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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE SUPREME COURT
JASON WEST 2018-001732 PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS
| PETITIONER, SUMMARY JUDGEMENT AND
MOTION '
TO AMEND JOHNSON PETITION
-VS-
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

RESPONDENT,

NOW COMES THE PETITIONER, MR JASON A.WEST,MOVING THIS HONORABLE
COURT FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS,SUMMARY JUDGEMENT,AND MOTION TO AMEND JOHNSON
PETITION.PETITIONER IS CURRENTLY APPEALING APPELLATE COURT DECISION DUE TO
DISPOSITIVES,CLEAR ERRORS OF LAW,AND DENIAL OF DUE PROCESS.

STATEMENT OF CASE

ON MAY 21, 2018 BEFORE THE HONORABLE JUDGE ROGER M.YOUNG, SR, CHRISTOPHER
MURPHY REPRESENTED PETITIONER ,KELLY OPPENHEIMER REPRESENTED THE STATE AND, AT
THE CONCLUSION OF THE HEARING,JUDGE YOUNG GRANTED THE STATE'S MOTION TO HOLD
. THE RECORD OPEN TO ALLOW THE STATE TO PRESENT TESTIMONY FROM PLEA COUNSEL.DUE
TO INEFFECTIVENESS OF PCR COUNSEL ENLIGHT OF INFORMATION KNOWN COUNSEL
UNAMBIGUOUSLY REFUSED TO PRESENT CONTRADICTORY EVIDENCE CRUICIAL TO STATE'S
WITNESS TESTIMONY(SEE EMAIL CORRESPONDENCE ON CROSS EXAMINE).DUE TO PLEA
COUNSELS INEFFECTIVENESS SIGNATURE ISSUES,LACK OF CI RELIABLITY,PROBABLE CAUSE
ISSUANCE,OMITTED FACTS,AND FABRICATION OF CRIME BY THE STATE(N.C.P.D) ensued.THE .
HONORABLE JUDGE ROGER M.YOUNG CERTIFIED CREDIBILITY OF PLEA COUNSEL AND

ASSISTANT SOLICITOR ENLIGHT OF KNOWINGLY OMITTED FACTS(CONTROLLED BUY DATE AND
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TIME,CI RELIABILITY) LACK OF STATUTORY AN D‘CONSTITUTIONAHEUIREMENTS,PRIOR
MISCONDUCT OF PLEA COUNSEL AS WELL AS AN 2017 SOUTH CAROLINA BAR FEE DISPUTE
BOARDS "REPORT AND RECOMENDATION AGAINST PLEA COUNSEL".ASSISTANT SOLICITOR
ADMITS TO EXISTENCE OF TWO SEARCH WARRANTS(SEE MAY 21, 2018 TRANSCRIPT PG 25
LINES 24 -5) WHERE SOLITOR STATES"THE MAGISTRATE SIGNS MULTIPLE COPIES OF THE
SAME WARRANT,AND SO THEY WERE THE SAME SIGNATURES OF THE SAME PERSON, THEY
WERE JUST DONE IN SLIGHTLY DIFFERENT MANNERS,AND THAT WAS DONE WHEN THE
MAGISTRATE WAS SIGNING THE DIFFERENT COPIES,ONE BEING A COPY FOR MR. WEST,ONE
BEING A COPY FOR THE CASE FILE,AND ONE BEING A COPY FOR NORTH CHARLESTON'S FILE."
NOTE THE EXECUTED SEARCH WARRANT 1S NON- EXISTENT ON ANY AGENCY RECORD(SEE
MAPPS V OHIO) AS WELL AS DATE AND TIME OF PROBABLE ISSUANCE (CONTROLLED BUY)
OMITTED NON-EXISTENT Cl RELIABILITY REQUIRED BY LAW .PLEA COUNSEL AS STATE'S
WITNESS TESTIFIED THE HONORABLE JUDGE DEADRA JEFFERSON MADE A RULING ON THE
SIGNATURE ISSUE AS FRIVOLOUS(SEE TRANSCRIPT PG 5-6 LINES 22-1)YET NO RULING EXIST
ON RECORD.BY ORDER ON SEPTEMBER 20, 2018,JUDGE YOUNG DENIED PETITIONER RELIEF
ENLIGHT OF DISPOSTIVES BY STATE AND WITHOUT EXPLAINATION.ON SEPTEMBER
20,2018,PETITIONER SERVED HIS NOTICE OF APPEAL,

