Shearer:

[am receipt of your letter dated September 27, 2013 and received my office on October 2, 2013. Your
letter was regarding the above referenced inmate, [p your letter you stated that Ms. Lurdean Brvant,
Postal Director, mishandled Inmate Fullbright's legal mail. This issue has already been addressed with
[nmate Fullbright and his family. Our General Counsel is aware of this mcident and Ms. Br_y:;mt acted
appropriately and followed SCDC Policy and Procedure regarding this matter, In (he future, if Inmate
Fullbright is not sure what kind of documentation he can receive and under what circumstancel that his
correspondence will be subject to review, he needs 'to address his questions to the mail room o read the
policy regarding legal mail. cte. which is located in the law library for his review. Inmate Fullbright
was made aware why the documentation was sent to the Correspondence Review Committee (CRC).

dfcerely,

’ ‘ ~ 1. .'.’,. L 4
et B - N
fJoseph McFadden - Warden
Liecher Correctional Institution

WILLIAM R, BYARS, JR.. Dircctor
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
REQUEST TO STAFF MEMBER

TO: NAME: TITLE: DATE:
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INMATE'S NAME: . SCDC #:
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.+~ SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS ‘ vt 1

;

| R w0y 1 2 201INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM e R
| A% -

STEP 1 Office Use Only |, —. ,
A\ =, i Grievance No. fg”(__/s\gz-/j
INMATE NAME: \Q“%&“; . \(w\\\m\%“\— Code: General __yn ‘\‘\‘l&
SCDC NUMBER: 3414es Policy -
' S . _ Disc. Hear. __|
INSTITUTION: L s o, Aemest, Class.
— : Date Received _ |\ City- 1
[ : R VO S . .
HOUSING UNIT: [ s & SC _ ‘ IGC Initials .\,--lA\b
WORK ASSIGNMENT: %Jd:“—‘“‘ix)gz'vq“\luv\s%\\' s“mcejf'[/ '5&/ (>

STATE GRIEVANCE (include documentation, and date of incident; if SCDC Policy, indicate which policy)
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Grievant ‘Signature Date

ACTION TAKEN BY IGC:

You have failed to attached the answered Request to Staff Form regarding your informal resolution attempt on
this issue as is required in GA-01.12 [nmate Grievance Procedures. You may re-file on a new grievance form
within 5 days (due by NOVEMBER 11, 2013) providing the required answered Request to Staff F?rnl or
within 5 days of receiving a response to the Request to Staff Form which you should have submitted within 5
days of the incident as your informal resolution attempt to the appropriate supervisor. Return this unprogessed
grievance with any refile for date verification purposes. REMINDER-Inmates will be allowed to file tive (3)
grievances per month, which shall incfude all grievances that are returned unprocessed. After the five (5)

prievances have been accepted, all others will be returned unprocessed except disciplinary and classification
hearings. This does include refiles if the 5 grievance limit has been reached., , '
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‘ IGC Signature Date
i Accept the action taken by the [GC and consider the matier closed.
i do not accept the action taken and wish 1o appeal. o
GO it e e 1o Girievant Signature Date
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! INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM IHMATE

l STEP 1 Office U eé)r ly S/C/’O 2,

i Grievance No. _ 17 !
INMATE NAME: :I;:gl[llzgght’ Matthew nge: nGeneralZ—Tm
SCDC NUMBER: ) , i . quicy ]
Lieber Correctional Institution Disc. Hear. __|
HOUSING UNIT Date R.e.ceived //—i/l -13
Meara\l ool IGC Initials Viad))

STATE GR[EVANCE (include documentation, and date of incident; if SCDC Policy, indicate which policy)
Sami as 5&@ i EM&?‘SQ/\[,\»S C:’he,vume_ Ne. ¢ l-C T, flCS'Sl -\3 cﬁlaw_;&L \oxs
Mkﬁ%\?’ as A3 Cerdoer A0 agude received, W -0O4Y - 13 <Q\—&~ud»g&>

