_‘_5'7?0746 O/SOMf/I Cé?fd//hﬂ ;Z-l;t The Sbgprcmc Co ‘

24,
..__‘__Efco,?_‘D[zz/ey s b 0t South Cacolina. g_E CEIVED
f“&f’*’f’f’““‘ o Case No. 2020 -000253 JUN 24 2020 ‘
V. . .. DOhkjectioms S'C',SUEBEMENQOUHT
- State o F South Carolina | Motion 7o Alter or Amened
. choonc/,en_f,_

Jac/ﬁmen t or Ortler

—

Pef/h'cmer moves before t1s Honorable Court wi'th
Objections anet Motien To Alter or Amendd uz_c{ﬁm_e.ﬂ,t

or Ordler pursuant to the Denial of A's Motion For
Lmmediate Kelease

; Motion to Show L gck 0 FTerrsdic-
ton Onty Fraud Upon te Court Ondd Mot on For Drscor-

ery pursudnt to SCREP 72, nal 59(e) On the Groumats
that .

Moeotion for Lmmedlicte Release

l. The Courts Order Oloes not State Day Faocts Speciafly.

Qnol State Stpfrﬁfﬁ// any Conclusions oOFf faw pursaaat
fo SCRCP S$2(3)

The Court's Oraer i's a MISrepresent@rion OF /'4’&/3 .
and not Supported é)y any evitlence 6F the record ar
SLiIO,OOr/'eo/ by &’/ly N . ) -
3. Petitioner has Seypported thi's Mm‘/ on For_.cm/wea’/afe
Release wiith C/ea//y established Federal [ G . Segport-
eof 4’5}/ the United States Supreme Court Oncd Clearly
establishet State [_aw Scfppof/—cd éy the Supreme Cocurt
8 F South Corofine. Which Shaws that the Honoroble _ ’
Q/uo/ﬁc Michael Bax/ey‘.s realing in Petitiones's Frrst

Z.

/



_Frigl 872012 to_declore 0 pijsteral /b wng Jury Qfiter. .
—-Only Z hours Ond SO minutes oF Dely'bero 7r0ns, Lortions.
- OF that Fime Conscmecry é/v afunch bregk _Oncd Severas ..
QUestions from. the d‘“’}‘ ondt that time Occounted for
. QpProximatels 'y an. bour. Which (et Only [ Aowr Gacl SO
- Pny tes _for Olel bera tions A{J’_fﬂ_af_&blafa_téd_,éy_”Iﬂﬂa:?;
_Fest ne Cessity Or endls af public qustice” hpich vialated
Pﬂ t Honer's Frfth ,i_4_,MEﬂD/Men s R{gh/’ to_haove s trial |
C_om,O/.efe . éy_a_,a_c?rf/'czz/ac_ fnfétma/ﬂ_ﬁc_c_a4/_&@._.&}_0,0_0(@}_
_Qttached piben the d' bry. W AS Siocer. 1n [Petitionec’s
. Second trial Nas barred by Double Jeoparcy. See

_Motion For L mmedll ate R eleQse Qttachedy GnacY Memorano/-_
o um OFf Law. o e _
PC frtroner ObJ'eCfJ 16 the Courts Ordler _O/Qny/‘/zg,,f/u'x_*ﬁ

- Mation Gnof regeest FO0t this Court Qlffer and! Omend 7t's

Ordler Ond! Stafe facts S,Or:c/ﬂ//y ool State S fpﬁrafe/},
SUpporting With epittence B¢ the record andf /aw 05 fo_

how Gnd Why his Case 1s Aistingeushed £rom the Cases .
he Supports this motion wi'th. Which Shows 748+ the
~_.__/_’/_01.20r_i?_,é_/_6__&746@c A axteys Olecision #o Oleclare O _mistrol_
A huwg Jury Qfter [ houwr and! 50 miautes nias Aot dictated.
by “man) fest ne cws/%y or entls ot public justice”