LEGAL ARGUMENT

WE THE PEOPLE OF THE UNITED STATES IN ORDER TO FORM A MORE PERFECT UNION AND
ESTABLISH JUSTICE DID ORDAIN AND ESTABLISHED THE CONSTITUTION FOR THE UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA.THE PETITIONER CONTENDS THE 4TH AMENDMENT ORDAINS "NO SEARCH
WARRANT SHALL BE ISSUED UNLESS PROBABLE CAUSE IS ESTABLISHED FOR ISSUANCE.SOUTH
CAROLINA STATE STATUTORY LAW 17-13-140 DOES NOT REQUIRE A JUDGE TO SIGN THE
SEARCH WARRANT.THE STATUE HOWEVER REQUIRES THE SEARCH WARRANT TO BE
ISSUED.ISSUANCE UNDER THE STATE REQUIRES A JUDGE SIGNATURE,THIS IS TO ENSURE
PROBABLE CAUSE EXIST FOR THE ISSUANCE OF THE SEARCH WARRANT AND VALIDATES THAT
THE WARRANT IS LEGAL AS LAW REQUIRES.EVIDENCE WOULD SHOW THE RESPONDENTS
CONDUCTED A SEARCH OF THE PETITIONERS RESIDENCE WITHOUT MEETING STATUTORY AND
CONSTITUTIONS REQUIREMENTS AND NO SWORN TESTIMONY OF Cl EXIST ON RECORD OF ANY
AGENCY. DULLY NOTE EXECUTED SEARCH WARRANT DOES NOT EXIST ON RECORD YET IS
ADMITTEDLY DIFFERENT IN MOST CRUIAL AREA BEING SIGNATURES AND NO ORIGINAL IS
ACCOUNTED FOR ON ANY AGENCY RECORD(SEE MAPPS V OHIO 367 US 643. SEE SECTION
17-13-150 REQUIRES SAID WARRANT BE A COPY BY DEFINITION A ORIGINAL WRITTING
WOULD MEAN ANY SLIGHT ALTERATION TO JUDGE'S SIGNATURE IN OR ON SEARCH WARRANT
EXECUTED WOULD DEEM SEARCH WARRANT OF RECORD INVALID AND SIGNED AFTER SEARCH
VIOLATING PETITIONERS 4TH AMMENDMENT RIGHTS(SEE SEARCH WARRANT ENCLOSED AND
WARRANT OF RECORD EXHIBIT). OMITTED FACTS OF PROBABLE CAUSE ISSUANCE (SWORN CI
STATEMENTS OF RELIABILITY,PRERECORDED CURRENCY,DATE AND TIMES OF CONTROLLED
BUY, VIDEO/AUDIO CHAIN OF CUSTODY,NO DECLARATION OF CORROBORATION)
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CONSTITUTES BRADY VIOLATIONS, DENIAL OF DUE PROCESS,AND PREJUDICE LEADING TO
COERCION OF PLEAD.PLEA COUNSEL(SEE PG 7 JULY 26,2018 LINES 7-16) TESTIFIES AUDIO
CONECTED PETITIONER TO ALLEGED CONTROLLED BUY YET, THE AGENCY EXECUTING THE
SEARCH LEGAL DEPARTMENT HAS NO RECORD OF ANY SUPPORTING EVIDENCE(NO CHAIN OF
CUSTODY LOG iN/EVIDENCE TAG FOR AUDIO/VIDEQ) ON RECORD AFTER SEVERAL F.O.LA
REQUEST(SEE EMAIL FROM LEGAL DEPARTMENT).THIS STATEMENT CHALLENGE THE
INTEGRITY OF THE PROCEEDINGS AND VIOLATES PETITIONERS DUE PROCESS
RIGHTSBECAUSE,NO EVIDENCE FACT EXIST SUPPORTING THIS CLAIM. A DVD WAS RELEASED
JANUARY 24,2019 BY BETH WOODALL N.C.P.D LEGAL DEPARTMENT CONTAINING ONLY 38
PICTURES OF THE DAY THE SEARCH WARRANT WAS EXECUTED OCTOBER 2,2013 AND IS SAID
TO BE ALL NCPD'S LEGAL DEPARTMENT HAS IN THEIR POSSESSION (NOTE DVD WAS NEVER
LOGGED IN CHAIN OF CUSTODY SEE RULE 5). NOTHING SUPPORTING ANY VIDEO/AUDIO WAS
MENTION IN BODY OF SEARCH WARRANT AS LAW REQUIRES.LACK OF THESE CRUCIAL
ELEMENTS BY STATE CONSTITUTES CONSTRUCTION OF A CRIME BY STATE AS WELL AS
BLATANT ACTS OF PERJURY COMMITTED BY STATE'S WITNESS(PLEA COUNSEL)AND FRAUD
UPON THE COURT FOR PLEAD THROUGH COERCION DENIAL OF DUE PROCESS THROUGH
FABRICATED FACTS( SEE NAPUE V. ILLINIOIS 360 US264,79S CT.1173,3.L.E d 2d 1217).
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR CERTIFIED KNOWINGLY NON -EXISTENT FABRICATED FACTS LEADING TO
COERCION OF PLEAD(SEE TRANSCRIPT JANUARY 7,2016 PG 7 LINES 18-20 AND RULE
5).ASSISTANT SOLICITOR TESTIFIES(ALSO SEE TRANSCRIPT LINES 20- 21 JTHE NORTH
CHARLESTON POLICE THE STATES EXECUTING AGENCY'S RETURN WAS MADE OUTSIDE OF THE
TEN DAYS REQUIRED BY LAW ESTABLISHING THAT ANY OMITTED FACTS FROM RETURN
WERE NON-EXISTENT AND OR DELIBERATELY WITHHELD (SEE 38 PAGE RULE 5 AND
TRANSCRIPT). PLEA COUNSEL STATES THE HONORABLE JUDGE JEFFERSON MADE
DETERMINATION THERE WAS NO BASIS ON THE SIGNATURE ISSUE LABELING AS FRIVOLOUS
AT PLEA HEARING(SEE TRANSCRIPT PG 5-6 LINE 23- 3)NOTE NO RULING EXIST ON RECORD
CLEAR ERROR OF LAW MADE BY JUDGE ACCORDING TO ATTORNEY GENERAL OPINION SEE
STATE V CONVERT,628 SE 2d482.DUE TO PLEA COUNSELS and PCR COUNSEL INEFFECTIVENESS
THESE ISSUES WERE NEVER ADDRESSED BEFORE NEGOTIATION OF PLEA NOR AT PCR HEARING
ENLIGHT OF STATE V COVERT, 628 SE 2d 482.STATES ATTEMPT TO JUSTIFY MULTIPLE JUDGES
SIGNATURES AND MULTIPLE SEARCH WARRANTS FOR THE SAME SEARCH CREATES A SERIOUS
DISPOSITIVE STATUTORY LAW 17-13-140 REQUIRES A JUDGE'S SIGNATURE NOT SIGNATURES
AS THE STATE ATTEMPTS TO LEGITIMIZE A NON- EXISTENT SEARCH WARRANT THAT WAS
EXECUTED YET,NOT ON ANY AGENCYS RECORD. SECTION 17-13-150 CLEARLY ESTABLISHES THE
PERSONS BEING SERVED ARE TO RECEIVE AN COPY OF SAID SEARCH WARRANT AFTER JUDGE'S
SIGNATURE VALIDATES ITAGAIN | NOTE SIGNATURE SINGULAR NOT PLURAL AND WELL AS
LAW UNAMBIGUOUSLY STATES THE SEARCH WARRANT SINGULAR.FURTHERMORE BLACK'S
LAWS DEFINES COPY;COPYING.A TRANSCRIPT,DOUBLE,IMITATION,OR REPRODUCTION OF AN
ORIGINAL WRITTING,PAINTING,INSTRUMENT,OR THE LIKE.UNDER BEST EVIDENCE RULE,A