ACTION REQUESTED: Davme o %RP L Emen\))exv. v Ghlevance No, & L_(i.'l —‘(‘551*
1S davedl 5\5 'm%)se,@ as 38 Oclosel vy gule vecenmed L (|- oY _P)'@mx(,\%@

SPECIFY HOW AND WHEN INFORMAL RESOLUTION WAS ATTEMPTED BY GRIEVANTIT;
%c(vw& as ércp L EM&%MC‘ C—rﬁe,vuvtca_ No LCT ‘ISSQ‘IE cﬁd;\-e& \skj
AP a5 28 Ociber 2013 Gl cecotedl W04} (readed)
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Date
ACTION TAKEN BY IGC:
Per GA-01.12 Inmate Grievance System, a grievance will be considered abandoned if the inmate

refuses to follow through with the IGC's recommendations within five (5) days after the return |of the
inmate's unprocessed grievance. Therefore, this grievance is being returned unprocessed due th your
failure to follow through with the instructions of the IGC to refile with corrections (providing the
required answered Request to Staff Form) prior to 11/11/13. NO REFILE. Unprocessed griev'ances
may be appealed, utilizing SCDC Form 19-11 “Inmate Request to Staff Member”, to the Branch|Chief

within ten (10) days of the grievance being returned to the inmate, y / /
A
/N e

AR 7 T T
= : ldC’ggna/ture Date
L:ﬂ [ accept the action taken by the IGC and consider the matter closed. / ,
171 Ldo not accept the action taken and wish to appeal. "_, e i
B0 % (R Shmonndoar 1011 Grievant Signature Date
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Wanda M. Shearer

101 Saluda Pointe Drive
Unit 517

Lexington, SC 29072

November 16, 2013

Mr. Joseph McFadden

Warden, Lieber Correctional Institution
PO Box 205

Ridgeville, SC 29472

Re: Incident of October 23, 2013 and Matthew B Fullbright SCDC #349468, Ongoing Concern with
Legal Discovery

Dear Mr. McFadden

On October 23, 2013, I received a call from inmate Matthew B Fullbright , SCDC 349468 precisely at
130pm concerning an incident in the dining area with one of your staff members, Charles Turbide ID #
047990. This incident occurred at 105 pm in said dining area. Per Matthews’ conversation with me, he
was asked by an inmate if Matthew wanted something left over from his tray. Matthew said sure, and
apparently this does occur between inmates on a regular basis, being that one will ask another if they are
interested in leftover items on a tray. According to Matthew, Charles Turbide told him that he couldn’t
have the tray, yelling and cursing at him about the tray and Matthew informed him that he was hungry
and he knew he had received food items before from other inmates in the dining area , so he didn’t see the
problem with accepting again. However, today, Mr. Turbide said it wasn’t happening, so he wanted
Matthews’ ID to write him up. Matthew wanted to know why he was being written up for accepting food
when he sees this happening everyday with “other” inmates and Mr. Turbide sees it happening. Mr.
Turbide evidently turned a deaf ear on that and wanted Matthews’ ID.

This letter is now 2 fold in essence. 1 have received a copy of the SCDC inmate information guide
authored by Jon Ozmint SCSC Policy ADM-11.34 where employee and inmate relations consist of
courtesy , mutual respect and proper demeanor when discussing problems, answering questions, etc. As I
stated 2 fold, disrespect by an officer when there is no need for the confrontation. But secondly, and
MOST important refers back to my letter you received from me, dated September 27, 2013.

Evidently Mr. Turbide made a comment to Matthew and it went in the following format:

“Yeah Fullbright, I know you. You’re always that one doing the law work in the library and writing
people up about your legal discovery.” Matthew asked him, “What do you mean my legal discovery?”
Mr. Turbides’ response was,“ Your discovery is going to keep you in prison.”

