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A timely Notice of Appeal was filed on Applicant’s behalf and an Anders brief was

perfected by Joseph L. Savitz, [1I, Esquire. The Applicant submitted a Brief of Appellant on
December 4, 2009. The South Carolina Court of Appeals dismissed the Applicant’s appeal.
State v. Williams, Op. No. 2010-UP-505 (8.C. Ct. App. filed November 12, 2010). The

Remittitur was sent on December 23, 2010.

ALLEGATIONS
In his application for bost-convic(ion relief, Applicant alleges he is being held in custody
uniawfully based on the following allegations:

1. Ineffective Assistance of Counsel.

@ “Counsel failed to object to the introduction of certain pieces of
evidence that should have been objected to and thercfore prejudiced
the applicant.”

b. “Counsel failed to object to the jury charge instructing that malice may
be inferred from the use of a deadly weapon.”

(© “Counsel failed to properly object to the introduction of the confession
during the Jackson v, Denno hearing.”

@ “Counsel was ineffective of advising application to confess to the
crimes of Murder and Burglary as the confession was used to convict
applicant at trial.”

_ @ “Counsel failed to request the jury instruction of accessory after the
fact.™”

@ “Counsel failed to adequately prepare for trial and develop a trial

strategy.”

“Brady violations.” :

“Counsel failed to object to testimony of state witnesses and failed to
-object-to- testimony -of -state- witnesses' and- failed to“efféctively cross

examine the state witnesses.”

SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY PRESENTED
At the evidentiary hearing, Applicant testified on his own behalf. The State presented
téstitnpny from trial counsel, David Miller, Esquire (Counsel). This Court also had before it a
copy of trial transcript. the Aiken County Clerk of Court records, Appellate Records, the

Applicant’s South Carolina Department of Corrections records, thg _PCR.agp!ic:aPt‘iP& and the
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SOUTH C\ROLIVA COMMISSION ON lNDIGENT D[f‘NSE

DMsmn of Appellate Defense : e Robert M Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender
1330 Lady Street; Suite 401 -Wanda H. Carter, Deputy Chief: Appellate Defender S
Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3332
Post Office Box 11589

Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1589
Telephone: (803)734-1330

T 7T T T T T 77 U Facsimile: T (803)734-1397 T - ’ - T T T e

September 19, 2014

Mr. Chad Everette Williams, #303225
Perry Correctional Institution

430 Oaklawn Road

Pelzer, SC 29669

Re: Your case
Dear Mr. Williams:

I have not gotten all the paperwork to get your appendix ready, send it.to the
printer, and read. I will make the decision on a stay or Rule 59(e) motion. You may write

T T me to'let-me know where- you think the order-of"dismissal-is-not' accurate” T T R

~

Sincerely,

X

Robert M. Pachak
Appellate Defender
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SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION:ON INDIGENT DEFENSE

Robert M. Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender

Division of Appellate Defense. R
Wanda H. Carter, Deputy Chief Appellate Defender

1330 Lady Street, Suite 401
Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3332
Post Office Box 11589

Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1589

Facsimile: (803) 734-1397

November 3, 2014

Mr. Chad Everette Williams, #303225
Perry Correctional Institution

430 Oaklawn Road

Pelzer, SC 29669

Re: Your case 4
Dear Mr. Williams:

It was your PCR attorney’s responsibility to file a Rule 59(9) motion if he felt it
was necessary. Your complaints are vague and not very specific. Since the court has given
you 45 days to respond, I suggest you ralse_ your concerns w1th them but you need to be

very specific.

e e e eame

Sincerely,

RMF
Robert M. Pachak
Appellate Defender

RMP/pem
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