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When Appropriate . The Supreme Coucr Will Not entertain
meatters in [+S original JuriSdiction irhen the /atter Can
be dﬁ?‘e/‘m;ned /n a /ou/gr Courd In #he Fi;;\;f- /‘hjf—a}—,é e,
Without mareria| Prejudice 1o the Vghts oF Fhe
Parties, |

T the Public inteest i5 iniolted, or i+ Special Qrounds
of 'g/f,ep/ae?g y or othel Goo4 leasons ex/sr W/y/ the
Original furjs diiction of the 5“/’”{’?@ Court Shoufd
be exerc_/’,sg,/, the Facts 5/7'0W/;7f the leassnyg sy
.be Stated in a petivien tvith Stpporsing ArFrdavits,
A /Memorandum wish Citation oF "aufﬁ,ar)'f,'gg Jn
Suptort oF the Mmotion,

L this Extrardinary writ at bar hag Mmer Jtorieus
Cojorable Substantiaf 1o the despee thai only the
South Carolina Supreme court oA Legal Asency
as high As the World Court Can hear ans
AdJudicate these claims$. =

A complete /Niscarriage, Fundamental /Mis cartiage
of Justice /)QS-Z/CPS’/"VeJ Me every Since F was
accused OF Criminal Sexuaf congduct £irss desree
with o mind; o



_S'uch deprivations have fegulted in one who Z5 Actueally

Thpocent beiny Coniinously Confrned +2 FauiSe Zmplison-

Ment. The petitioner £7jing +his extraordinaly Lri't
is a Loymen and has grew up in /mental fealth
[nsiitutions and group hames  Since /1797~ 2ow5

T/)e pefitianer 1S Tre}/‘ Wiiliam s and X /»dl’/e /)Q,J ana/
have Emotionally Challenged Mmental heaith (g};d/f/"«an_j'-
and is getting Curfent pending freatment
- was born September 2151, 1988 and 45 :ZQ -
Jears of 4se when F wvas accused of s £ IS
Crime as an adult and only Serious crime.

L tas 2] jears of age When z tvas denres
An aittorney teo represen+ me, denied effective assisfance
ofFf Counsel, Denied y aory ﬂia@f; Denied A mental
heajth evaiuation, Penied being Indic tef +o Stand

trjal Lohile having all My [3h1s Faken Flom e
Pro Se £iling +his Mmotien of Prose /n
any Stage and Phase oF Fhis case because I have

Leen deprived effective assisirence OF Coul se/ il’_} everj
' & Finally had engugh Family money
Fo hire an attorne}. T+ has never been 2 hearins

condvcted 10 hear m y merits en why counsel IS
Thefrective anwd the CovrtsS revesr Ins+rnc f-e_r/ Covnsel
ver T have dilpen iy QIIIEssy/

o0 be effective hotve
+ Should have benitites me bput I

my mepits that Showld “ )
Love only been dePrived Atd Dismissey Wish preJudice.

- L am onjy

Stage €ven vht

LEGAL MAID



T b not Wwant #o be and never wanted #o be
ProSe at any crimminal or Cii//"l.Sfauae of ‘c,g//afafa\/
Proceed ings however [+ 1S /nconrroversb/e that
ajl attsrmeys thar r have /m.a/ on My (a);e has
: /°nfen%fmall/ procederally defauited My c/a /ms, |
MIS advised me of Facts, Laws, Opinjons that Are
obJectively Unreasonalle with mys app//’caf/’g,q b3
OFf Clear Federal cConstitutional and state /Jatb,

Al M}(‘af+orne)/s have Jied #o me abouf +he /mws‘:,

fules amd procedure’s that fakes place jn the forality
a(q‘d CitcumsStances Tnvolving My case ever) Step of |
the wa) and ah/“ Jnlestigative JooR at My case

will '.5/3«9?/‘ clear u/?ém the [2eord Such FctS and
Konciujz‘o/)f,'/“’ Fhe f/'me of /My pre 7‘/‘/"«/'
ngg/:ﬂj Session P—i’oéédufe; I pneiver Rnew that J