So, as you see this goes back to my original letter to you sent about his legal discovery. Your response |
did read answered NOTHING _of what I asked you to identify as to MY personal Information contained
within that legal discovery. Your letter gives me the generic format letter as to why in general terms
according to SCDC policy which you never stated, nor referenced, and where Matthew could locate this
rule regarding mail, etc....but you evaded my question concerning MY information. Please spare me the
format letter again, because I know Matthew has received his legal discovery from SCDC CRC review.
This goes well beyond that reason now. Now it seems that not only you as the Warden, Lurdean Bryant,
and now it seems apparently random officers know about Matthews’ legal discovery being seized. Now, |
find this situation with Mr. Turbide outrageous and very unethical, and let me take a great stab at this



highly illegal, because now I am sure your staff, other inmates, etc. know things in that legal discovery
that DO NOT concern them. We all know that staff members in their capacity have a way of disclosing
information concerning other inmates and this is not only unethical, unprofessional, but I consider highly
illegal. So again, spare me the honesty and professionalism that your officers would never discuss
another inmate.

Another interesting incident concerning Matthew and C. Turbide occurred on October 24, 2013 at
approximately at 130 pm. He (Turbide) made a comment to Matthew again in the dining area. Format as
follows: '

“Don’t be surprised if medicine is found in your cell that you haven’t been taking, so don’t say I didn’t
warn you if your door gets kicked in and they find medicine and charge you.”

Seriously, this sounds like a setup to me. It seems apparent that you have no control over events and your
staff at your institution. '

Now to sum this up:

1. The only staff in your institution who should have known about Matthews’ legal discovery that
was seized was yourself as Warden, the mailroom worker L Bryant, SCDC CRC review in
Columbia, but it is now apparently widespread to other staff within your facility.

2. Again who has privy to the legal discovery in regards to my personal information, because
again you failed and evaded that in your response letter to me.

3. Evidently, the staff in your institution does not live up to the standard set forth in the SCDC
policy Number : ADM-11.34 Issue Date July 1 2004.

4. 1feel and so will Matthews’ family who will be receiving a copy of this letter, that charges placed
upon Matthew will and are to be questioned since your staff seems to have an overwhelming
amount of knowledge concerning his legal discovery and in knowing that whomever in your
facility has had said knowledge know that their own personal information is also being
compromised as has mine. This has really become apparent to me since I have started receiving
telephone calls over the last few months that someone “somewhere within the SCDC prison.
system” is making. I make a firm suggestion to you as a Warden overseeing an institution and an
employee within the SCDC system that those calls to me cease IMMEDIATELY_ wherever and
for what- ever reason they are being instigated.

5. Since you personally as Warden of said facility, and David Tartarsky with SCDC have failed to
inform me of MY personal information and who has had access, why, what is being done with it,
and if questioned to what extent, I have decided to take this out of your hands as the Warden and
make a formal declaration to higher government authorities, including state, national and media
outlets, ‘

These few incidents with legal discovery, staff involvement, etc. are not the only above mentioned items
that will be addressed to authorities and media. The totality concerning many issues within the SCDC
system and Inmate Matthew Fullbright have led me to decide it is time for the people of this state and
other states to get a glimpse of our prison system within South Carolina. :




I am alerting his family to question if, and if they do not hear from Matthew be it in the form of calls.
visits, and writing that his correspondence with me and his family cease or become very structured and
vague in time and concept. He has a right to contact myself and family members should and if any
personal, mental, and/or physical harm come to Matthew within any SCDC system we, as his family, will
promptly address this to local and national authorities.

