' RECEIVBD John .-Alexqm:[f:r; \_‘7%748’ |

SEo 0.2.2015 “ A .DeoorJTMP nJF 0? Cort’P rf;bnﬁ
| E%L Eec’e mmme \/\fcu.

S.C. SUPREM ’
£ COURT N\CCorm.ak S.C 29549

]\ua u5't &7‘. 2015

' »T\'\(’_ C)Uhrame (OUF+ n? CJQU*HW Carof na

‘ Honmraua Dnrn(i! 5]’}6’&1‘0()‘?6

(\A((’ FL O? CO()I‘+

Past Ot ice Bax 1330

| :(c\um\wia SC 292l

RQQU&SWL lLo FP!’WS’('CUL(’ Pd'mem For \/\IFWL

OY (r' r+lorar1

FHC}OQP(Z{ D(FCS&E c[ 83 reouesJF Jl'o rﬁ\ﬁ5+ﬁ+ﬁ “H\.e.

?&Jﬁjﬂon For \/Jrrj\' n&: CC\')Y\OFOLH DL\’%UQD'\' J\‘0 the,

%ouH’\ Carollna Fouﬁ o‘; ADDaa!% rc](J I C{CL+€.C( AUOUST

| Q\O 015 JPﬂler\O H\P (x\”)m/@. BJ" %‘\Oﬂ&l”% Fe+ {'IOH

FOT RE’_I’WEQFIOO

Alsa olease. send_me_a clocked date qucuvmecl

Copu ?or 2aYE! D&FQOHQI F}c.
P J 1 |

RCQ P(Hjc HU %UEMI++&A




John D. Alexander, 194748
Depar+merﬂL of Corrections
336 RedemPJﬁ'or\ \/w{aH
MeCormick, South Carslina
29899

TH& Suprema Csur}t ot Souﬂw Carollna

' Honorable Daniel L. Shearouse |

Clerk of Court {
Post Ditice Box 11330

Co(um\jia, South Carts‘{ﬂa IR

Re: Appellate Case No. 2012 -211390
Trial Case No. 2010CPH20QHA3 l

Dear Honorq\g\e Shearouse -

On June 19,2015 T Su\zm}Hecj o pro se PmL{Jr{om bor Nr{]L
& Certiorars before the Supreme Court seeking a review
b the Court of f\ppea\s dismissal of My proSe Wrif of Cert- 4
orart and denial of Pet Hion For Rahearihg.

Subsequently, due fo an eror by the Court of
App&&\s i1 connection with dismissing My Rtition For
Rehearing, on June 26,3015 the Cour‘? of Appeals sent
me an Order Recalling Remittitur; a lefter reinstating
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’3 _m‘j?aﬂlhoﬂ FO\— Rehgar{ng Qﬂt] Orcle_recl QPPOSI’DQ COUOSQI

to Filea return to the Pfﬂ'ﬁ‘for\ no later than ten Clo)
days From the date <June 25,2015) of the Order. Also,
on E'Jume 26,3015 the Supreme Court sent me iTs
Oche,r* leSrhfSSiﬂg H\e pro Se \/Jrht OF Cer+:’orar{c
C_orjse_quenﬂg?&s a result of the Court of Appeals void
Cm_d annulled its fﬂiwlfcu\ Order den i09 the Petition for
Rehearing and Recalled its RcmiHi?ur ,on August o,
2015 the Court of Appeals issued a separate order

) C\tﬂlj'\ﬂg the Retition tor Rc\ﬁearing. See attachments

As such, the Pebitioner asserts that there exisT
CCSptc_ia\ and 5mPorJrcmlr reasons?” Jus+iF3{ﬂg the
exercise or the Supreme Courts discretion under Rule
A4, SCACR (b) bo review the Court of Appeals decision.
Particularly, There are novel questions of law involved
ﬂuo (&) H\e_ C‘J&C\'S\'Oﬂ OF Hwa COUVJF oy‘ [\ppeaxs {S i'ﬂ
conflict with prior and recent decisions of the
Supreme CourT, three @) Subs+dﬂ+1'al COﬂSﬂjruﬂOﬂo\l
ssues are direct! invelveds and Four (&) ?adera\
questions are ‘mciugcd and the decisions of the United
States Supreme Court. Thereforey Ellison v. State, 282
6.C. 189, (76 S.E.2d 971 (2009) ; Haggins v. State,377 5.C.
135,59 S.E.2d 170 (2008)° and Missouri v. State; 378 S.C.