COPY MAY NOT BE INTRODUCED UNTIL ORIGINAL IS ACCOUNTED FOR(NOTE THE EXECUTED
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SEARCH WARRANT DOES NOT EXIST ON RECORD).ASSISTANT SOLICITOR EVEN TESTIFIES THREE
WARRANTS EXIST(SEE MAY 21,2018 TRANSCRIPT PG 25,26 LINES 24-5) "THE MAGISTRATE
SIGNS MULTIPLE COPIES OF THE SAME WARRANT,AND SO THEY WERE THE SAME SIGNATURES
OF THE SAME PERSON THEY WERE JUST DONE IN SLIGHTLY DIFFERENT MANNERS, AND THAT
WAS DONE WHEN THE MAGISTRATE WAS SIGNING THE DIFFERENT COPIES,ONE BEING A COPY
FOR MR.WEST,ONE BEING A COPY FOR THE CASE FILE, AND ONE BEING A COPY FOR NORTH
CHARLESTON'S FILE (CLEAR ERROR OF LAW SEE 17-13-140).QUESTION OF LAW COULD NOT
THE OFFICER JUST SIGN THE SEARCH WARRANT HIMSELF SEARCH FIND WHAT HE/SHE WANTS
PRINT THE SAME WARRANT AND THEN HAVE A JUDGE ON DUTY THAT DAY SIGN THE OTHER
WARRRANT AND VOUCH HE/SHE SIGNED THEM BOTH? IF SO WHAT WOULD BE THE NEED OF
STATUTORY OR CONSTITIONAL LAW AND THE IMPORTANCE OF A JUDGES SIGNATURE?IT IS
CLEARLY STATED IN STATE V COVERT ,628 SE 2d 482 THE IMPORTANTANCE OF A SIGNATURE
iS CRUICAL.( SEE MOTION OF DENIAL BASED ON NEWLY DISCOVERED EVIDENCE WHERE
ASSISTANCE SOLICITOR STATES MR WEST( WHO DID NOT TAKE THE BAR) "COULD HAVE
REALIZED THERE WERE MULTIPLE COPIES OF THE SAME WARRANT SIGNED BY THE SAME
JUDGE". THE STATE ATTEMPTS TO REINTERPET CLEARLY DEFINED LAW" SECOND DISPOSTIVE
BEING THE LACK OF INFORMATION ON FACE OF WARRANT AND OMITTED RECORD NEEDED TO
ESTABLISH PROBABLE CAUSE ISSUANCE"IN JOHNSON AS HERE THE AFFIDAVIT DID NOT
CONTAIN ANY INFORMATION REGARDING THE RELIABILITY OF THE INFORMANT NOR WAS
THERE ANY CORROBORATION.OUR SUPREME COURT DECLINED TO APPLY THE GOOD FAITH
EXCEPTION IF THE UNDERLYING AFFIDAVIT DOES NOT INCLUDE SUFFICIENT INFORMATION TO
ALLOW A MAGISTRATE TO DETERMINE PROBABLE CAUSE JOHNSON:302 S.C 248.395 S.E.2d.IT
IS ESSENTIAL"that the magistrate perform his neutral and detached function and not serve
merely as a rubber stamp for the police". in kuhn v smith.DUE TO PCR COUNSEL
INEFFECTIVENESS THESE ISSUES AND KNOWN ACTS OF PERJURY WERE UNCHALLENGED IN
CROSS-EXAMINATION OF PLEA COUNSEL AND SOLICITOR AS WELL AS UNPERSERVRED IN
HIGHLY REQUESTED 59E(see email correspondences WITH PCR COUNSEL AND TRANSCRIPT)
citing US V FISHER 711 .3d 460 2013 "GIVEN THE TOTALITY OF THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF THIS
CASE - A LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER INTENTIONALLY LYING IN A AFFIDAVIT THAT FORMED
THE SOLE BASIS FOR SEARCHING THE DEFENDANT'S HOME,WHERE EVIDENCE FORMING THE
BASIS OF THE CHARGE INTO WHICH HE PLED QUILTY WAS FOUND DEFENDANT'S PLEA WAS
INVOLUNTARY AND VIOLATED DUE PROCESS RIGHTS.UNDER THESE EGREGIOUS
CIRCUMSTANCES, DEFENDANT WAS DECEIVED INTO MAKING THE PLEA, AND DECEPTION
PREVENTS HIS ACT FROM BEING A TRUE ACT OF VOLITION."LASSITER V. TURNER 423 F.2d
897,900(4TH CIR 1970). DUE TO INEFFECTIVENESS OF PLEA COUNSEL 1) never filing motion to
supress based on omitted facts, OMITTED DATE AND TIME OF CONTROLLED BUY,OMITTED
NON EXIST LOG IN OF VIDEO/AUDIO,NON EXISTENT Cl RELIABILITY,NON EXIST DECLARATION
OF CORROBORATION 2) NOT DOING A REASONABLE INVESTIGATION ALLOWED THESE
OMITTED CRUCIAL ELEMENTS OF THE STATE'S CASE THAT ARE NON-EXISTENT ON ANY AGENCY
RECORD TO BE REFERED TO AS FACTS 3)NOT PRESENTING ADVERSIAL CHALLENGE WHEN THE
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RECORD REVEALS LACK OF STATUTORY AND CONSTITUTIONAL REQUIREMENTS. (SEE RULE 5
SIE_ARCH WARRANT ,EXECUTED SEARCH WARRANT,TRANSCRIPT AND N.C.P.D RECORD ALSO
SEE kbLLE V STATE 690 SE 2d 73,386 SC 578, STATE V. ADOLPHE 441 SE 2d 832 AND MAPPS V
OHIO. FURTHERMORE THE INEFFECTIVENESS OF PLEA COUNSEL LED PETITIONER TO BELEIVE
AUDIO MAY EXIST WHEN THE RECORD REVEALS NO VIDEO/AUDIO EXIST(SEE TRANSRIPT JULY
&018 PG 7 ,RULE 5 AND AGENCY RECORD).DUE TO PCR COUNSEL INEFFECTIVENESS TO
PRESENT PROOF OF KNOWN PAST MISCONDUCT BY PLEA COUNSEL(SEE SOUTH CAROLINA BAR
FEE DISPUTE REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION FEBRUARY 6, 2017 ALSO SEE MAY 18,2009
SUSPENSION) PERJUDICE WAS ENSUED AGAINST PETITIONER.JUDGE YOUNG DEEM PLEA
COUNSEL CREDIBLE ENLIGHT OF FACTS KNOWN ON RECORD ABOUT STATE'S WITNESS.JUDGE
YOUNG ALSO COMMENTED CLEAR ERROR BY MAKING DETERMINATION OF CREDIBILITY
WITHOUT ANY FACTUAL FINDINGS.CITING SCHWARTZ V.. KOMINSKI,25 111 APP.3d 789,324
N.E.2d 91,93 any omissions are indeed errors of no errors in fact or some fact is supposed to
exist which really does not. " an abuse of dicretion arises from error of law or a factual
conclusion that is without evidentiary support" state v kirton 2008. DUE TO PCR COUNSEL
INEFFECTIVENESS BRADY VIOLATONS WERE NOT RAISED ENLIGHT OF FILING MADE BY
PETITIONER OCT 31,2017 REQUESTING PCR ATTORNEY PRESENT ISSUES ON REORD SEE
FILING)