Sincerely

Uda 10 Dhooren

Wanda M. Shearer

cc: Matthew Fullbright
David Tartarsky
Marshall Fullbright
Daniel .Shearouse, SC Supreme Court Clerk of Court
Jenny Abbott Kitchings, SC Court of Appeals
Brenda F Shealy, Deputy Clerk of Court, SC Supreme Court
Susan Hackett, SCCID Appellate Attorney

Bryan P Stirling



Wanda M Shearer

101 Saluda Pointe Drive
Unit 517

Lexington, SC 29072

November 16, 2013 -

Matthew B Fullbright, SCDC # 349468
Lieber Correctional Institution

Dorm : Edisto-B-56

PO Box 205

Ridgeville, SC 29472

Re: Matthew B. Fullbright SCDC 349468 Appellate Case # 2012-207553

Dear Matthew

I'am writing this letter in regards to SCDC Inmate Matthew B. Fullbright SCDC #349468 who is housed at
Lieber Correctional Institution, residing in Dorm: Edisto- B-56. '

My intention and scope of this letter is to alert the Appeals Court and Supreme Court of South Carolina
of some incidents that have occurred with Matthews’ legal discovery. | previously wrote to Warden J.
McFadden and SCDC Officer of General Counsel David Tartarsky concerning the seizing and review of
Matthews’ legal discovery which was seized on August 19, 2013. This legal discovery was mailed directly
to him from his trial attorney Scott Robinson. This legal discovery was opened in Matthews’ presence
and mailroom worker Lurdean Bryant with Lieber Correctional informed Matthew that since the
discovery contained crime scene pictures, it was being sent to SCDC CRC review in Columbia, SC. Per our
(myself and Matthews’) phone conversation, Lurdean Bryant refused to seal said discovery in his
presence, and told him she would seal it later when she had time. This was witnessed by a couple of
inmates and | have in my possession their affidavits attesting to that fact. This legal discovery contained
approximately 4000 pages with 927 pictures in total. When his legal discovery was returned to him on
October 24, 2013, many documents were missing and only 26 pictures were returned to him. The
precise documents not returned to him nor the exact amount of pages | am not sure of, nor is Matthew
because this is the 2™ time his legal discovery has been seized within SCDC. The first incident occurred
when Matthew was at Lee Correctional Institution located in Bishopville, SC.

This letter is multifaceted with problems. The original reason | contacted Warden McFadden and Mr.
Tartarsky was to inquire what SC Law State and Federal laws, statutes, rules, policies governed the
seizing of said legal discovery and equally important | have come to find out that MY personal and his
families personal information are contained within that discovery. These items include names,
addresses telephone numbers and social security numbers. The Warden responded with a formatted
letter stating that Mr. Fullbright was aware it was to be seized because of the content and to whom he
should address this to which is the mailroom worker Lurdean Bryant and where he could locate the
policy, but never gave mention to what that SC Law/Orders/Policies is to me in my letter. However,
more disturbing to me, is the content which surrounds MY personal information and his families and
who all has had possession of that information. The Warden never addressed that concern of mine.
Mr. Tartarsky never responded at all. | am enclosing copies of my letters to them and the one response
from Warden McFadden. | find it irresponsible on Warden McFadden, his staff, and SCDC because |




have written Warden McFadden and Mr. Tartarsky and specifically asked about the legal discovery
seizure and the inquiry as to MY personal information, and in seeking policy, state and federal law and
policy which allows them to seize legal documents from said trial attorney and you will see in the
enclosed letter from Warden McFadden it is very vague and answers nothing in that regard. The seizing
of Matthews’ legal discovery has greatly hampered him from working with that discovery to perfect his
case for appeals. Now that many documents are missing and the majority of pictures have been
removed, this has in turn rendered him with an incomplete legal discovery. You will also find another
incident which occurred with Matthew and an officer at Lieber Correctional involving staff there are
aware of the legal discovery being taken and the conversation the officer had with Matthew about the
discovery. Highly unethical that his legal discovery is basically common knowledge within the
institution and | nor his family know who all has had access to our personal information, not to
mention Matthews' legal confidentiality of the lawyer/client relationship has been totally violated.

