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TSSUE PRESENTED

The PR Sudge erfed indenying perionerts faim:
Hnot he was dentedthe tight Yo etbeckive assisrance of
appellake Lounsel by Lounsel's falute 4o raige Wis preseved

1Ssue of the Stotre's ulolavion of Wis distovecy (equest ol
the roubecy Mirkims’ medical recetas 4o disprove the statels

a-Hemp+cA wwatder Lharges against Wim i Wis ol ackion
26i5-L£P=H2-011T8H ,

1. Zol5-cP-42-01784 addressed petitionads Hial ly Jucy
LonditHion of atwed vobhecy, Possession of a Leapan duting ¥he
Commission ot a Viclent Ciime and 4o Counts of Arrempted
mufdec.



STATEMENT.

Rerdioner Savan Frederiek Mavs was Lonvicxed of atmed vebo-
becy, possession of a fiteatm ducing the Lommission of aNiolent
CANE and dno Counds of artempred rued per Jury Afial held

Auding ¥he November 2013 4emm of the Spatkanhary Loundy Gene -
{a\ Sess'ions Leott beboe TJudge AleXandeC S. !\At‘_tau\d\/..'“\e
peditioner appeated pro Se ot teial diong wWith . Reger Pocle
ESquites as Standay Counsel. ASSiStant Solitivof Ne o O
Bulsa appeaced on hewalk of the State at Acial. Vevivonec tas

Seatenced 4o imprisanment fot an aggregated fuenty-year
+ecma

The peritioner appealed, bux his appeal was Alsmissal
lw Hhe 5. L. Covck of Appeals « See atrate voiMavs ;92618
Le-179 (s.c. App. Filed wpril 8/ 2015). Npp. 214- 2. 20, Susan
B. Hackett of 4we S.c. Ofbite of Appellate Defense
represented petitionse on appeal and £iled an Andecs
Briel of Appellate on November (2 2014, Agp. 26\-218 . The
Seudn Lato\ina Couck of Appedls dismissed petitions's
appeal \nan Bnpublished opinion. State va Mays, Zois-
uP-179(s.c.App. Filed Rpell 8,2015. The Remititur Wag
Yerumned sn Apeil 28, 2015,

The peddionec Subsequentiy H1led a PR applicavian
on Apcit 28,2015, with the Spackanburg Lounty Cledks
office in action 2018~ CF-H2-o178H (App-28i-3o0) aHaLXing

'S deial Louth LonvicXions

A Pask-Lonvitrion Reliet (PeR) heating was Lonvened
on Nevember 4, 20\b, at the Spactantaucy Louny Lontthouse
before Sudae Frank K. Ay Petidioner Las preseant

at Hne heacing and mas fepresented by Radney Riche,
ESguite; and AsSsistant Pttorney Genecal Alicia D\We
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appeaed on behait of ¥he State. Agp. 301321, On March 24,
20V1, Tudge RAdy (550ed an ofder - i W Case. App,32R-38T»

“The peritioner appealed Judae RAAy's Orel of Dismissal, |
This Oro e Petition foo Wiy of LevXipract folowSa

ARGUMENT

The PR Sudge ec(ed in deaying petitionets Llaim that -
he Was Aenied e vigik Yo efbective assistance o agpellate.
Counsel's failuce Yo 1aise W5 presened 15618 otte Sravels
Niolavion of his distovelty teauest for Yhe fobbelty Nithins'

W\eALLa\ TeLn0As o diSprove Yhe StrakelsVartempred
wurdec/tharges’” agatnst Wi

On Novewmaed A4, 20lbs a LR heating was held on the
petirionels taim Yok he was denied the aht Yo
. edtechive assisyance of appela¥xe Counsel by aouQse\is
failore do ralse and atque Wis presedvesd "Ssue st e
Stare!s failluce 4o provide v disloveny of Yhe
tolbhecry \ickims' wedictal (€cords Yo dispute Hae
State's Yaktempred multder ¥ EWacges againsgt Wi
Tn Suppoct ofF Wis Claim, We Sulomits Haar during
hig PR Weoring Ws appellate Counsel, Susan Natkety,
teskitied a6 follods regading the Srares fallu(e
Yo provide Mae applicant discevecy of the Yolhely
viedims' wiedical tecords during A rect examination
by Wis PeR Lounsel, Rodney Riches as follonrsh

3. M youhappen Yo Write a el n
s 'casel

A% x A\A st

Q% RAnd do yoo (etal\ ¥he issue Yhak
~ou taige n Mot belet?

