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10 (N) Applicant's right to effective assistance of counsel as
guaranteed by the Sixth Amendment to the United States
Constitution and the South Carolina Law was violated as a result
of counsel‘'s failure to interview alibi witnesses. Trial counsel
is required to interview defendant's potential alibi witness and
counsel's failure to interview alibi witness prejudiced
defendant. Walker V. State 407 S.C. 400 756 S.E. 2nd l44.

11 (N) Mr. Dejohn never interviewed applicant's potential alibi
witness Cindy Tyler to see what her role played in testifying at
trial. '

10 (0) BApplicant's right to effective assistance of counsel as
guranteed by the Sixth Amenment to the United States Constitution
and the South Carolina Law was violated as a result of counsel's
and solicitor (prosecutor) conversing confidential evidence in
case. Rule (407) South Carolina Rules of Professional Conduct:
Rule 1.6 Confidentiality of Information (A) A lawyer shall not
reveal information relating to the representation of a client
unless the client gives informed consent.

11 (0) When Mr. John Dejohn came to see the applicant in Pickens
County Jail to go over subpoenaed evidence, Mr. Dejohn said what
the reply was from the solicitor (prosecutor) about the evidence
that was returned from the subpoena that we talked about.
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