R ECEIVED)
Clerk Q“: Court 0P e 21 200

S.C. SUPREME COURT

- T Raoert Camgbell, PR deve nlso Yiled and 2Rt A
Copq oF The Wmppeal To The Adorey GeNersl OFee .~

Addressed T - ~

ressed 7o, Kared €. Ratigan. with 6 Treob of Service
ANG B porien EXplANATION 40 Loy the Lower Covch WA
tenproper LiKe you AsK me Yo do.

Ta Oder for review.

4# O Sisve ment OF Tacks Yor Court Recod.
o @ Novice oF Trent to Appesl

o @ Tudge Kidredge Leder and ™Me Colbert Son Lider with the
UNSiqNed order of DSl and “Thi Preol oF SerVicE

From Ligh . Quber.

4@ vinel ordec of Disms3al -

NOTE S Wit The Copy of The Novee oF Tntedt 4o Bpgal .
The Courk Documentd From OresNVille C6- 1% ON eurk Vile.
SEC Coury Records -




, the Supn:m& Court of Seuth Cardling

Roboerd. Cam ﬁi\\ Gzt No. 9013-0P- 23718710
0D - ND. 13\AY)
Pt tioNEr.
\/S. r\>rc>0" oF ServitE
Ste. of 3.C.

T Herdby C,Ej"\'\&t\ Ahat oN the |5 dny oF Tanuary 90M.
T gerved the Tollowing with & Copy oF The -
Final Order of Dism;asal Dakd 1213]a013 and A CoM

- intent
0F The Notice of™otion +o Bppeal. by Deposiing

Seme W he U.S. e, Postage ?rapﬂ\c\ and Properly
Addreesd 0 Follows.

Supn’;m& Coury 0F Seuth Carclive

DaNiel €. Hearoust. Clerk 08 Coort
P.0. oot 11330
Columbin &.c. 2921l

“Respectfully Submiked.

ete 1151 2014 © Rooert Comgiell, 3R
RECEIVED

‘ JAN 2 1 2014

S.C. SUPREME COURT



5D

Statement 0OF Facks Yor Court Weeorda 0 be review.

# Coort TEQUIres A LOriten EXPIaNIYIN. Trom Roberk Campbell . -
NotE . ry Eduention 12 Not Shat qoed. will hig Court Rear woith

e Please . Dere Sanuary 15, poi4

~—_y

T Rebert Coampell Vil ﬁ\:\ Fust PCR Peplication ON E:;b(unr\\ oV \‘\"ﬂ

AAAAA

With the HWelp Proea Q—\\x\o"(\'\r,r RS L § Aot Koo Yhet vy .

'P.\SNS hed beeN Violated UNT\ He Zhowed 40 me. ANd Fis s ‘

WheN | Tl ‘he PeR opplicarion, 9 T\ad

w‘ﬁ\r\m_ ONE YeAr OV‘;‘ :
Leammg_, oF vy Righls.

. ON December \9. 2001 .\ LENY Yo vy

Tust PeR Rearing . Bind thats the Fome Any | el avd +alk

Culbertaon . - paXed Him o Let
ME Show and TAPINN 0 Y Courk e Court TocOments

\(\od-(wr:.) e ond oy witneases 7
3pERK Ay A\
The Other co

6 oy Prtormey. me 8grmes

Yé d Moq qet the Chente ¥ 0

\\’:_'t\\

reom, 'ﬂmc\L\?\eﬁ e Culberkson -
ST Assuming we gt 4oy ISSUE 6F gy Bpphieatien. St

OF them are woitaesses. see TYANSCript. Bege A, Line 20-95. °

_ <
Yoct— W bate Ebrunn_\ of 20

-~

. 4
S \\Eﬂf'mj'((\ou*)%\\e Sudge did aak vou_Britorney Ot

ox. 3 ot s LeNer nﬂd Court arder

rrom ™

| N BRorney e Culberkson. (We ) Yell 'ene Lhot. TJudge -
Kittredge os ot Sigied the ower gt touk | gyl Wave(30)AmS
Yroem Thi deve 4 IS é\gNi—c\ 0 B\ on nppr:a\‘. At e Colsed <ol

e e, pae. Couleerd <on Leder deded —
Ytg\ommu\ 5. ‘AOO'IJ= Couet BEvidinee.