CONCLUSION

PETITIONER RESPECTFUL REQUEST THIS COURT GRANTS RELIEF IN FORM OF
VACATE OF SENTENCE AND CONVICTION WITH STATEMENT OF FACTS AND CONCLUSION
INCLUDED.AND OR REMAND FOR NEW TRIAL.

JASON A.WEST PRO SE

PETITIONER
2018-001732

THIS Igw.}JAY OF MAY 11, 2019

SWORN TO BEFORE e

T P"HE_L_E.’]Z&;E
-W‘.':‘___, 0,

(KZ&/\/\ IV T
RAYBURNE J. TURNER

My Commission Expires: 5
August 21, 2024 '
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Charleston County South.Carelina:Bar:-

FeeDispute Resolution Committee

[N

InRe: Jason West
VS. REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

Louis Moore, Esg.

St N N Nt N N

The South Carolina Bar referred this matter to me to conduct an investigation and
following that, to make 2 written report and recommendation pursvent to Rule 1t of the

Fee Dispute Resolution Rules (Rule 416 of the Sowth Caroling Appellate Court Rulesy. T

have talked 1o the complainant, Mr. West, by telephone. 1 also.met with Mr. Moore at his

office 1o discuss. this.claim as well as to teview his entire file to aid me in Wy

recommendation. Please ‘see attached: investieation  timehne . gk netesT createds

[=274C4

" contemporaneouslywithamy investigation.

; . . - S N s rovsmrmpotan o] o [ R ) AR
-Based nnmy reviewnfithe tostimany e dsvamminprendedione by dpartes

and. my. intervievs with-the pasties; I find that the following are the materaf faois-

r. Moure onor about Novenber 11, 2015 %o represent im

Prwhd
e~
k
A
I3
%

o twertherges e Geilerdl Sessions Court refated to’ cocaine possession: and
distribution. Very serious charges; .
N e -

M

. The' amouit ¢ fee-agresd to-is inr dispute and” atfer investigation and”
eXamination -of Vit “Nidore’s récords, reémiains unclear. Mr. Moore’s records
contained an invoice showing that the fee was $7,500.00 with a $2,500.00
-down “paymeiit ‘'on November 11, 2015. Tt is undisputed thai this down
payment. vofation. was. incorrect: - The fee agreement. (anexecuted: copy) -

reviewed during my office visit noted a $7,500.00 fee, but also included an. =

hourly fée of $175.00 per hour, and made no indication. that prices. would.vary-
based on plea or trial.

3. Itis undisputed that Mr. West paid Mr. Moore $4,500.00 toward fees, but the
balance is unclear as no solid-documentation. existed: as.to.what the actual-fee
was to-be: The $4,500.00 was paid over time with multiple payments, but both
parties agreed to the amount paid and received. . ,

Page 10f 3
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4. Mr. Moore was hired while atrial date was pending, so Mr. Moore asked for a .
CcontinuanceYto..properly prepare. His mraa} repr esentauon and _discovery
otions. were riddled with. mis 3 —yiteh—named the wron
aefendant. as. well as-naming | hanase,m as.: eiissame ﬁﬁ ‘
showed no evidence of the weeipt of any discovery; other than a Tap.sheet and
the warrant. It also contained a print out of the applicable. criminal statute >out .
it should-bernoted-that the:time and date stamp on-that paper was dated the. day
Yvisitedhis officedo review the file;
5. Mr West e::rre:ed a guilty plea on .Ianuary 7, 2016 to Traf ficking of €ocaine
10g but <28g,” 15‘ SC Code of Laws 44-53-0370()(2)(a)(1) and received a
sentence of 5 years with credit for time served. :

Based on my investigation into: the-facts of this claim, T conclude that Nir, Wst -
and Mr. Moore entered into an aterney/client relationship for an uncertain sum, but: -
$4,500.00 was paid in approxXimately fourteen (14) installinents. I conclude that the

" scope of the. reppesenéaﬁcn:‘.-required Mr. Meere te- represent Mr.  West: antil ;the' L
conclusion.of his..ic'afs_es; be it by plea- or trial. I conclude the legal fee charged in-the .
amount of $4,500.00 was an extremely reasonable fee to pay for the pending charges
against. Mr. West. Mr. Moore made multiple visits with Mr. West; most of which were.in-

RS

regard to payment being made for legal fees, but\some matters of law were discussed at
—'\_/’\—\ v*'//——'\-

R e SR e

those meetings. Mr. Moore made two court appearances, once for a roster meeting and
] AL appedldliees Toster meeting

another for the plea date. However, although Mr. Moore’s file contained: a. time. sheet.

illustrating that 24.4 hours had been spent on Mr. West’s case, the file contained no work
T —— R e e e ———

product other than initial filings. Mr. Moore was given ample opportunity to provide my

< —

office. with supplemental documentation such as netes, e-mails, records of phone calls,

U

etc=-This investigator was repeatedly told that they were forthcoming, but have never
e T

been received.

Based on the foregoing, I conclude and recommend that $2,500.00 of the legal fee

collected by Mr. Moore should be refunded to Mr. West. Most of Mr. West’s statements
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made to me during the course of my investigation were in regard tor thet quality of

Pl o T notboc e

e

representation and not the reasonableness of the fee charged and whether-or riot the

services provided justified the fee. Although I conclude that the fee was very reasonable

related to the charges Mr. West was facing, I'saw very little evidence of anv

.spent.on the case. I canclude that the services provided: dldnﬁtﬁxsfxﬁy thefee. QJ‘*“&# 1,3

any actuak imt% .

Mr. West without takiﬁg into account quality of services.or the outcome of the matter.

February 6, 2017
Nerth-Ch 3?1)“,31;0&

Respectfully submitted:

v,,./,--"i" ,’/// L// }’/

/
o

o Adam Mlynmgqu Esq
& KOONTZ. MIS’NARCZYK, LLC
1058 ELMontacue Avenue
North Charleston, 8C 294035
‘Phone: 843-225-4252
Fax: 843-277-9120
adami@kmlawse:

FE38

Member §: €. BarFee Dispirte Resolttion: -

“Cominitiee
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Woodali, Beth

i

From: ‘ Clark, Ellen
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 10:21 AM
To: ‘ Wouodall, Beth
Subject: FW: Freedom of information act request
| RECEIVED
- BlHen Clark o | ' | SEP 28 1
Municipal Clerk - LEGAL DEPARTMENT

From: Jasen West [malito:megabucks843 ®amail com}

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018.6:30 AM

To: Clark, Ellen <ellenclark@narthcharleston.org>
“Subjech Freedomref information act request

My nameds fason Antonio west there is said to be sndio and possible video for warrant 2013A1010205385
FOCA seimaber 2013033355 UNRBEEASED TO ME IN PREVIOUS FREED T OF INFORMIATION ACT
REQUEST FOR ANY AND ALL EVIDENCE ENVOVEED OR ASSOCEATED WITH CASE “‘JU’vﬁ}ER UR
3 FARRANT W A}nfibzk,zz STATETIABOYS ¥ 2] ‘ i e
FARTIEST CONY: }?,%f"{ifi‘*{ﬁﬁ TOR i:ﬁ.,i{ %’i‘* A LﬁTTER :ﬁnﬁ STATING NG TNF ATTON BXIST
“ORHAS EXISTED RNTHE FORM OF AUDIO OR VHBEO FOR CASE/WARRANT NUMBER STATED
CABOVE,  SINMCERELY TASON WARST
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4/1/2019 Gmail - FOIA

G im aiﬁ Jason West <megabucks843@gmail.com>
FOIA
Jason West <megabucks843@gmail.com> © Thu, Jan 24, 2019 at 1:50 PM
Draft .