A% Nes:; T Ao

A% And tohat wasite

A% e \ssue T vahsed is thak Ahe Swige
Should \naNe cwacaed e Suf

Haat fat the Coime of a¥rempted



mutder Specifit intenk s fequired.
Ansreads Hhe sudge Yhen tharged the
Sucy Haat geéneral intent was snty
reguired. .
Rl Was Mls issue presecved on appeats
A I+ Was nox preserved.
Q¥ De you berieve hat the discoves
tasue’toas an appeaiavle 1SSue?
AL T 4id not Hind i 40 be one. T

Tt po 3H, Lo 13— 318, Lo 5 LR 70, pa B~10)

Attordingly s Lontraty 4o peririoner's appellate lounsels
+estimony Hhak She did not Hind the X‘)e—%'\‘\-'\ oneca N ANs-
Lovecy 1850e” +o he an appellate 1asue, e +rial Tudge
enderecd he following ruling Lonterning the Strarels

uce 4o provide Yhe peritonel Aiactovecy of ¥he (obloery
Nicthn's wmedidal vetafds’

Louck! AW Tight, We're bacc onthe tecocd.
I have received a qeestion in Srate N, Nays.
T \have (eLewed aguestion from+he Iuly.

Was Anteon Oa\eSb\{?‘S (colohec\( N erwm) head
gfazed by a buet?

‘Deb. Mays: T aink Seen nothing in Wy
Wokion Haatr a buliek Wit his head . That's
Wiy W€ needed Vecords Anat Luould

dereomine ail ths.

Coucds. Well, e dond have atya So we_
C.@n‘+ éD “\,‘\(\G‘k‘a

LT nore out obTeexien for (Statels)
failure Yo have wmedital vecoras?s

Def. Mayss And W Was in my motionr
diStovery )l Your HonoCn » -
TJTI po iql-lql‘"\a

RS the ahove excecrps from e +lal Hans g
tng eskionanly Shews Yhav the Strotels failute+o

provide ¥he peritioner discovesy of the wblbery

vieimes) wmediiaiYems ios pesened o appellate evied
by petitioneris obSection e this viclation by
Hhe Strote, vt Cannot Ve Seclaushy argued +hat he

A



1Nas not dented effecrive assistance of appellatre
Lounsel by Counser's Falluce Yo raise and dtgue e
S rake'S dsSCO\/e{‘Y Violakion wohien Could have eariied
im o revecsal of YWis attewmpted wmunder Conwickion s
Finally » ds a Maceshold wmatter 10 Beady v. Maryland |
RT3 oS, 85 (196D, e US. Dupreme Loutt held Yhat due
Proleas (equives Ane prosecurian 4o di8¢\ose exidence
FaNocable 4o an accused when exdence s Watenol o
guitk of pumishmenk. See also, Rule b S, el.lyim Ve
T bonSunétiongthe Us S Bupreme Louck has Furiher
held Hhatr an indigeant detendant hWas a o qh* Xo
awmv\*ea Counsel on appeal (& ¥he agpeal 15 glanted
as of Ciglat; ond Yaak Dug froless requives e¢feckiie
as5isYance of Counsel duting £i(sk agpeal as Cighiv
Evit V. Lutey, H6] b S, 38 39k (1485).

Nece, as Awe Teltord Shows that the Strake Nivlaved
peh{-.oneﬁs discovecy worions and Yhak he Las deaied
effectwe dssiskance of appelate Lounsels Failure Yo
(aise and argu € Yhe Srare's distovecy Violakion v
Lannot loe Seriously atdued oy the Stove thak Xne

petitionzr is net earMed Yo revesal ot Ws Connier
Fion.

CoNelosTod

\IQ\‘\tREF:‘RE., £oc the @o(egaing (Casons i ¥he

Honora\o\ﬁ Coutt Should Yevecse the pe\—\+toﬂef‘5
ConNicAion for a new cials
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The undecsigned hereby cevkifies that d e Logy
of his Pro Se Pekition for Wiy of Lectovrarn has been
Sevvead upou\ \lc\ler\'.e za¢ Cia GioNanolt, Eéquirﬁ/ at+ e

Rembert Deanis Building. 1000 Assembly Syveet, Room

519, Lolumbias S 222013 and a Copy of e fro 5¢€
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Defendel, S Lowimission enIndiaent Detense,
P 6. BoX 1IEBL, Colunbia, 8¢+ ZRLI-1E8A

/ LS/MMJ \F N\(’\\\b
el Mays

Savan Treddi
SeDe No« 280184

Pevey loffecxional TnsSy.
430 daklawn Road-9.8/
"f\ﬂ Pe\zex, S, v 29 6oLA
This | day Pro &e
of ATU v /90\8

RECEIVED)

6 JUL 20 2018

8.C. SUPREME COURT



Jm/mﬂ\mjb 150487-48-454
H@D BGJ/% o dde.

&ze,vs

The, 5U§3V@)‘Y\8 Lourty of deudhy Cm e
Cane.) Sheadonse, Ll IL@Q ¥l

, PN Box-11330
ECEIVE
RECEIVED QG\UW\\)\QJ 50, 29410

JuL 172018
PC.l. MAILROOM