Could ﬁezgueﬂ— or obtain QAng they appa/‘n%gg/ counse[ |
From +he one Fhat x had and thre FHial Judpe

toid me that T Could NOF 22t ansther public
defender and o days before my trial whey 7
asiced £ F could get an attorne) lpon fFhe |
trial  Judge asking /£ L had any @'@S-f/°%n§
about the Proceedings, X ashes if T could get
another aHofne}’ and L was foid thar T Could

Not.
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The frial Jude 4oid me that T Could not get
Onsther attorney uniess X hired one and even
IF x tvas 7o hire one on that Monday ey
71*{, Yolo Fhat on may 26 20l0 F evould SHIC
56 Foing 19 #rial reyard /e ss- |
Th apcil 2elo prisr 7‘0 that proceeding I W& Pse
fom Aejiering an Ineffective attorney before I
was Zndicteds See P9 30
On difect appeal my direct appeal aﬁgme/_ engaged sn
Flaud Ageinst me and Thteationally ljed and /fékf
Mmeritoriens TsSues of  the Thitial Brief [ecprd
Wwhile alloWing the state 1o File #Ae Responden
Drief Befire the Initial Brief. See £5,55— 66
Direc% qppeal Attorney jnformed me Fhat I could
Not get anof/(er-a-ﬁor‘ne}" At That Stage.
The soliciter In the General Se€ssions Frial
USed Several Faulse testimon) of evidence
along with the Covernment Afencies €Xamining
and ordering examinations On the Vichm [rotess
| Frej‘w.c/ic'e;l me IN fime frames, SpPeculation,
heat S0y testimony Loith uneuritfied 11i4] expert

Litnessese
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o peiief 1 had Five
case and = have
Fhe LvRY fo

ON PCR - Post — con vie fie
diVerSe PCA /)-Hof/")e}/s on /My
been USing due dilisence every step of
+he best my /—;b;"u‘fy Fo NOF bz /) V/‘;fgm of
Procedural Smoke Screens and purdjes rhat
Wwill defawlt My Federal c/aims once L /Made
J feo Federal Courts. & do /et Jearn #he 2k

and /.eyal«,wo&edwms CZM/'LKI," of the Fime 7‘/147‘ Z

have Comml@r counsel frevend me Fom Lriings

and Z have mental heath 2pisodes tvhere £

[ from the Jnoustices Asginsi me
zn these processes and Bloien Family § jtuatizns

> cant FoCHSy holvever have d/’/i}ehf// L/fofe

and £
Fhe LS—QW"/‘ carolina Svpreme Court, fOri Covnty
Al my CounSels of lecord,

ia/ ERL ON

Get Over emotime

- cleric of Court,
Carsling  DiSciptinery €U0

S outh ’
ki My [ Ssues ond ConcernS I < #Fimel ¥ mannier
jnvel Vinz the fotolity OF Fhis case,

T ,/’))'/ Amended PCR /Q/ap/ihé ation that FC/{ ‘Afifym6}"

Fiiea"_o_n my Behalf [t WaS réguesied rhat my

ental health Records, €Xpe r+ witnesse$ Withesses

 Fnvestiéator; Discovery material ard other
Socuments he fPresent For my PR hearing
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and that any failkre 4o have Sih evidence mny

O(ozumen-mﬁon Lyould resulf Jh PLR Counse[ Beiny
the Cadse and %’feJ“a’/’Le for M} pPrezeduralf
oefults Frem Cayi'avfe,‘l Being Theffective,
pcr Counse| engaged in Fraud as be dold me that A
PR proceeding can noy have Lritnesses or address
Qny claim #har 1S Nof Ineffecrive Assistence
oF Frial Counsel in efforrs to Ploceduvrally
oefauit me of allmy rmeritorioss clajms. PLR
C,ow,ge/ destroyed my é)z/ae/\ 7 tvitness dﬂ(ﬁmeﬂfj/’
effoneounsiy edited apl deseted Most of my 'fuéffaﬂﬁ'd,/
Colarabie meritorions c/aims /n Y Ameney PR |
/i/ﬂfllbm_‘fon A// thile Qédﬁo/«’)/’f}nj H+o Qe me A
Fair bite at the Apple. PCR Counse] 121 me F
I paid him ]S thousapd doiters  he tiguld
then Represent me More erfectivel o FER Couvnsel