-~—-mmme FOrWarded message —---—--

From: Woodall, Beth <bwoodall@northcharleston.org>

Date: Thu, Jan 24, 2019, 2:48 PM

Subject: FOIA

To: megabucks843@gmail.com <megabucks843@gmail.com>

Hi Mr. West,

' have & DVD for you-with Tesponsive-datato your FOIA request.. This.data is-all that-the City has which s not-exermpt: -
- under Title 30, SC Code of Laws_. Please provide me with an address and I'llbe happy to drop this i the mailto you.

Beth Woodall

Legal Assistant

City of North Chatleston

2500 City Hall Lane

North Charleston, SC 29406
bwoodall@northcharleston.org
Tel: 843.740.2550

Fax: 843.745.1082

www.northcharleston.org

a great place te live, work, or piay

“Mcid:image001. jpg@01 CATF32.DA178FBO

Please do not print this e-mail unless necessary.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

County of Charleston

City of North Charleston

SEARCH WARRANT

OCA: 2013033155
Location:

7674 Feppercorn Lane
Northi Charleston, SC 29418

Dates 09-26-2013
Officers: Detective D. Pritchard



Larant Lt o fesidence.

OCA# 2013033155

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
AYFIDAVIT -
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

Personally zppeared before me, one ___D. Pritchard
who, being duly sworn, says th_at there is probable cause to believe that certain property subject to seizuire under provisions of
Section 17-13-140,'1976 Code of Laws of Seuth Carolina, as amended, is located on thefpllowing ‘premuses in this Conpty:

INIRODUCTION

I am a Detective with the North Charleston Police Department currently assigned to the Narcotics Unit. I have been employed
with the City of North Charleston since 2007. I have been trained in various aspects of law enforcement, particularly the
investigation of narcotics. During my employment with the City of North Charleston, I have participated in over three
hundred search warrants related to drug investigations. I have been a Police Officer for approximately eleven years and have
made hundreds of drug related arrest to include being the case agent and or assistant case agent on over one hundred search
warrants. I am the case agent leading this case. I am responsible for coordinating and overseeing all aspects of the current
investigation and thoroughly familiar with all information contained in this affidavit.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY SOUGHT

1. Illegal drugs commonly known as marijuana but not limited to, also cocaine, cocaine base (crack),
methamphetamine, heroin, opiates, LSD, hashish, prescribed controlled medication and any other illegal drug or
controlled substances.

2. Paraphernalia used for the administration of illegal drugs by oral, intravenous, subcutaneous, inhalation, to include,
but not lmited to, small hollow metal/glass pipe, copper in color mesh, drinking straws, rolling papers, syringes,

spoons and any other instrument fashioned in such a way as to assist in the administration of illegal or controlled
substanees. ' .

3. Books, records, notes, ledgers and other papers relating to the transportation, ordering, purchasing and distribution
of controlled substances. Narcotic traffickers commonly “front” (provide narcotics on consignment) narcotics to their
clients; and that the aforementioned books, records, receipts, notes, ledgers, etc: are maintained where the traffickers
have ready access to them.

4, Papers, tickets, notes, schedules, receipts and ether items relating to domestic 2nd international travel.

5. Books, electronic documents, records, receipts, bank statements / records, currency drafts, letters of credit, money
orders, cashier’s checks, passbooks, bank checks, safe deposit box keys and other items evidencing the obtaining,
secreting, transfer, concealment, and/or expenditure of currency.

6. United States currency (or currency from abroad), precious metals, jewelry, financial instruments, including but not
limited to, stocks and bonds in the amount indicative of the proceeds of illegal drug enterprising.

7. Photographs, in particular photographs of conspirators and co-conspirators, of assets and/or controlled substances,
still photographs, negatives, video tapes, cassette tapes, {ilms, undeveloped film, slides and undeveloped film and the
contents therein.

8. Electronic related device that may house information pertaining to sales, purchase, co-conspirators information or
any information pertaining to illegal drug enterprising. To include but not limited to computers, floppy disc, compact
disk, Iap top, hard drive, organizers, cellular phones and pagers.

9. Papers, records and any other item showing a combination or relationship among conspirators and ce-conspirators by
real or alias names, correspendence, papers, records and any other items showing employment or lack of employment,
or reflecting income or expenses.

g

o



U)@U(‘Q\(\AV c\}t’ 0e St C\U/\ CE

OCA# 2013033155

10. Paraphernalia for packaging, manicuring, weighing and distributing illegal drugs, ircluding but not limited to, scales,
mesgsuring devices, bags, grinders, dilaters, wrapping boxes and tape..

11. Indicia of cccupancy, residency and/or ownership of the premises described above, including but not limited to, utility
bills, telephone bills, water bills, concealed envelopes, keys and misc. bills or letters identifying such’ sccapant / owner.

12. Firearms and ammunition, including but not limited to, handguns, pistols, revolvers, rifles, shotguns or any other
weapons and any receipts or records pertaining to firearms and ammunition. #

13. Receipts for items evidencing the expenditure of the proceeds of drag distribution, including but not limited to,
clothing, furniture and electronic equipment or any other fruits of illegal drug sales.

* 14. That drug traffickers very often place their assets, including but not limited to automobiles, residences, phones and
bank accounts in names other than their own in order to avoid detection of these assets by government agencies.

15. That drug traffickers often store information relating to their drug trafﬁckmg activities in home safes, lock boxes, and
other sealed containers.

16. That drug traffickers utilize celiular telephones, e-mail accounts and other communications devices to transmit
information relating to their drug trafficking activities and that these devices store information of sach
commurications, :

-

The location te be searched is located at 7674 Peppercorn Lane North Charleston, SC 29418. This location is better described
as a single family home with a finished reom above the ge on the right side of the residence. The home has red brick. white

trim and burpundy shutters. The numbers “7674” are clearly Qosted on the front deor. visible from the roadway.