Matthews’ Jackson v Denno hearing from November 2011 is also in question because his testimony was
removed from the transcript. | was at that hearing and have forwarded Matthew a copy of that affidavit
that | was witness to his testimony as was his father, step-mother, and minister who have all sent
affidavits to Matthew. | have a copy of that transcript and his testimony is not there, nor do the.
timelines that | have from the court reporter line up with the hearing. | also have those in my records
since they are addressed to his appellate attorney Susan Hackett of Columbia, SC. His transcript ends on
a recess and not on an adjournment, and the court reporter timeline reflects that there is an
approximate 10 minutes missing from the transcript, based on her letter that | have in my possessnon
that her times are conflicting with her transcript.

In summation, | am alerting the Supreme Court of South Carolina and the Appeals Court of South
Carolina per these highly unethical and | feel highly illegal incidents that Mr. Matthew Fullbrights’
appeal will greatly become an injustice to him in trying to show where the trial court was in error.

Please time stamp and date this letter and enclosed documents within your facility and kindly respond
to me in writing that this letter will be submitted with Matthews’ appeal case, and send one copy to me,
and one copy to Matthew Fullbright at Lieber Correctional Institution. | appreciate your timely
response.

Sincerely B

10 o Sheonn

Wanda M. Shearer ,

Cc:

Matthew B Fullbright Marshall Fullbright David Tartarsky
Warden Joseph McFadden Susan Hackett

Jenny Abbott Kitchings Daniel Shearouse

Brenda Shealy Bryan P Stirling



An Affidavit

It's no secret, there's no Privacy in prison,. So, when Matthew
Fullbright scpc #349468 and myself requested Rule 5 legal discoveries
from our respective attorneys, at different times, both of us
encountering odd ang unexplained problems with them, it was bound to
be discussed between us. we have been roommates for the past four monthsg

at which time it was seized in its entirety and sent to SCcpC's
Correspondence Review Committee ("CRC") for review and'censorship. As
of today's date 24 September 2013, it is still at CRC and hasn't re-
returned,.

I received my requested Rule 5 legal discovery on July 30, 2013,
Lieber mail room personnel L., Bryant flipped through it, in my presence,
saw some evidentiary pictures within, and seized it in its entirety,
sending it to CRrC for review andg censorship. The discovery re-returned
from CRC on 21 August 2013 (hereafter "Crc Disc.") I quickly noticed
many pages/papers missing (which T saw in it on 30 July 2013) ang
something other than the basic "review and censorship" had taken place
by CRC. The CRC Disc. was now missing pictures, statements,‘atto:ney
notes, etc. and also pertinent information such as Social Security
numbers, names, and dates were marked out,

With no other lleans to obtain the missing pages/papers from CRC
Disc. so I could later attach them to my pcr application, I wrote the
Warden (McFadden), Lieber mail room personnel, my dorm Lieutenant, ang
others. I have nNever received a reply. So, with the PCR time still
tolling and no remedy in sight, I re-wrote Mr. Walters (see ettached
letter to wmr, Walters dated 7 September 2013), and explained I needed
him to re-sengd the same discovery minus the photos. He did so.

The Rule 5 legal discovery arrived today at my cell, AB-49, my
Cellmate and I were both inside. oOfc. Ringold and Lt, Brown opened aB-
49 around 10:40am, entered, called My name, stated I had legal mail,
opened it in @y presence, examined the Rule 5 legal discovery,
thoroughly, stated that any photos would have to be removed, and had
me sign for it. T asked them: "So, do you take out the photos or someone

else?" They replied: "we take them with us now." And: "Well, looking
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at these photos, only a map and a few face pics. and such, you can keep
them." My Cellmate, witnessing this entire exchange is curious and asks:
"What about the CRC and Social Security Numbers and such?" They replied:
"What about them?" Cellmate: "It doesn't need to go to the CRC?" Them:
"No."