Livvee ond ung'

N

]
4
"

|

4

&

oy
4



7 tha wrote o

Judge. Toh W, Kifredge. ANA(HE ) vore

T&\\\NS Me that He

Yo e haek
W TuNe of 20070 .

Had done Rale on My east. Wi
SMd Me Ziguad on

E—:bmqm 1S 2002 Aand Tiled ' Yhe tlerk of Court ofF

S
ON Vebruary 1§, 2007 .

SEE Jodge K‘\*\Y’u.\gf-_ Leter. Wete 4w

S Letter From
Nodge K tredge '.s{wﬂc& Tuni

11‘1007]- and ooy Brtorney oy Carl oer) 5o
Liter e bm\ﬁe\mm;\ 25. )ooq T\% Yhe Tioo? of Sorvice by manl -
Signed \D“\YL\SH Q. Subﬂ.‘s LORS .étr_.—i;_rj}’wp\meg H% The Aoy benerel -
OfCice Eoko 9N nnd Bn*eg-] ™ :Fro& of SerVice . Daoved Yeloruary ~
4. 2002 . (Bhe) sent mr Qk\\\aer‘;éo{'\\-\ s unsigned order Tudge
Kitredqe o0d . He SN Y oN the(d 51 oF Tolorunry and Tiled "1t vl Mhe \
(18] e? Yeboruary 2002, 3 am'%a\\c\\h\g N ALSo Lopys OF this unsigie
Owcer Wwith my AttorNey Letter g Judge Kifiredge Leter. Yook *K'\\?‘\*\'\"-
t.owe_r Court woeuld Wave \_t-.Jr»mv,{%pen\& and Progont 'E\/\c\eNq at thet
PR \\E/nr‘.NS- 1 Could Have Provid roy TNNOCENY 6F thnpen osther Q\\S‘%ﬁs thet
\ Pead QU 40 HRS 6y Orgument Band Yact 40 Show that the
be*qm"“\“*\m‘\ B e Lower Courk woas
- PG ANE Caud to Vaeate ™My QTN

PORIEPEC OM ey LasE. And L AT

NEEL Raberk Congbill.



*+O

bmn_ oV Sein Cordin St The Coart of Common Pleas
Ceunty oF Gregnviie AAZ D 231570
" Rober} Campbel
5-L.D.CNo. 13194
Bpplicint Notite of Tabewt To Agpenlt — ON -
v _@Q-’ﬂm\ I\\mocu\‘%gj~ SR
Sdate of South Careling s ;:;C/C)L\(‘\' Dotumetts \—’or{\;‘\l \c\mca oF Vrook-

%, i
\
ey

- .

. . . N R I B A 5“\_
ON Noveraher 21 4013 1 qov B angiquid Tl Owder o 1 sine=

; o - e <t Tile
Tior Tar .C. Qo Goerals OTHce . and i Swics: ST Tie

Not: ~ ; vl Haieeg (30) dags F 7 uoant Y0
. o A v _

Secure Appropriate P:'PPEHML reN | T oS Yool 7 -

i . — _ i\ A (G ES
Rstrd Campill 16 Pleading Perun)l TaMOCENY 0 L ) 3\(\ o o

\ ‘ | : . L Records and (¢ hite U

: o AFE EavhAEnNcE of Ccurk R : e .
WMoY Covarant. SEE MR _ipclenis o8 eS|

) COAS S SR :

TNA Proot . ey Cout R = ' Y = donee for

_ el 2 5SONS B&x\_\\\dﬁé, Yor EX o
() Gremuvile Counts BESE v eend Clramnes: Couck ORESS =
Mg Preoh 0F Chans oF g ot Guiy oF QlL 5

FD der
- - U &\_\C\%EDV ' DK\L\ -
—> Note. must be reviewed. D order Yor Beil C\M ey -
PLUS - A Copy OF Thi

