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SIXTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE

104 North Main Street * Post Office Box 1809
Lancaster, South Carolina 29721
Telephone No.: (803) 285-5585
Fax No.: (803) 285-6085

June 1,2012

Mr. James Robert Miller, SCDC # 3 16047
Broad River Correctional Institution

4460 Broad River Road

Columbia, SC 29210

Re: Your recent letter
Dear Mr. Miller:

I am writing in response to your recent letter dated “May 2012” that I just received
yesterday. You have asked a number of different questions and I will try to address them
in the order that you asked them.

You first ask “What are the next steps?” and if it is possible for you to withdraw your
guilty plea. I do not know of any legal basis for you to withdraw your guilty plea. Asto
the next steps, I have filed an appeal as you requested. If your appeal is denied, your next
procedural step would be to file an application for Post-Conviction Relief, commonly
known as PCR. In a PCR application, you argue that you are entitled to a new trial
because you did not receive effective representation of counsel. A lawyer (obviously not
me) would be appointed to represent you and eventually a hearing would be held. If a
judge decided that you did not receive effective representation of counsel and that the
ineffective representation made a difference in the outcome of your case, that judge could

grant you a new trial. -

You ask about whether or not the sentence on indictment 2011-GS-20-2036. The
notes 1 took the day of the hearing reflect that the judge did order ten years suspended to
three years probation. My notes also reflect that he ordered $30,000.00 in restitution. 1

do not have a transcript but I believe the sentence sheet accurately reflects what the judge
ordered. As to the restitution amount, the judge heard from both sides and made his

decision on the amount. -1 believe he took into account the fact that money was taken

from you and that your car was seized. If you remember, that State alleged you stole
significantly more money than just $30,000.00. 1 believe your only way to challenge this
amount would be to file a PCR application as | mentioned above and request a new trial.
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