The discovery I received today, 24 September 2013 (NON-CRC Disc.)
was in fact full of pages/papers that were ‘missing from the CRC Disc.
upon re-return, ’

There are a few additional pages/papers which Mr. Walters mmust have
inadvertantly left out, but that is a matter I am to take up with Mr.
Walters.

The issues I've laid out herein are that a) CRC did -in fact- remove
pages/papers sensitive and pertinent to my appeal efforts both now and
in the future; b) The unnecessary review and-censoring of my Rule 5 legal
discovery by CRC allowed tolling time to slip by, uncurable; c¢) There
is no law, Federal, State, or otherwise, no scpc policy(ies) that»
govern/give authority to CRC to treat my legal documentation as if it
were a publication, some book, and remove the contents "they felt" should
not be within, in apparent disregard to whether the "censored" contents
are relevant/pertinent to my appeals process or not. v

Now, my Cellmate and I have compared notes, documents, events, and
other circumstances surrounding the seizing and alleged "censoring" of
our discoveries and decided to draw up affidavits on behalf of ourselves
as to the facts, so as to be relied upon to show proof, if later,
litigation is involved with these discoveries.

Therefore, I write this. To this affidavit I have attached the
following: 1) a copy of the envelope attached to CRC Disc., dated July
30, 2013 as "RECIEVED" and Aug. 21, 2013 as "Approved"; 2) A one page
letter to Mr. wWalters requesting my discovery dated 11 July 2013; 3)

A one page letter to Mr. Walters dated 7 September 2013, re-requesting
same discovery; 4) One page, "PROCEDURES FOR MAINTAINING CRIME SCENE
PHOTOS AND/OR AUTOPSY PHOTOS", which was taped to the re-returned CRC
Disc. ' |

I altogether give this affidavit and all attached to my Cellmate,
Matthew B, Fullbright, scbpc #349468, to use to corroborate or substantiate
any allegations, issues, etc. he may raise or wishes to address, at all,
in any proceeding, Court, setting, conversation, or in any way he deems

fit and/or Necessary concerning these matters or others.
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I do swear, attest, and affirm the foregoing to be true, so help

me GOD. I have given this under penalty of perjury.

Terry Whisenhunt, SCDC #343850 S
Lieber C.I. Ashley B-49

P.O. Box 205

Ridgeville, S.C. 29472

Sworn and subscribed before me
this JQ(p day of , 2013,

M%%w

Notery Public of South Carollﬂa

OR -O\=-QA035

My Commission Expires:

Pg.3



Glenn Walters Esg
1910 Russell Street
P.O. Box 1346

Orangepnurg, S.C. 29116
Re: Discovery, Matter of Haddock, Case No. 2012GS09-17/0020
Date: 11 July 13

Mr. Glenn Walters:

I am requesting yet again for my case file, work file, and all
discovery in your possession pertaining to State V. Terry Whisenhunt.
Please send me all notes, documents, reports, files, videos, photos,
dealing with anyone and everyone. To be absolutely clear, please
send everything you have regarding or involving me and/or my case
to me, including and not limited to any time logs ever recorded.
Along with this, send all information and notes from the times you
visitad me. Also anything and everything involving my YOA parole,

and. my transcript as well,

I ask this according to the Matter of Haddock 321 S.E.2d 601 S.C. (1984)

I thank you sir,

AR
s1 = Ll
(\————;
Terry Whisenhunt #343850
Liebexr C.I, Ashley B-49
P.O. Box 205