4. Petitioner has supported) this Matien For Tmmediate
- Release with Cleary established Fedlera/ LawSupport -
ed 6y the United States Sapreme Court Oaol Clearly esta-

blisheod State L aw Sypported by the Supreme. Court of -
- Bouth Carolina. Which shows that the Heonorable




ey M_Q’gc Bax/ cy,(y_/:@/fz&g_ Was an . Ib‘cq_ax/_'ﬁa/ Y 0 f Petstioner's
Case..See 2012 7rial I p. 314, L 1318, _Now nhat
Vou ‘ve folt 45 1S fhat you Can't reqch o .tndarngis ,
ecssion, Ong L wWould Sey to.you to fhart fhats not
a_farlore on your Part, 771 atls Qetually O Strong nress=_
_ 0ge 1o the Prysecution that they Ore tndhle Fo meet the.
buctlen oFf Prodf {o the extent that they Con. bn}\;/q back

.4 Lm'am'maa“ Vﬁfé}’/'c/.” L o

. . - T T ) ’.‘ T
o qu/do_e_. 5B axle y ‘s rq//hg, was baesed/ on ’m:a,/&'_c/_'m_zﬂ L

eV ence  F6 tubich the Prosecutron. Forled 10 mieet their
4 v — v r 7
brtten oF /_o_ca_aé,. ,,W‘&,lé/%’g_é.,vg,dzt /e yLLCg_Z/_’aﬁ_ NGLLQ!I_Q_C_?_Q/_/ZBL'

_OF Petitiones’s case Oncd Dowble &7}0,04/&/%*5;((5 retrie/.
See. Motion For Zmmeo/iate Kelease Ottached Oncy M emaraad-
_tm ol Llaw. . . __ )
.. Petitioner vbjects to the Courts @m_’e_c_D_’my/,bﬂ_/:ﬁ/_'\r_ﬂd_&bﬁ
_Cadl equest that this Court Alfer Cadl Gmendy 17's Ordler
_Ondl State fhets Spe cz’a//y lnd State. -Se,ofrafe_[;/__ Séz,g,&&(ﬁﬁ
With evidlence 0F the recordd Gnd /ow 85 #o NA}/ Gady How_
WS Case /S distingesshed from the CAses he Sypports
- this motion With. Whith Shorns that the Honoreble
. Jﬁ.«a’g,c, Bﬁx/ey ’) /’a//‘/\}ﬁ Was Gn 0 cgurtta/ “0F his Case Gadf

C Double (760,00/23/7 barred retrial. R
L _Motion To Show LacK of Jurisdietion And
e .F/’:auol__,///rﬂonﬁ_fklc- Court

B, Petitisner has Suppoctec! this Motion 7o Show Lack of . _
Jurisoliction with Clear ly_established [Fedleral [ 0w Syppocted

3




“5 v the United St O_f:t_&vS_a,Qneme.,, Cowrt-. aa,é’/_c_/_ﬁaﬂ_’y_ﬁ&té?_éﬂlr_-_
_edf State L aw S M,goarz%e,d,by. the Stpreme Cowrt 0F South
_Carslina. Which Shows that.

_ _A./-’}._r‘famey‘ Loeab B. ,/14,(3_05)’7__3Wl}li&ﬂd}’_gri/_’/_'ﬁldﬂ.&iﬁ‘_m‘éfﬁ_ef_O_éf_fﬁ
Of $6 800, and then Consprred ith _Q“gﬁ_«c{yz ond ._/,4_/’1‘0::/_’1.6_)(
(1eneral /’hm@h Cx parte Compraunications. +o Have fer-.
Self Subst tuted! without Petiboners Kn oriledlge Or
Consent. e

A 7"#&((1&7/» Eleanor Cle QL}{_SN/ba{Lca(,./?ﬁ_ titionerls mother Ouit

o0f #10, 000, anol then conspired. with \J_—Aro(g ¢ Williany

H. Seqls Ond Attorney General g-fo/mny James to bave her

o Sl Substituted Os Iz.)cj_‘/'.h'O/.?ff_'J__C_OéfﬂSﬁ/_ifh.coéfﬁ/)_éX*/OQ_/ﬁ’
Communi cations é)y felephone Without Pe ﬁ'ﬁ'a,jerfy

Knowle olge or Consent.