594,665 S.E.2d 430 (2008) can and should be deem
'ir)qpp\kq‘b\e to the PFQSerﬁ’ case . And )Jro the Coﬂjrrargj

the Supreme Court should exercise its discretion To
CY\JY&FJFCU'N HWP_ PCWLfJF\'Oﬂ For Ccrf(orar{. :

* l\ppe.\\ajre Case No. 2015- 001352
x .




f Wherefore , the fetitioner respecﬂully request the
Supreme Court to 9rqrﬁ his Petition For Writ of
Certiorari, Appellate Case No. dola—211290.

Doted 8/27/15 , ol SobmiHed
RespecTiu obmiTTe
M@mp(m |

cCs Karin C. Rcffigeﬂ, S&ﬂlor I\SSJSWLarﬂL DE’.PU@ f\Hornej Gdnera]
Honorable V. Claire Allen, Depuﬂj Clerk
Robert M. Padwak) /\ppel\cﬁrt Defender



The South Carolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629

CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
1220 SENATE STREET
V. CLAIRE ALLEN COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
DEPUTY CLERK

TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890
FAX: (803) 734-1839
WWW.SCCourts.org

June 25, 2015

John Douglas Alexander, 194748
McCormick Correctional Institution
386 Redemption Way

McCormick SC 29899

Re: John Douglas Alexander v. State
Appellate Case No. 2012-211390

Dear Mr. Alexander:
This will acknowledge receipt of your Petition for Rehearing.
By copy of this letter, opposing counsel is requested to file an original and six (6)

copies of a return to this motion no later than ten (10) days from the date of this
letter.

Very truly yours,

cc:  Suzanne Hollifield White, Esquire
Robert M. Pachak, Esquire




The Supreme Court of South Carolina

John Douglas Alexander, Petitioner,
V.

State of South Carolina, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2015-001352

ORDER

The South Carolina Court of Appeals denied the petition for a writ of certiorari in
this post-conviction relief (PCR) case. Petitioner has now filed a petition for a writ
of certiorari to review the decision of the Court of Appeals.

In Ellison v. State, 382 S.C. 189, 676 S.E.2d 671 (2009), this Court held that it will
no longer entertain petitions for writs of certiorari where the Court of Appeals has
denied a petition for a writ of certiorari in a PCR case. Accordingly, the petition
for a writ of certiorari is dismissed.

CJ.

| ~ | kJOR THE COURY—"
Columbia, South Carolina e

June 20, 2015

cc:  Suzanne H. White, Esquire
Mr. John Douglas Alexander, 194748

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
The Honorable M. Hdpe Blackley




The South Carolina Court of Appeals

John Douglas Alexander, Petitioner,
V.
State of South Carolina, Respondent.
Appellate Case No. 2012-211390
The Honorable J. Mark Hayes, 11

Spartanburg County
Trial Court Case No. 2010CP4202428

ORDER RECALLING REMITTITUR

Thié Court’s remittitur was sent to the Clerk of Spartanburg County on June 8,
2015. It 1s now necessary for this Court to recall the remittitur. The Clerk of
Spartanburg County is, therefore, directed to return the remittitur to the Clerk of
the South Carolina Court of Appeals within ten (10) days from the date of this

order.

FOR THE COURT

BY V., ({nie d%.&%
CLERK ,
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__%aécAME,Q.CL/S'

Columbia, South Carolina




CC:

Suzanne Hollifield White, Esquire
John Douglas Alexander, 194748
Robert M. Pachak, Esquire

M. Hope Blackley




The South Carolina Court of QAppeals

John Douglas Alexander, Petitioner,
V.
State of South Carolina, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2012-211390

ORDER

After careful consideration of the petition for rehearing, the Court is unable to
discover that any material fact or principle of law has been either overlooked or
disregarded, and hence, there is no basis for granting a rehearing. Accordingly, the

petition for rehearing is denied.
A izzu_ﬁ)é\ ' m )
. /%
,/ J.

Columbia, South Carolina

cc:  Suzanne Hollifield White, Esquire
Robert M. Pachak, Esquire
John Douglas Alexander, 194748




e
John Nexander, 194745
McCormick Correctional Institute
gd Reuempticn Way
McCormick, SC 22839

The mr%:\ﬁv)m mOCLr of W0C+T mnﬁ_«o\ §.D@t ,
Hon. _UQJ:L L. Ghearsuse

Clerk of CourT

Poct OFFice Pox 11330

ﬁo_c:)r?f SC X9l
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