RPN ] apec 1 1035 g
CF Covamitment. deved '%Epﬁﬂmw ’ '5‘ wd \Q ?4\: - 25 od-land L ol -
.~ — . N = . v e
@ma\\\\u B, 2001~ Transeriph P> 10 - |
?ngt; Lo ' CoTNY e e eneny of Real -
' : ’ _ . aceending X0
L locEntS od TOENte) Henlth 185088, Yor Ceourt Responads fAccerding \

e Ceurt order [Drder oF Commirma} 15 1 s Sl under Menal Realth £+
il :

few. Heres e

-~

- AN

~ .

{

— . Y
Lam ﬁ?sK‘\M\C\ s Courk fov A resords 10 this Questvod -




1

Vor Court Record . Rt Compe))l Steresvad oF ol Tadooenis.
- “aze Boil Proceiding Forma 2 « S Bteced Compaier

ON\/'\:(\RTC.\!\ 1?)'\(\%5} 1 LboRs Lo up N Ahe Greenve Col Tan -
Yor Burglary and Armed Roloery. LIBIrmt N B350003 - BRH000H
Thiy - . | ‘
and o\\LE\*ﬁm\ 2\ \%5]- v nedt PR Tor Tuak Ao Olearges - ot -

Tht\})‘m%a@(\ﬂfv@— rar Cor Crumis Yhet Pepped on AHnests dpys a5 Wl

212185 - Hfi3)3s - dfi1]gs ¢ 5]25}'3'5  Thests Crames Aol

Commmi ecoust « 7 m ol resdy i T oot S Begpets TR

When | roede. R\ ond ‘30‘\5(&\'\5;‘@*\'\(\35‘65 Crimnes bt AONE Hoppeh: s
st bar Smaie of \.\m\-wiﬁo@. s LNCONSHUTONAL. VidloTidg AN -
5 And (4 th Qm\’—_\\\c\\‘ﬂ{;\\\;- ON EEP*E‘“EE‘“ A \c"%g) ‘
E:W‘ms Ordered by the D:\uﬂ el ) st 4o teough Rychigiric -
Evealupation. and it woas omered Yral. The ww
MARE @ \1:“." N rapc;\:l o Wt Court ON mt\(ﬁna\\-\-&\ C,c.»\\xc\’a*"\;x\) - Yacl -
befor § uoat ¥ Courk N Tsruary 3% 936 ‘neiiel Health o\l ready,
9ot me on roEchOavion, awd aliee oS L3\l Pleast See “Trangen gy,
e Court Wawod® about 4 1SHUES - Thie Medieations Yaey el

AN

™M OM '\MYrngA ON vy Bbiliy 40 LoErE. L Could Not wrake Core
6Pty 2EIT AWs 15 oy LAY Tl befer Ams Sratute oF Lkt
dﬁ“‘\\z““‘il‘ Y‘} A TorsoN 1S NoY Guily eF A crime and they cen

Vrove oy oot the Couk. then there Lroold not \QEQNO> Law
S\op-

\D“'

Thet 200 i3 NEwW Lows are made exery c\nt\~ but & Aot

OF Hodup @ Rersonl oeing TNOCENS et A Crime-
ettt Provent Guily

Congtirution Law Sties. B Person 19 INNO
O:Gd) v Plened Gy 40 thests C harges \ory SigNange ‘_Mi
Preven Culpg ot ol —————— Charge Dole T mede B Yor
.j5[‘|-7[<55 . see Bal Froceed g Yorm 2. Nothing Eles -




Th~ Vo ~ o ~—— . 3 \

£ Shte ASK Thi Cour 1o H1amiss my PCR fpplicavion Yor. -
gv\- Pitigate Bl issues relatd o ry Case At e Fiest POR Weacing: And
‘\'\’\EE'\G¥L %ﬂ'\\S}(ﬂ“ Applicant 18 ENEted 40 @ Pull adjodiention enhe