These Substitutions iere made in Violat on oF SCRcp
Rute 11(b) ana Lleanor C /f@f}/lJ represSentatsion Was fraum-
L Ulen HV Forceo! Lpon Pe titioner. ,
Pﬁf//’/bﬂt’f Contend's thart /04015'&/0/"/ 10 Fhese Sué«S/’/'ﬂfﬁoa,_g
fthere 1as Neer L’Iﬂy motions Or /Oc"/’/'//b/zj ,O/a’a’&)’ be Fore
Juc/jz Seals or any x:/'l,m/ﬁf Which houlo! Su f’//'c/'eqf/}/
maoke these Substitutions OF Peltitioner's Cowunsel Cases”
that Woulol INGrrant szc/je Seols or any J//m’ﬁc Junlm//c_-
tren fo Outhorize Substitution of Counsel.
Petitioner Contends that the Courts Ordler Hoes rot.
Qololress these facts Qad the evidlence of record Ond
[aws Fhat Support them. Which Shows that . )
Tu oge Seals 1acked jurisdiction to Quthorize Setbstitu-
Fion 0F Petitiones’s Counsel! With Elecnor C/car}/ ond
Force Frouclelent © epresentation on Pe #tioner, Therefore,.

9



- J—Zf_q’gc Curtis. Ol not haye (j Uurtsaliction pPersabas o _
_the subject matter o€ Petiti onerls Cotnsel o R Al rm
Y ulge. Seals tinlantul Olecrsion _Qﬂ,é/_rf’_dcéé_/ﬁftd;d_cy_élﬁ%
fo remam 4s. Peti'tionec's [ Gryec. g_’[_b—r_&,\)’g_c___(;a_rzﬁ,éﬁa/fzgt

— - have yurisdiction to _Outhorize Elecaor Cleary, ho

- representation pas rlleqel and fravdlaleat 40 piithatran
[ SSues Omendledd 10 Petitiones's. PCR Cpplication, Omend/

Qnol brief 1$Ssues. pursuent to Petitione's case, agamsit
- Elctnor Cleary aadl Petitionecs Wishes. Although Eleanor
. Cle ary. Filed Several motions. o relieve hersellfas Cou-
-~ nsel AQcknoryleds /._'Cj’_ h eJ,c.,zQ?.af_J_._,,/g_[t/io_&g/q__pe t1#0ner
_Fileol Several Motions To Relieve Lleanor Cleary, establ-
I Shed! these Confliets On the recored GF hrs P(’i?/ Filed/
Civi'l Qetion against ﬁffﬁrney Cle ary , and Fried a
WNeit o Mondamus purswent to this matter, . __
Petitioner Coatends that pursuant to these Facts
C Ondd the evidlence OF the record! Gnd i which Sappo-
- s them. g_‘szQfﬁ’,f Caurtis oficd not have Lj UriSoliction 1o
rle .On...ﬂny,/ls.’smaj brietedf by L/eanor C/c’ﬁf;{, andof
- did nst have Jucisoliction fo Quthorize Attorney Gea-.
eral ()Ehmy James fo_briet or respod to.lay motions

Or OQmenciments #iledf é’)y Elecnor C/ea// Lorsuent fo
L Petitioners case. Pursuont o Lx parte Strom, 539 5. £.
_2a £95(S5.C. S.ct. 2000 )_/ ,C,bi_/_é.dlﬁfs.ia@,*lé_é/ emens,
322 .5.€.20,25(5S.L..S.ct. 1996), Seaith v Bryant,
2L NC_ 208 (4" i, 1965). Legally Tames K. Falk
IS St Petitioners Ottorney becouse [ eak B. Moodly
Onol Eteanor Cleary were tnlowfully Substitutes a5
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_ Peltitiones’s Cowsel burthout his K oriledfge 16/' consen t
__bnot i thout JuriSol etion R
o Petitioner Contendls that the recoralis Clear that
—the Stupreme Court_0bteined Jtrisoliction OF Ars case. .
_pursudnt to & Notice of Appeal f/'/ﬁa{_éy L eanor C/et?r_)/,
__Whereas, this Court relicwed [ /ecnor Cle ary OF Fe tr'tron-
er’s Counsel parsuant to Petitiona’s Motion for NVotice
_of Counsel 4 chnovfeclying +hat Llearor (e ary was
e uac__o,.n_ag_j__m_f“é/ him. Petitioner Contends thot the
_S6me. Way the Supreme. Court reled that +4 ey /2
ot have J Uurisoliction to ex cept Petitioners Wit
. oFf Mondlamus o profect Petitiones’s ryghts by rel/ev-
m,[.%_bim oF Elecnor Cleary’s Frouduleat representation,
—Qlthough the Courtof Common Pleas vialateo! his rights
. by 'Fﬁl'//'/\)ﬁ fo ]£I'/£ h/‘& /Wﬁ'/’/‘afli 70 We/fetfe Covnsel Gndl
_his Writ of Mandemus 7o Kelieve Cownsel. -