Based on information detailed later in this aﬁdavxt. I have reason to believe that the residents at this address have ased and
continue o use 7674 Peppercorn Lane to commit violations connected io fllegal drug use and distribution. To pet to this
location from North Charleston City Hall Jocated at 2500 City Hall Lane, one would turn left onto Mall Dr. znd then mer
onto I-26 west bound. Continue on I-26 west bound until one reaches Ashley Phosphate Rd. One would then make a left on
Ashley Phosphate Rd and continue until one reaches Peppercorn Lane on the rioht. A t would be made onto Peppercorn

Lane and one would continue on Peppercorn Lane until one reaches “7674 on the right,

This search warrant is to include all rooms. attics, basements. closets. cabinets. safes. false walls. and any other location that

could conceal il narcotics or evidence of illepal narcetics trafficking and/or sales. Also to include anv out buildi

storage areas located on the property and the grounds within the property’s borders. The location has been identified as a
lace where narcetics are u sold, or sto! and it is common in such places that subjects conceal illegal narceotics

and/or weapons en their person., therefore, also to include all persons locamd at the residence at the time the search 1s

executed. Also in these locations. it is common to have numerous vehicles co to and from the residence, and that ill

parcotics are orted in these vehicles. therefore. also to include any vehicies located at or a iated with the residence at
the time the search is executed. ' '

)
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) . ; —
Since the affidavit is being submitted for the Mimited purpose of securing authorization to search 5427 Lee-Sﬁ orth Charleston-
SC 29418. 1 have not included each and every fact known to_me concerning this investigation. I have only Set forth the facts

and circumstances that I believe are sufficient to establish the requisite amount of probable cause to support the issnance of a
search warrant for that location.

1. The North Charleston Police Department Narcotics Unit utilized a confidential informant to purchase an illicit
substance from this residence. The" confidential informant was escorted to the location bv an undercover detective.

Once on scene the C/I exited the vehicle;and made contact with a subject at this residence. The illicit substance was
obtained:in: exchanoe-for prorecorded. U.S. Currency: At thé.conclusion of the transaction the illicit substance was

sturned over to the undercover*detectwv’l’he substance field tested presumptive for an illicit drug and was placed in
‘evidence.

Conclusion

Wherefore, I respectfully submit that there is probable cause to_believe that upon service of this warrant at 7674
Peppercorn Lane North Charleston, SC 29418 will contain material and relevant evidence of drug trafficking, distribution

and packaging activities related to the violations of the state and city offenses enumerated here in above.

|
Sworn to and\i!:bscnbed b;efore me //\ / ;
7 : ] \ ‘,»"‘;
_ LN \é V'\~2013. ‘ ‘

2 Affiant
A‘ dress,szOD City Hall Lane
orth. Charleston, SC 29406
Phone: 554-5700
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Since the affidavit is being submitted for the limited purpose of securing authorization to search|5427 Lee S? orth Charleston

-SC 29418. I have not included each and every fact known to me concerning this investigation. T have only Set forth the facts

and circumstances that I believe are sufficient to establish the requisite amount of probable cause to support the issuance of a

search warrant for that location.

1. The North Charleston Police Department Narcotics Unit utilized a confidential informant to purchase an illicit

substance from this residence. The confidential informant was escorted to the location by an undercover detective.
Once on scene:the C/J exited the vehicle.and.made contact-with a_subject at this residence. The illicit substance was
obtained:in: exehange-for prerecorded U.S. Currency. At the.conclusion of the transaction the illicit substance was
sturned: over to_the undercoverdetective:Fhe substance field tested presumptive for an illicit drug and was placed in
‘evidence. ’

Conclusion

Wherefore, I respectfully submit that there is probable cause to believe that upon service of this warrant‘at 7674
Peppercorn Lane North Charleston, SC 29418 will contain material and relevant evidence of drug trafficking, distribution

and packaging activities related to the violations of the state and city offenses enumerated here in above.

Sworn to and §ubscribed before me )

YL ; TN I
is 2 é‘"‘” NSLANV N 2013, - / /
. V' X/ P /: ’,.4 — p
(L.S.) VAR SR s G 4
/ / / Affiant

Iz?fdress;/fstw City Hall Lane
Yorth.Charleston, SC 29406
Phetie: 554-5700
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

SEARCH WARRANT
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

TO ANY BONDED LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR COUNTY OR OF THE

MUNICIPALITY OF NORTH CHARLESTON.

It is appearing from the attached affidavit that there are reasonable grounds to believe that certain property subject
to seizure under provisions of Section 17-13-140, 1976 Code of Laws of South Carolina, as'amended, is located on the following
premises:

DESCRIPTION OF PREMISES (PERSON, PLACE OR THING)
TO BE SEARCHED

The location to be searched is located at 7674 Peppercorn Lane North Charleston, SC 29418. This location is better
described as a single family home with a finished room above the garage on the vight side of the residence. The home has red

brick. white trim and burgundy shutters. The numbers “7674” are clearly posted on the front doc-_visible >om the roadway.

2as

Now, therefore, you are hereby authorized to search the subject premises for the property described below and to
seize such property if found:

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY

-See Affidavit-

This Search Warrant shall not be valid for more than ten days from date of issuance.

A written inventory of all property seized pursuant to this Search Warrant shall be made to Issuing Judge within ten
days from the date of this warrant, such inventory to be signed by the officer executing this warrant, and a copy of such
inventory shall be furnished to the person whose premises are searched if demand for such copy is made.

A copy of this Search Warrant shall be delivered to the person in charge of premises searched at the time of such
search if practicable, and if net, to such person as soon thereafter as is practicable; in the event the identify of the person in
charge is not knowp-gr if such person cannot be found after reasonable diligence in attempting to locate the person, a copy

shdll be attadhed t omifient ptace on such premises. [
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4/1/2019 ‘ Gmail - Plea Agreement

Jason West <megabucks843@gmail.com>

Christopher Murphy <cmurphy@rlattorneys.com> Mon, Sep 24, 2018 at 6:06 AM
To: Jason West <megabucks843@gmail.com>, "Christopher L. Murphy, Esq." <chris@chrismurphylawfirm.com>
Cc: Jodi Hanshaw <jhanshaw@rlattorneys.com>

Gmail

Pleé Agreémént

Jason — | can't make much sense your emails other than you disagree with the language of the order and specifically, the
courts findings. However that is the purpose of the appeal which | filed. 1 did not file a Rule 59(e) motion since the
original order preserves the issues for appeal and then some. The 59(e) motion is not required to file an appeal and |
have filed the appeal with the Supreme Court in your matter. As such, | am no longer your attorney and you can contact
the Office of Appellate Defense. .