MErYS of ‘the Oriql R el : N
v.; *\\(\ eF the Oriqinal Retrivion, OF ONe bive At Yhe Bpple ) Fack
| o ":‘ - ADnrs O N
[ 2% C\ (z’. <A Ve \ ) .
0¥ h‘(\{\_i ‘)P it \UN \\ \ %D‘ S\}L‘\\« (418 ’Prﬁbﬁ\\\* N ‘\C\E\\\Qk 10 \_\6\9 C\r-;ﬂr oL
\.'U_S CAnargEs . Ahals cohy i didhok LiFigate il my {SUES . DECOUSE
*\\'Li QCU‘\&‘ ’-Pcs‘-_'il\‘ ?@V\Xka\ . \'\Eﬂf"\‘\l\S' Y @ S L Bm OF WAS \:“.\-\\—\Ea 0
OHL b\'\'L F\* *T\\i; QPP\E. UQ\'\\\ (\‘\a (\‘\\.\ ’9(_‘& Q?P\\C‘q.\,‘\ON %O\' d\‘s,ﬂ,\.ﬁ%i(_\ C\‘\l
Statte OF Limitetions: dost dms WERN . | LS NoYQuing e et ©

ReasoNBRlE Oppertunity BT e ONE Bive Bt e QppE 0 —

NOYE™ “This UN Sigred Fiual Order OF Dismissel siavess - 1 aot(30)
Dogs to Tile f Motice of iNtedd +o B ppAl OF e CTASONS bt Ak

Court all wory rules AgAiNst me 7. <ge - Al

Q._B) Tled PCR PpplhichYion.  \ote . Wegd Yo e TRV EW N olation

el 3.C. Alorney Greneral OFfite . SEe Otke o6 Covponiment . TThe Court
ANd thi S Atordeq office e we (et out Yae Lok\%t@ B Wl
gl order. it LLHS vot Cleared =8 by Jhe Courf oit wWhether oF ot

T wus eappble ©f cinder-<sianidivg the Procceeling pgail ME-

’bﬁ"\[’, . . ’D\d\)&\\x_ E¥\fr \'i“

.F'P\'E,Q&XB%'V\ N o This Ceowl, VAacHTE 2e\trenet



State of South Carnlina
The Circuit Court

JOHN W._KITTREDGE GREENVILLE COUNTY COURTHOUSE
JUDGE SUITE 213, 305 EAST NORTH STREET
GREENVILLE, SOUTH CAROLINA 29601
Administrative Assistant: Susan B. Patterson

PHONE: (864)467-8593

FAX: (864)467-8396

June 27,2002

Robert Campbell #131941]
Evans C.I. F-5-B-272
P.O. Box 29512-02
Bennettsville, SC 29512

Dear Mr. Campbell:

I'have ruled on your case. Ienclose a copy of the order that I signed on February 15,2002,

- which was filed in the clerk of court's office on February 18, 2002. This order of dismissal ends the

case in the circuit court. Thank you. .

Sincerely,

)/
ohn W. Kittredge

JWK/sbp




SYMmES W. CULBERTSON
ATTORNEY AT Law

‘PHONE 9 Toy STREET Fax
(864) 233-1166 GREENVILLE, SC 29601 (864) 233-5959

February 25, 2002

took ot d

L

Mr. Robeit Campbell, #131941
McCormack Correctional Institute
Route 2, P.O. Box 100
McCormack, South Carolina 29835

RE:  Your PCR Case
Dear Mr. Campbell:

Enclosed piease find a copy of the Order of Dismissal we have received parsuant to vour
PCR Hearing of December 19, 2001. As vou can see, this Qrder_has not been signed by, Judge

Kmredge You will have thirty (30) days {rom the date it is signed to file an appeai. 1{it is your
intent io file an appeal, please let me know.

You will need to follow procedures for filing this appeal and for getting a new attorney tc
handle it for you.

If you have any questions, please let me know.

With best regards, [ remain

Sicerely,

Symmes W. Culbertson

SWC/j
Enclosure



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
' ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE

[

1999-CP-23-982
Robert Campbell, #131941,

Applicant,
Vs PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

State of South Carolina,

Respondent.