Filed my Amended Aprlication that I did entirely

;:h //'f'lfa'fio/;/ A&NeVe(' },g Fo0 K Ot MoSt af
. [sation amd left the remaimmy 490 F7ling
tutitten “ gudicral notrce of
that T Sent him -

At the per hearing Fhe siand by cownse] 1
}n‘al restiried that he nevel recalled advising,

oxplaintng, discussing an/ hing boith me /?éai/e- .ﬂ/’}/ |
peyond Lhat as on 2he Record Priof 7o v

my [t
~-7Cro,/r) +he  hand

AdIudicated Facts”
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| H&j&.l‘n//}y me goip Plose and the P Atfforney Gene el
OF fecord Festified fhat the 1eeord does pof feflect
Aadequate Colloguy, Tngijriy 20 discussjop Wwith Me.

o the PR Judpe Agfee alons bvith rhe atforney Oensfaf |

T
a} the Faretta Reglijremenis Llvere

Contfovel 71 b1y Should Vq,m/zﬂ,& and
At the time oF my fR

of PR Record
no+ Mmet <and that+ XN

poFfitm My PeR ofdef.
tfold me I Lould nrot
recors, @ny Jocaments
hear/ Ny Lvas

Hearing +he PLR Covwnsel
intreduce an/‘vﬂiiy on 1he
evidence or anything A*Fer V) FR
over I Was S#ill 'd(’//;j‘en# in Findig out /£ T
Could Camplete having A FAIr bite Ar the Al
- As the Caurts, Jude ofF pPclr [ecord ,e-fc f\eé’/’ekgffﬂ//'
'S thaot PcR Counsef pf Recors frevented

Fhe document '
fCR Counsel o+

Afrom je%v“/‘/z; on Fhe fc,q Aecord.

record had OM#AF opporiunity o Get me A ;/?,;r-_
Bite At the Apple bt Jeciined #2, then he FIRAIT
eve him oTF M) 95 See 3,639~ 157

Jllolred me to feli€

‘ Fhe
Another Atorney Genefs ) became Aetive on 7

and Fited A Frivelous wotice of /ﬁfﬁea/ Since
ro LAAS AN Agfreen ce

case
Ali parties of PER Réco

‘Uadions Againit me B
Record, UPoh me

Luith Con sdrfutfon 2| depri
way of PR festimond 01
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Qetting A copy of PR 1ranscripts T fealired Fhat
PcR testimony ivas Missing From the record Where -
Raised Fhetrective Assistence of PR counse(
lxﬁa'df355fﬂj All the Jssues T had Lih Covnse !
ir bite at the Arrle ard

depr;‘viry me 0f MYy +
' foriows [Ssves. Sec f4.159= 171

Seleting all my meri
The' Next attorney onmy Cese delared
My Pch franseripts, WVeplectal 4o File MY Sqgagre
giion and propose] order that I filed 7o freseive
all my Pcr TSsues, M) PR Fransc ripts. /45
- Already late in beiny develope/ Ly the Court
Aeporier -and PER ATOrney Nathap Shelfon Said
that he Lvas net going to addiess My FER Franseripls
beingincompiete nor file dotumensts in relatons
to my Case Since he Lmas not Af my PCR
heacing. 172 adviSes me Tthat he does not AN ke
T Lvill be Mmeri+o rious of yictorisws on Any
oF My 2ross Appen| jsSues ot ﬂ/bjécm-ﬁovfﬁ/ff
Mis Condmet and I,,e.,c-ﬁ‘e;ﬁz/e assistence of
- Counsel. This cComplete Miscallisge of Justice and
TInetfectiveness from wothan Sheldon pesufted Zh
me Peing Forced 79 Go ppSe preludice and.
drop cross Appeal A5 7 emationally Biole dokn:
Nathan Sheldon never had nor reviewel Mes+ of
Zw CAse And wA5 ID campeted fo hardle CAse

in yg#i@ me
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as he told me he /md never done Appeals like ~Mimne
before, The petition R Wit of cert aS bhsed on
. faudse liHyation Clear ifen the face pf +he
lecord 1o deliberately ofecieve rhe Covrds in M5
FriVolous thcopstitiudtional nature amn 771 f/‘eJug(/Zeo"
MEe, . ' o
ecaue I was plose and deprived my Resperdent prief
wes Isnofed, Several diverse attomey generals have
been on and oFF The CaSe n Clear attempfs #o
Faulsify and Fabricate the Proceedings. INUalVing
my Lase.