Ridgeville, S.C. 29472

cc: ~ Glenn Walters Esq.
Commission on Lawysr Conduct
5.C. Bar

Tina Craig



Glann walters, [sqg.
71910 Russell Street
P.0. Box 1346
Orangeburg, S.C. 29116

Re: Discovery, Matter of Haddock, Case No. 2012GS05-17/0020
Date: 7 September 13

Mr. Glenn Walters,

Upon arrival of the documents and material you sent that I requested
according to the Matter of Haddock, the mailroom here at Lieber C.I.
confiscated it and sent it to General Counsel, SCDC Headquarters,
Correspondence Review Committee. They claim to have only taken photos
from within my Rule 5, Motion of Discovery, yet upon examination i've
found that guite a few things are missing that I requested. According
to SCDC, you failed to send the documents. Our wmailroom is under
investigation, and inmates are having issues with their mail, legal and
otherwise. Under these circumstances I find your supposed "refusal" hard
to believe. Their reasoning for the confiscation was the photos, so I
now ask according to the Matter of Haddock the previously requested
material that T found missing be sent. That being the documents/paper
work regarding dates that you visited me while I was detained in
Orangeburqg County Jail, along with times, logs, and otherwise, including
notes you took during these visits. As well as all documents reqafding
my YOA sentence, and parole that you spoke to me about, and that was
mentioned during my plea hearing. I'm still waiting to go to my hearing

and get what we spoke about. Please send these documents.

S/;2£§4¢_‘é£ézggbﬂﬁézgi;__~
fsFry whisenhunt SCDC#343850
Lieber C.I.

cc: Glenn wWalters, Esqg.;

Commission On Lawyer Conduct;
P.0. Box 205

Ridgeville, S.C. 29472

South Carolina Bar;
Tina Craig;

Katie Ball;

File.
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PROCEDURES FOR MAINTAINING CRIME SCENE PHOTOS .
AND/OR AUTOPSY PHOTOS

-LEGAL MATERIALS CONTAINING CRIME SCENE AND/OR AUTOPSY PHOTOS WILL
BE REVIEWED. THROUGH THE CORRESPONDENCE REVIEW COMMITTEE (CRC)

PROCESS. -

-ANY CRIME SCENE PHOTOS AND/OR AUTOPSY PHOTOS WILL BE SEPARATED
FROM THE REST OF LEGAL MATERIAL BY THE CRC AND DENOTED AS SUCH. THE
PACKAGE OF LEGAL MATERIAL WILL THEN BE SENT TO THE INSTITUTION TO
THE ATTENTION OF THE WARDEN. '

-UPON ARRIVAL AT THE INSTITUTION, THE WARDEN WILL ENSURE THAT THE
DENOTED MATERIAL IS REMOVED FROM THE PACKAGE AND SECURED IN SUCH
A WAY AS TO ENSURE CONFIDENTIALITY (IN PROPERTY CONTROL, WARDEN'S
SAFE, ETC). ***NOTE: THE MATERIAL SHOULD NOT BE MAINTAINED IN THE
INMATE RECORD.*** THE WARDEN WILL ENSURE THAT A PROCESS IS IN PLACE
THAT ALLOWS THE INMATE TO REQUEST ACCESS TO THE MATERIAL. THE
INMATE SHOULD REVIEW THE MATERIAL IN A CONTROLLED ENVIRONMENT
AND IT SHOULD BE RETURNED INTACT.

-IF THE INMATE IS TRANSFERRED TO ANOTHER INSTITUTION, THE MATERIAL
WILL BE SECURED WITH THE INMATE’S PROPERTY AND TRANSFERRED WITH
THE INMATE. IT SHOULD BE CLEARLY MARKED SO THAT THE RECEIVING

INSTITUTION CAN ACT ACCORDINGLY. IF THE INMATE IS RELEASED/PAROLED,
THE MATERIAL SHOULD THEN BE GIVEN TO HIM/HER.

o macl of e
L A
Leime, Dlene

7> o
Phoke have Cf“n} \/\Mkim \/Mm i~
‘D‘Qi‘”\'\ ~fc»moah\g$ CU/)

o ‘k\(\b L acden 4, $ R
. §




Law Office of Glenn Walters, PA
1910 Russell Street (29115)
Post Office Box 1346
Orangeburg, SC 291 15
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Terry Whisenhunt # 343850

c/o Lieber Correctional Institution
Ashley B-49

Post Office Box 205

Ridgeville, SC 29477
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