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The fedson &PP\I'C&(\)( £led ineffectie. dssistance of counsel on the atforneys
hat epresented him in his pled dgreement 1s becduse Ms, Fringle Continueously drilled
in his head ot if he do go %o ¥ial hed be found quilty and the stafe will seek the death

pen&\)‘{,&ﬂé him be«'n9 3 youn9 black male with on\\/ a |0t %r&d& education he went

for i, Sne revec intend +o ¥ake Wis case to teidl because she felt applicant was
%ui\*\/

The court asked the Solicitor has the defendant been 8llowed access o all
the d\'scovevy matecial @ this case. M. Medors said ves when Sled Laboraery
Forensic Sexvices Request dnd /4r South Croling Yaw Enfoccement Division Forensic
Decvices Laborafory Repoct skill had Cyidence processing and Ms, fringle agreed as well
*\'b&_* She reviewed a\| documents and A\l discovecy agtecial (‘95\'\ 2225 /18 )
app\'\‘cem P\ead out or\\?/ becavse she ledd him to believe i1t was his best op’ﬂ‘on.

APP\K&M %\nooshf he was entitled equal pestection of #he \aw oc even q

chance 3t a fair Teidl, Trstead e plead o all theee chdrges in erchange that the.

State would deop 4he death pendlty ,dnd then the court dsked nas anyone

Threatened you or used force o get You to pled guilty or intimidated you in



a(\\/ \<ir\d oc w&y app\t‘carﬁ said No Bt everyone know e was ﬁ%u‘mg Jrlr\e dea&h

pena\*y £ he went 1o toial tats why he entec into ¢ nego&;aifed pleg, App\rcanf
only \ookmg for & Atforney who has his best intergst at heact and who will raise
his issue in court,

My co-defendent whos the states key witness,who didnt get any +ime , who
9ave two Statements that were comp\e%e\y diffecent from edch other, No one cross
exadmined his statement, and dPP‘\‘CaM bedr the burden of Pfov\‘ﬂg his case, By
not Vece'\\/\'nj a\l of his motion of c\(scovecy o his role B ik violates his
Aue Proiﬂss.

| /P\ea Coumsel was delicient in vepresen‘rmg B\Pph'cam% because he d.d noJrth
T prepare & detense, foccing Bpplicant fo entec a qulty pled. App\\“cdﬁ Fiest alleged
counsel was ineffective Sor failing +o prepdre and properly aduise him of potent:al
defense %o Hne chdgges. F\PP\“CAﬂ’( a\\eﬁac\, ik had counsel prepared and advised
hion of potential defense. o be used &t tridl, e would not have pled guilty oot
d¥rer would ndve proceeded To Yo,

App\ic&ﬂf noted e believed tece wece sevecdl defenses his attorneys ceuld




have prepared on his behalf, \‘(\C\\)d{'ﬂg an B\rgumen)r for voluntary manslaug hn‘ér b&sed
on the k(\\ingg be\‘(\SHCVime of PGSS\‘on\\usir\S his co-defenddnts inconsistent statements
+o‘ police dgdinst the state, challenging 4e Burg\dcy charge where dpplicdnt a”eg ed he
enteced the ‘rouse Using his ey ,and by having him mentally evalvated.
App\'\can% Finished by saying he only pled guilty s a vesult of his aﬁ%meys'

1 3dvise and he didnt really want +o pled gwk\*y. On Cross—exam;‘nat‘on,applrcanjr agreed
he did not want +o recewe the death penalty and the only way to ensure he did ﬁof
Loceive the death for certdin was o entec the negotiated pleas like he did. He also
agreeé e enteced the pleds as he believe the quacanteed \ife. without parcole sentences

\qe wou\d recewe ds a re;o\\' o{: fhe P\eﬁs werce ' better oeﬂm thdo ro\\\'nﬁ the c‘l'ce

A Yeial WR*\(‘\ A Po*e'm*i a\ death {)Qﬂ@x\%f sentence,

APP\\'Cdn‘r A\so conceded he told the p\ed :\\)dge, he believed the stafe could

Convince & yry of his gu\\‘\ be\/ond & redsondble doubt at +ria| based on

Yhe evidence ,and That he had reviewed Yhe discovery materials io depth.

%aseé on the (ore,gomg\ ap\o\\‘caﬁ% proys fax the court vacate Vs seatences

ds violdtive of the St Amendenent and cemand fhis case to tne Richland |



Cour\‘(y Cour’( or C—,enera] Sessions
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