I am Plce to [itigate +his Lose Lvith /}’Coml?/e%e‘

FRaRSeriptS [eaving out SwbStaptinl ISsaes and testimall |

being deprived of S9&), cross AppeAls, counsel |

and civil human Rish+S.

X hired an atlormney fo File Fr an appee | bond and he
ooic My moned Ard Filed An vnlaful, prejudice

ey lanenuy /)pfeo.[ Bond am/ &ecrzme my CLoufse/ of

fecord prevending me frbm /141944700, EVery jssue, Concefn

and step of the wvay T noiified the 5470««}-5_ |
Cafoiina Supreme Court York County Clegic of 4’00~rﬁ,
Soush camlina pisciplinary Couwnsel ada//zssmj_etxefy
issue even if T Am beiny Prevented from Justite
beiny Faitl7 Adminigrers/. S.C. SWrme (oul+ has many
Cof my fims prier 4o PCR And AfFer PR qjony ilh MY madfons,
5-7@)/ Amend&d por ApplicAtion, Dle Bjiljéence edc.. = fo /m;a,;

have Access Jo the documentsy £ heed Fhem From S.cC. Supreme

Coord, york County €7

]o,
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Ty the tomality OF My Case Since priol 7o my Alnet daite in
march 31, 2009 vp waiil pows Eounsel, plosecutors,
Satectives ete have Served o Precedfualty efrive me and
prevent me from effective Connsel, fair Pre and post 7 ria( Lodall
Dfocesses and Ploceds reslF ot reilef in #his motlon IMI( be procedvall/

S fodera Court ordinarily may net consider claims. that
Q pefitioper faiied to raise at the fime and in the panner
(eguivred under S+ate jlaw Unless " fhe prisonel Sfeman Strafes
Canse for the Sefault and predudice flom e @s5ertesd
efron " House . Beil; $97 U.S. 518, 536,26 S.ct 2064,/65
L. Ed 24 ] (200b), However, jn Sehlvp, 5§13 452 78, 118 S.ct
§5j, the Supleme Coult recopni2ed +hat /h Cetaln ex_c:eﬁiaﬂd
Caves, A compeillng Shoiving of actiual /_‘nn.nce’née_ Lsouly
enabie a federal Coult 10 ConSider the melritsS of a péf}—ﬁcﬁ;er‘s
otherivice defauited claims. Infhese cases, new evidesce
“eStablishes surficient doubt Qborut a fe»fh‘-foﬂe,fﬁyuﬁ'f
1o J“5’v‘i-F‘/ Fhe Conelusion 7‘/‘4_"‘ his execution Would }::2
a miScarriage of Justite uniess hjs Conviction Was
the product of a Fairtrial’ /dat 36115 S ¢4, 85 ).
In dispasing of a§22.54 habees Corpus petition, Fedefa| ;
coulds are Substonfially ConStrained, in Their review
of +he Sdake Court convicdions by the Antiteorssy
and Effective peath Penalty Act of 1196 [ﬁgp}aﬂ},
The AEpPPA was designey 12 Surther Fhe princ;ples
0F Comity, finality, and Federalism b)Y timiting
Federa| habees proceedings. Shalpe V. Bell, $93 £ 3.
392,379 £ Yth €it, 2019) |