As for the tangential issues, | am glad you keep you keep all my emails and letters. That is the purpose so you
will have a record of everything | did on your case. | responded to all emails; always returned calls and met with you
whenever you requested.  If you think | committed an error, you can file a.claim against me which is your right and you
know the process. You can also report me to the judge if you wish. The case law you submitted doesn’t apply to you
and the statutes and cannons you cite are also inapplicable.

Regardless, | wish you the best with your appeal. My representation of you:in this matter is over.

Christopher L. Murphy, Esquire

Admitted in South Carolina

234 Seven Farms Drive, Suite 128
Charleston, SC 29492

cmurphy@riattorneys.com
direct line 843-494-5454

cell 843-926-0146

Contact Information

hitps:// mail.google.com/mail/uIO?ik=2bee83c46&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f%3A1 612494299132161806&simpl=msg-f%3A16124942991... 1/2



4/1/2019 Gmail - What can be attacked at this hearing

Jason West <megabucks843@gmail.com>

[
What can be attacked at thls hearmg /L {é/r(/a@% f/” (W/‘ /r L /Q

Jason West <megabuck5843@gmall com> V Sun, Jul 22 2018 at 2:04 PM
To: "Christopher L. Murphy, Esq." <chris@chrismurphylawfirm.com> (}@\k‘/\/%ﬁ/

Can i only attack his lack of performance?can | attack his credibity?you have yet to meet with me or discuss any plans so
| use each email fo you to document my requestithe brady violations?the signature issue which you know no matter what
the judge told you legally he could NOT have signed any search warrant due to lack of information better yet evidentiary .
FACTS.and before you lie to me again | have a freedom of information act request you really might want to see.so if you
plan say the officers gave him oral testimony you better be perpare to answer for that statement.case law I'll give you US
v holtzclaw 2018,and 33 similar citations,US V CAMPBELL 2016 AND 21 SIMILAR CITATIONS,US V WELLMAN 2009
AND 17 SIMILAR,US V. GARY 2006,i can go on and on all i asks is you do your job as law requires stop trying to play
remember iam SHARP AS YOU CALLED ME.SO IF THE JUDGE WILL HAVE TO RULE OVER SEVERAL PRECEDENT
CASE NOT TO RULE IN MY FAVOR.SO | HAVE REALLY LOOKED AT THIS TRANSCRIPT EVERYONE IS DOING
EXACTLY WHAT | EXPECTED EXSPECALLY YOU MY GOAL IS TO GET THE BALL OUT OF THE HANDS OF THE
LOWER COURTS WHO HAVE NOT STOP THE PREJUDICE YET.SO THINK CAREFULLY BEFORE YOU REPLY.ONE
WHAT CAN BE ATTACK IN CROSS EXAMINE.AND HAVE Why | gotta a copy of the first to transcript | requested from
you ?

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=2b8fe83c46&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-a%3Ar2178381586 185923 100&simpl=msg-a%3Ar217838158... 1/1



4/1/2019 Gmail - What can be attacked at this hearing

Jason West <megabucks843@gmail.com>

Whét éan be vattacked at this heai'ing

Chris Murphy <chris@chrismurphylawfirm.com> Mon, Jul 23, 2018 at 4:39 AM
To: Jason West <megabucks843@gmail.com>, "Christopher L. Murphy, Esq." <chris@chrismurphylawfirm.com> ’

Good morning Jason — | am not sure what you are trying to say or imply in this email, but we will get a chance to listen to
your attorney and cross exam him on issues. We are not attacking him and instead want him to tell the truth. We can

present the emails you want and admit them into evidence. We are much more effective being nice. Please send me
the emails you want to admit for me to review. ; ’

{
H

| . '
[Quoted text hidden] s |
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A1LBIZYTY “Emait - west v: State (otatus)

{Sfmagi Jas@n West <megabuak5843@gmaii.c<>m>

West v. State (Status)

Christopher Murphy <cmurphy@rlattorneys.com> Wed, Nov 1, 2017 at 11:10-AM
To: Jason West <megabucks843@gmail.com> :
Cc: Christopher Murphy <cmurphy@rlattorneys.com>, Jodi Hanshaw <jhanshaw@rlattorneys.com>

I spoke with Judge Duffy who confirmed that he signed the search warrants. Therefore any argument that he did not sign them is moot.

Also, | know you uhderstand §1983 law and | am concerned your judgment may be clouded by a big payday.. You need to face a lot of risk to get to the point of
having standing to file a §1983 claim and that fact is that you admitted selling drugs and drugs were:found in the house which will be admissiblé in a civil matter.
This is a lot different then a plaintiff who got strip searctied for ne reason..

From: Jason West [mailto:megabucks843@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 4:55 PM

To: Christopher Murphy <cmurphy@rlattorneys.com>
Subject: Re: West v. State (Status)

New trail will also bring into play that fact | was convicted of a crime that never happened and no one caught it or attempted to correct it-before hand

[Quoted text hidden]
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cmurphy@rlattorneys.com
direct line 843-494-5454
cell 843-926-0146

Contact Information

ALBUQUERQUE | BAKERSFIELD | CHL
SACRAMENTO | SALT LAKE CITY | S2

www.rlattorneys.com

This message is confidential and may co
mail. If you receive this megsage in erro

SACRAMENTO | SaLT LAKE Crty | SAn DieGo| Tamia
www.rlattorneys.com

This message is confidential and may contain prit
error, please discard the message and advise the
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QILB1ZUTY . Gmal - vest v. State (Status)

Jason West <megabucks843@gmail.com>

West v. State (Statue;)