R i N R R

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

Personally appeared before me, Lisa A. Suber, who being first duly sworn, states:
1. That I am an employee of the Office of the Attorney General.

2. That regular communication by mail exists throughout the State of South Carolina, and that
this is a proper circumstance of service by mail.

~. 3. That [ have this day served a copy of the proposed Order of Rismissal in the above-captioned
‘"__“-_,.—-—M . S k3 .o . - . v T 0 . .
7 matter on the following person by depositing same in the United States mail, postage prepaid;

Symmes W. Culbertson, Esquire
Culbertson Law Firm —
9 Toy Street

Greenville, South Carolina 29601

DATED this [ﬁ +§day of \.)/L ,(/(/"Lu,a/u/{ , 2002.

/‘{\ ﬂ\g(;d{)_/ ‘ r{ﬁ , X/ﬁw{;%év/

Tact — (She) 2Ent Mr. Catbertson the ungigued oder She
- ZENE RS ofF B day Yoctor it qot Signed.



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
) INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF GREENVILLE )
99-CP-23-982
Robert Campbell, 131941, )
Applicant, %
V. g ORDER OF DISMISSAL

State of South Carolina, ;
Respondent. ' ;

)

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

This matter comes before the Court by way of an Application for Post-Conviction Relief filed
February 25, 1999. The Respondent made its Return on May 29,1999. An evidentiary hearing into
the matter was convened on December 19, 2001 at the Greenville County Courthouse. The
Applicant was present at the hearing and was represented by Symmes Culbertson, Esquire. The
Respondent was represented by Bryan Dukes of the South Carolina Attorney General's Office.

This Court had before it the Conditional Order of Dismissal signed by Judge Joseph J.
Watson, the records of the Greenville County Clerk of Court, and the Applicant's records from the
South Carolina Department of Correciions.

The records before this Court indicate that the Applicant is presently confined in the

McCormick Correctional Institution.

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW \/

- °  This Court has had the opportunity to review the record in its entirety and has heard the

d

Vi
Q testimony at the post-conviction reliefhearing. This Court has further had the opportunity to observe



-

m‘lf This Court advises Applicant that he must file a notice of intent to appeal within thirty (30)

the witnesses presented at the hearing, closely pass upon their éredibili_tland_weigh their testimony

accordingly. Set forth below are the relevant findings of facts and conclusions of law as required

pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-80 (1985).

This Court finds that this Application for Post-Conviction Relief should be summarily
dismissed for failure to comply with the filing procedures of the Uniform Post-Conviction Procedure

Act. S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-10, et. seq. S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-45(a) reads as follows:

An application for relief filed pursuant to this chapter must be filed within one year
after the entry of a judgement of conviction or within one year after the sending of
ihe remittitur 1o the lower court from an appeai or the filing of the finai decision upon
an appeal, whichever is later.

The South Carolina Supreme Court has held that the statute of limitations shall apply to all

applications filed after July 1, 1996. Peloquin v. State,' 321 S.C. 468, 469 S.E.2d 606 (1996). The

Applicant was convicted of the offenses he challenges in this Application on February 28,1985. This

Application was filed on February 25, 1999 well after the one year statutory filing period had
expired.
CONCLUSION
Based on all the foregoing, this Court finds and concludes that the Applicant has failed to file

his application within the time limits established in S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-45(é). Therefore, this

application for post conviction relief must be denied and dismissed with prejudice.

days from the receipt of this Order to secure the appropriate appellate review. His attention is also

directed to South Carolina Appellate Court Rule 227 for appropriate procedures afier notice has been

timely filed.

2
T wons CoNVieked o Teb. 1% \936.

UJTON% .

L——
W YONS

ot 1985, “Th\s order 19



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the Application for Post-Conviction Relief must be denied and

- dismissed with prejudice; and

2. The Applicant must be remanded to the custody of the Respondent.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this day of

John W. Kitiredge
Presiding Judge
Thirteenth Judicial Circuit

, South Carolina.

, 2002.



