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deficient ‘performance prejudiced him. Accordingly, this Court hereby denies and dismisses
Applicant's allegation that his guilty plea was inveluntary

D. All Other Aliegations

As to any and all allegations that were raised in the application or at the hearing in this
matter and not specifically addressed in this order, the Court finds Applicant faiied o present any
evidence regarding such dllegations. Accordingly, the Court finds Applicant has abandoned any

such aiiegaiion

IV. CONCLUSICGN

Based on the foregoing, the Court finds-and concludes Applicant has not established any
constitutional violations or deprivations that would require this Court to grant his applicauon.

Therefore, this application for post-conviction relief must be denied and dismissgd with

—

prejudice.

The Court notes Applicant tust file and serve a notice of appeal within thirty (30) days

from PCR_counsel’s receipt of written- nguce_dmj;}udg;mm_m_segme_gh;a_Annmmam

ey

appellate review. See Rule 203, SCACR. Pursuant to Austin v. State, 305 8.C. 453, —1095::2(5
395 (1991), Applicant has a right to appellate counsel’s assistance in seeking review of the denia

of post-conviction relief. Rule 71.1(g), SCRCP, provides that if Applicant wisties 1o seck

appellate review, PCR counsel must serve and file a notice of appeal on Apphcar

’E:S R4

Applicant is directed to South Carolina Appellate Court Rule 243 for appropriate progdu
=

.appeal.
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Law Office of Leah B. Moody, 1.LC

235 East Main Street
Post Office-Box 1013
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29731
Ibmatty@comporiuni.net

Phone: (803) 3274192 . Fix: (§03) 3051344
January §, 2015

Suzanne White, Esquire

Oftice of the Attorney General

P. O.Box 11349

Columbia, SC 29211

RE: Chuck Edward McCullough v. State of South Carolina
'C.A.No.: 2013-CP-42-4979

Dear Ms. White:

Please be informed that the following amendments need to be made to Mr. Chuck Edward
McCullough’s PCR Application in the above-referenced matter.

The amendments to Mr. McCullough’s PCR Apphcatlon would be am« nded under Question 10 and
may be generally described as:

[€)) Proseputorial Misconduct;

(2) Unconstitutional Sentence Enhancement;
(3) Subject Matter Jurisdiction; and

(4) Judicial Misconduct.

If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact my oifice.

incerely,

eah B. Mooy
LBM/scm

Cc: Chuck Edward -McCullough
The Honorable M. Hope Blackley

Pajc 7 of 30
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Law Office of Leah B. Moody, LLC

Leah B. Moody 2335 East Main Street, Suite 115

Lbmatty@comporium.net ‘Post Office Box 1015 (297317
‘Rock Hill, South Carolina 2973¢
Telephone (803) 327-4192
Facsimile (803) 329-}344

June 30, 2016

Chuck Edward McCullough, #31 1608
‘McCormick Correctional Institution
386 Redemption Way

McCormick, SC 29899

RE: Chuck Edward McCullough, #311608 v. State of South Carolina
Case No:: 2013-CP- 42-4979

Dear Mr. McCullough:
Please find enclosed a filed copy of the Order Denying Relief, Notice of Appeal, and Proot of
Service regarding your case with my office. 1 contacted the SC Attorney General’s Office

regarding the page 6. It appears the Spartanburg Clerk of Court left the page out and they.senf J{
to me.

If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact our office.
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Dhock Elvard §®~\\§k 3408

McCormick Correctional institute £/~ 2.3
386 Redemption Way
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