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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE SUPREME COURT

RECEIVE],

PRO SE APPELLATE BRIEF FEB 27 2015

S.C. Supreme Court

MICHAEL HENDERSON,
PETITIONER,
V.
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

RESPONDENT.

APPELLATE CASE NO. 2014-001254




Michael Wayrie Her:dersor: #348971
MacDougall Correctioral Irstitutiorn
1516 01d Gilliard Road

Ridgevilee, SC 29472

February 24, 2015

Dar:iel E. Shearouse

Clerk Of Court

Post Office Box 11330

Columbia, South Carolira
29211

Re: Pro Se Brief corccerriirg Appellarit Case Noc. 2014-001254
Dear Mr. Shearouse:

PLease file the ericlosed brief/memorardum ir. the case of:
Michael W. Heridersor: v. State of South Carolira.
Appellate case No. 2014-001254.
To the hearirig court.

Thark you very much,

Siricerely,

el 4 Plnderr ™ —

Michael W. Heridersor:.
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Dear Horiorable Supreme Court Judges:
My rame is Michael Herdersori. I, at this time, would like
to submit my Pro Se brief regarding Appellart Case rio.2014-001254
First I would like to say, I agree with my attorrey ir
the followirig Ariders brief pursuirt to White v. State submitted
by appellart deferder Mr. Berjamer. John Tripp, ard filed in
the Supreme Court or: Febuary-4, 2015, With attachments.(Letters
explairing that portior: of the Arders brief pertairiirig to relief
of coursel being stardard.) Further to look to that of Arders
v. California 386 U.S. 738 S.Ct. 1396 (1967). Briefed ar arguable
legal issue which arose duririg the course of the trial.[Page
9-3 of brief for relief of counsel.] That forwhich would bring
the issues of ar:i improper hardlirg of my case coricerr:ir,g the
right of ar: instart appeal followirng a jury trial: Attorriey
H. Chase Harbir: failed to file the forms, therefor, being
ireffective in that aspect, which later, four year riow, rno way
car: a rior;i prejudiced belated ter: day appeal be heard. Forwhich
appears or: page 535 of volume two of the apperdix (appea bottom
of the page)( rights violatioris).
The basis for P.C.R. arid that at the time I was rot irformed
by attorriey Chase Harbir to answer "yes" to all guestiors
coricerniirsg guilt put forth by the court ir order to receive

the beriefit of the plea deal.




I have rever mariufactured methamphetamirie, ar:d that I
thought was the questior: asked by the Judge.(Trarscript of trial
page 104 lire 1 - 25: page 105 lire 1-16.) ard futhermore, was
ir:fact fourd riot guilty of that charge.(sertericirnig phase of

trial trariscripts, page 475 lire 1-16.)

Daer Horiorable Supreme Court Judges:

I pray for relief ir this matter. As my coursel Mr. Bernjamin
J. Tripp has piorited to the fourth Ameridmer:t ard for the reasors
pior:ited out ir: the suppressior: hearirig, I do believe whole
heartedly that my arid my wifes rights were violated urder the
Uriited States Supreme Court created, exclusiorary rule to safe-
guard fourth amerdmer:it rights. Uriited States v. Calandra
414 U.S. 338(1974). The exclusioriary rule provides that eviderice
seized in violatior: of the fourth amendmer:t must be excluded
from trial, also, the Fourteerith Amerdmer:t is ar: issue directly
related to this case as fruits of the poisorious tree doctrire.
See: Worng Sur: v. Uriited States,371 U.S.471, 484(1%263).

Tharik you for your time arid consideratior: ir. this matter.

Sirccerely,

Jluehad ) Horddiord—

Micheal W. Her:dersor
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