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS - 5

)
) 2013-CP-23-1870 e
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE ) R =md
Robert Bernard Campbell, ) w  EE
S.C.D.C. No. 131941, ) e
) I mls
_ : = 95
Applicant, ) o 27
) FINAL ORDER OF DISMISSAL & © &
V. ) TR
| -
State of South Carolina, )
)
Respondent. )
)

This matter comes before the Court by way of an application for post-conviction relief
(PCR) filed April 2, 2013. The Respondent made its return on Sebténlbfer 19, 2013, requesting
the application be summarily dismissed based upon the expiratig}l_”of ftl:]e statute of limitations,
the presumption against successive PCR applications, and the doétfine: _‘of laches.

Pursuant to this request, and after reviewing the pleadihgs‘ in this matter and all of the
records attached thereto, this Court issued a Conditional Order of Dismissal filed October I,
2013, provisionally denying and dismissing this action, while giving the Applicant twenty (20)
days from the date of service of said Order in which to show why the dismissal should not
become final. Attached to this Final Order and incorporated herein by reference is an Affidavit
of Service dated October 17, 2013, serving the above-mentioned Conditional Order of Dismissal
on the Applicant.

In a document captioned “Motion: To Grant a New P.C.R. Hearing” and filed October 1,

2013, the Applicant argues he has documents that show he is not guilty of the charges. <————

In documents filed October 23, 2013 and captioned “Motion: Order be Granted for a new

1

must oe eEwW



P.C.R. Hearing” and “Motion. Requesting the Order be Granted,” the Applicant argues he did

not “get a fair hearing” at his first PCR hearing on December 19, 2001. The Applicant argues he

has been ° “under psychiatric care” and this bars the statute of limitations, Tbe Applicant argues .l’

the PCR atc

_tE BV \c\mcx-_

This Court has reviewed the Applicant’s response to the Conditional Order of Dismissal
in its entirety, in conjunction with the original pleadings, and finds a sufficient reason has not
been shown why the Conditional Order of Dismissal should not become final.

This Court notes the Applicant pled guilty on February 28, 1986. As this action was filed
on April 2, 2013, it was clearly filed outside the expiration of the statute of limitations. See S.C.
Code Ann. § 17-27-45(a) (Supp..2003). This is the Applicant’s third application for post-
conviction relief. This Court notes successive PCR applicatiohs are disfavored. See Land v.
State, 274 S.C. 243, 246, 262 S.E.2d 735, 737 (1980). This Court finds the Applicant had the

opportunity to litigate all issues related to his case at the evidentiary hearing for his first PCR

application on December 19, 2001. See Odom v. State, 337 S.C. 256, 261, 523 S.E.2d 753, 755

(1999) (“[é]n applicant is entitled to a full adjudication on the merits of the original petition, oL
‘Q@_bilg,&,th,_g_ggglg_:’). This Court also notes the Applicant’s attorney from his first PCR
hearing filed a proper notice of appeal in that case an& the South Carolina Supreme Court denied
the petition for writ of certiorari in that appeal on June 12, 2003.

This Court finds the Respondent’s argument that this application violates the doctrine of
laches is compelling. The Applicant pled guilty to this charge on February 28, 1986 and filed
this PCR application more than twenty-seven years later. This delay has prejudiced the

Respondent and the allegations in this PCR application could have been raised many years ago.

2



McElrath v. State, 276 S.C. 282, 277 S.E.2d 890 (1981).

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, for the reasons set forth in this Court’s
Conditional Order of Dismissal, the PCR application is hereby denied and dismissed with
prejudice.

This Court advises the Applicant that he must file a notice of intent to appeal within thirty
(30) days from the receipt of this Order if he wants to secure appropriate appellate review. His
attention is also directed to Rules 203, 206, and 243 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules
for the appropriate procedures to follow after notice of intent to appeal has been timely filed.

€ |
AND IT IS SO ORDERED this 2 = day of Dec.. ,2013.

D. b (-

D. Garrison Hill
Chief Administrative Judge
Thirteenth Judicial Circuit

, South Carolina.
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