A - _ ,
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According [y, i a Stade courf adIddicates a pejiionerls
Ciaim on +he merits @ Federal cowl+ may only Abvars
 habeas reiief /£ the resuting srate C‘ou[‘% decisjon 15 Contregy
o orinveived An Unfeasopable applicadtion of Fofen) jou,
of Jsbesel on ar “hleaSonabie determination o+ #he
FActs in lpht of the evidence thot tvas besore Y
26 LS. C§22L5Y L), A State Covrts decision /s
Contrary 4o clearly estafiishey federa| laby oniy
AR Substantiaily oifFeren « From +he rojevans
Supreme ot precesens; it /s 2n Unfeasonalie
ApPlication of clear]y @s+aplishes fedelal (aiv on y
TS ohsectively unfeeSonnple, olfe, SL5 £ 34
- at /59 (queting jitians . Teylof $29 t.s. 362,
425, Yo 9,120 S.ct. 1995, 196 Logd 24 389 ¢ 2e0e),
while boih the cause and Predudice Standard and gci,,/up‘j |
TUNamenta | Miscalriaze oFf Judite standerd excuse A -
Procedure| default and allotv a federal Conrt 1o hReviees -
defaunlte) elaims on the merits, a petitionef most mogt o
the Cause and praoudice Standald Lith respect 4o
each claim, Mc(leese V. Unired states, )5 F.3d/7Y
1173 7tk ¢cir. 1996), cleimi are revieive ] jndwiduayry
For Pulpeses of Jetermin/ s tohether +hey QV@rCQ’”é
a procedurel defeult; each Claim must meet the
Cause any pPreudice +e >+,

JL
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Iﬂ /N)’ Case X~ /MVe been dc,o,»,,»eg/ counsel and of"

afe_pr;ved effedive assistance oF Coun 5@/ Epery Step .0f
A 7“/\6 woy in the 7‘9711/”’)/ of /ejq/ )Qf0565565 ans

prg'cea/“f%-elfer‘)/ Step of Fhe l{fd/ and ConSCgue/)'/-// "
' /h)’ ability 7‘0 ebrqbligh /)7}/ /nnocence accordiNg 4
the united Sintes Consittufion erc. /ﬁfame)’s hale

beenrr Criminal and £/>8/<M/ PfOf‘f*eSSIQIJ.a.//)Ul‘mj ana/

ObJectively wnreasang bie while affempfmy F9 have
Me f‘aulfe/y /mpriSOAeg/ X have Never obfaine J
he op;o-orf'unif)/ fo have erfective counse [ Nor
have L had the oﬂp,orfumf}/ to have +he

Lour+ts C@n{/Méﬂl‘ ﬁ Adaf‘;/’if WAf[£ s Am/e

COuMe/ fetive On my CasSe fg attempt 70
Mediare, (essive and Five hstructiens o @degaﬁel}’
Coyrect the €rrors; issues and Concern$ that js |
Lyell Lthin the discrefion o~ the Coerts in

Fhe intress of JVS'f/(C’/Va’L %’QV"’j‘ e frective

Q551‘$"}’4"?63 ﬂfr CﬁuﬂSé/ )5 *f-?u/l/://anf o '/$€N’!f
a’epre'verl Cm?n sel for represe ntafiolls L /,4,,,@

%Areai'ﬂeo/ by covnsels 'V£réall7’ Abused b/
Counsel, emotichzlly Abused, A//ﬂd( MAlledf,

.di‘j[,f‘(".”\fh_a'/‘ed Qgainst, evidence, Statements

been
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ine H2s been /gs.‘/.
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina

DANIEL E. SHEAROUSE . : . * POST OFFICE BOX 11330

CLERK OF COURT COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA
‘ : 20211
BRENDA F. SHEALY 1231 GERVAIS STREET

CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK « COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
' TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1080
FAX: (803) 734-1498
www.sccourts.org

February 25, 2019

Trey Williams, 341036
McCormick Correctional Institution
386 Redemption Way

McCormick SC 29899

Re: Trey Williams # 341036 V. State of South Carolina
Appellate Case No. 2019-000113

Dear Mr. Williams:

Your petition seeking relief under Rule 245 of the South Carolina Appellate Court
Rules is pending under the above case number. You will be advised when the
Court takes action on this petition. o ' ‘

As to your letter dated February 21, 2'0119, this Court has access to the appendix
and other documents filed inAppellate Court Case Number 2016-001553 which is
current pending before the South Carolina Court of Appeals.! If it becomes

{

~ 1'All of the documents filed in that case are available for viewing or printing on the
public access version of our appellate court case management system at
www.sccourts.org/ACMS/index.cfm. Simply enter the appellate case number on
the search page.




nec'essary_or appropriate for this Court to consider the documents filed in that case,
it can do so.

Very truly yours,

CLERK

cc:  John Benjamin Aplin, Esquire
The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
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