Jason West: <megabuck3843bgmall com> Thu, Dec 7, 2017 at 8:16 PM
To: Christopher Murphy <cmur phy@rlattorneys com>

| am again requesting That FULL RULE Smotion given to you by the AG Louis never filed for a RULE 5 THIS IS IN BLACK AND WHITE FROM THE BAR
INVESTIGATION REPORT AS WELL AS THE CLERK OF COURT,AND UNLESS YOUR CALLING LEON A LIAR THERE IS NO VIDEO/AUDIO AS WELL AS NO
PRERECORDED CURRENCY,NO CONTROL BUY, NO RELIABLE Cl ONLY HEARSAY ON THE PART OF THE NCPD | HAVE FULLY INVESTIGATED THIS!SO
AGAIN | REQUEST THE FULL RULE 5 YOU SPEAK OF AND IF THE PROSECUTOR HAS A VIDEO THEY WITHHELD | NEED THAT OR SET A
APPOINTMENT FOR MY FAMILY TO VEIW IT TO SEE MY INVOLVEMENT AND ANY WRONG DOING!IYOU WERE WITH THE AG SO HE SHOULD N YOU
SHOULD HAVE A COPY OF EVERYTHING NOT WHAT | GAVE YOU ONLY!IF | NEVR GAVE YOU ANY HOW AND WHAT WERE YOU GOING TO TELL OR DO
FOR ME.YOU HAVE SHOWN ME YQU ARE NOT MAKING ANY ATTEMPT to get MY PAPERWORK AND THESE OTHER THINGS | REQUEST.THE JUDGE
SAID YOU ARE HERE TO ASSISST ME AND THOSE SIMPLE THINGS SHOULD BE NO PROBLEM TO GET IF THEY EXIST.1)THE Full RULE 5 You speak of
and | said you and | quote "u may have not seen the whole discovery"! 2)You said in court December 6 and | quote "the "WEAK WARRANT"WAS THE REASON
THE PROSECUTCR MADE THE PLEA AGREEMENT"!last time | check weak-adjective,not strong,fragile,feeble,lacking strength.| need bath transcripts or a price |
can pay to get them asap as my appointed attorney use can get them but you continue to stall so this is your formal notice!3)Not once did u state there are two
(2)Warrants and there is no justifiable reason for the same warrant to be sign two especially when it doés not meet the statutory requirements which are stricter
then federal which'u already know!l have no fear of the state and have already written a rubuttal for any appeal they can think of just In case | don't get another
attorney on time and you chose to assist your colleagues who have break all kindS of sc RULES OF COURT and CONSTITUTIONAL LAW and not me as the
judge request.you tlo like me knowing from reading my paperwork | was set up by the police all because | refused to be a informant.The threatened me with
arresting my kids |'sign a statement against myself to make sure my kids wasn't involved.told two lawyer you making three the cops planted that cocaine the both
lied to me about what | needed to do as you also did.don't care if u don't like me | just need the same defense you would give slager or roof,they were guilty beyond
a reason dout one should have got life and the other should be sentence to death but this is forgive.Remember Ravenal was a born rich drug trafficker but you
would have gave him every thing the law requires u to do with no hesitation!get my RULE 5 PLEASE STOP STALLING

[Quoted text hidden] ’
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4128/2U1Y Gmail - west v. State (Status)

@magg Jasoh West <megabucks843@gmail.com>

West v. State (Status)

Jason West <megabucks843@gmail.com> : ' Sat, Nov 4, 2017 at 10:35 AM
To: Christopher Murphy <cmurphy@srlattorneys.com>

Also | need the complete rule | have 38 pages so the missing pages containing the controlled buy,reliable statements,and date r1 time of this control buy used to
secure the warrant the prosecutor stated as FACT on my transcript cause besides what | Gaven u when your appointed you given the history of my case or u can
not defend itland you info comes direct from the attorney general office! THIS IS MY THIRD(3RD) N FINAL REQUEST FOR YOUR RELEASE FROM MY
CASEIRECAP(1) YOUR STATEMENT DUFFY ADMITTED TO YOU HE SIGNED BOTH(TWO) WARRANTS(2)THE COMPLETE RULE 5 (3)AND THE
TRANSCRIPT FROM THE "STATUS HEARING"IN FROM OF JUDGE JEFFERSON

On Sep 28, 2017 8:43 AM, “Christopher Murphy" <cmurphy@rlattorneys.com> wrote:
[Quoted text hidden]
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AILEBILV1Y Gmai - west v, state (Status)

G ma il ' Jason West <megabucks843@gmail.com>

W«ast v. State (Status;)

Christopher Murphy <cmurphy@rlattorneys.com> ‘ Tue, Nov 7, 2017 at 11:35.AM
To: Jason West <megabucks843@gmail-com> - ' '
Cc: Christopher Murphy <cmurphy@rlattorneys. com>, Jadi Hanshaw <jhanshaw@rlattorneys.com>

Jason:

There is no transcript of Judge Duffy tellmg meé he signed the warrants. | sent hlm an email attachmg the warrants and he responded saying it was his’
sxgnature That is it.

As for your file, | am happy to turn over everything | have anytiirie you want. 1 arn not going to chasé down information for you. Once you are
representing yourself, you can move for any information you believe relevant.

Any transcripts | have will be in the file.

Jodi - please prepare a consent order to relieve me as counsel for Mr. West to sign if he wants.

Christopher L. Murphy, Esquire

Admitted in South Carolina

234 S/}even Farms Drive, Suite: 128
Charleston, SC 29492
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a1281291Y ' imaif - yyest v. State (staws)

From: Jason West [mailto:megabucks843@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, November 4, 2017 1:35 PM

To: Christopher Murphy <cmurphy@flattorneys.com>
Subject: Re: West v. State (Status)

Also | need the complete rule | have 38 pages: so the missing pages confaining the controlled buy,reliable statements,and datei n time of this control buy used to
secure the warrant the prosecutor steated as FACT on rny transcript causé besides what | Gaven u when your appointed you given the history of my case or u can
not defend itland you info comes direct from the attorney general office! THIS IS MY THIRD(3RD) N FINAL REQUEST FOR YOUR RELEASE FROM MY
CASEIRECAP(1) YOUR STATEMENT DUFFY ADMITTED TO YOU HE SIGNED BOTH(TWO) WARRANTS(2)THE COMPLETE RULE 5 (3)AND THE
TRANSCRIPT FROM THE "STATUS HEARING"IN FROM OF JUDGE JFFFERSON

[Quoted text hidden]
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' 3 ME COURT
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 8.C. SUPRE .

IN THE SUPREME COURT
JASON A. WEST,
PETITIONER
V.
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,
RESPONDENT
CERTIFCATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned.hereby.certifies. that a-true copy:-6f the PETITION-FOR-WRIT OF .
MANDAMAS,SUMMARY JUDGEMENT, AND MOTION TO AMEND JOHNSON PETITION and a
copy OF EXHIBITS in the above referenced case has been serviced upon DANIEL E.
SHEAROUSE,CLERK OF SUPREME COURT P.O BOX 11330 COLUMBIA,SC 29211,THIS‘_lth day of

May,2019.

JASON A. WEST

PRO SE PETITIONER



SUBSCRIBED-AND-SWORN TO-before-me -

N
this L\__th day of May,2019

(\ZMV\'\O/\—L(\US/M.S)
Notary Public for Seuth Carolina

My-Commission Expires: RAYBURNE J. TURNER
My Commission Expires:
August 21, 2024