o .m.—/.’/zere_fOre/ Fhe Sa,oreme, Cotrt Ofid not Have \jar/Lra’,

_{ction fo exceot a Netice of Appeal on behatt of
~Petitioner £i'leo! éy G [Bpyer Who WAS represen ﬁi}j -
_Petitioner |t //fﬂg,‘/// Qnof Was Substituted 1'/leg afly Wi 74 -
_OUu /'Lj Lristlyetion, There fore , Undler these Circemstances
_the S Gpreme Court lacks J Lrisoliction 16 Qffirm On v
__CMJ_LAﬁ_fto.m_@L{g_e_C_ac Hs persusnt to brieted Lrgumenis
Of ,4Hom_e_y*é’/_ea.eca_LJZl;my,xEmgL./'A refute fo Aé)ny briets
__£I;/_f_Q/._b_}/_E_/_f_QﬂO/_C/_e_QC}/fé\J_IQ_0_66./3’___(43&16'{_ fQckKn aw/eﬂ‘_/y.d,__ )
_Md,éw,aLCZf_aq__ ac anzf_u_/ﬁc_{g,c\z-_l«/_ﬁd‘, Aever On QGent 0. .
_Petitioner. o 0/0 .50 nowuldl result in Participe f/,\qj o
_Con sp/'r‘/'nﬂ 1o ¢ (JMM/'f_ﬂ%fQMD/ tpon the Coart” 0 Sectre

lo



Pe t/t:oner s tunlaifal Convietion Qnol racereceratron
Ondl 1mped | preveat, anrd 6bstrect him from Fally Gad
F Qicly_pr esenting an A exhibiting his CRse , Hetiles the
_ COurt [tSelf, Qaol Orevents the judlicial_m@chin gcy__zf’r_am_
per /orm/'/ﬁ /n the Usaual witnner It /}M/O artref fask of
QDZ/ULY/@ Petitloners. case.. - .
Petitioner Contends that he was O/e,on veo! OF hls rﬂh/
_fo Q Olirect Qupenl pursucat Inefiective Assistance of

- Oppellate Cotmsel.. Fetitioness 1nitial -revien). collateral
_ ,pfOCeeC///\)j has the _/'/'/‘57‘.0/66’{5’/70 ted pro caeo//;\qj 7or Him
_ Fo.raise the Ineffective - GSSiStance. Clawn plrsttnt 7o
trial Counse! Gadd appellote O (e-instate S Blirect
Gprpeal 43 of right. Thus, his tntial review Collatere/
,Ofd_Ce_cd/'nj WAas. 6710/./’4/&’ lent fo Als Ofirect apped/f. . _
See Matinez.v. /? yan, t32 5. Ct. 1309 (2612), Colemaon
80/ U.S. 722 (1991)] drevine v. Fhaler, 69 U.S. /6
423, 429 (2013), WorKmoa v. Suypeciatleat Albion SCl,
915 F._3d 923 (26/9) c/tin 19 Martinez , f,’p_as_ﬁ; Convietion
Counsel’s fallure to preSent Claim that tri ol Couns/

WGS [neffective fam_atpcc_ﬁ;caf/'y Cogent flefense hIQs
. Dle i cient pecformance Fhat excused the proceoltra/

e tault. Yacatedd cadl remandled! wWith_instructions. _
Martinez v. Ryan, /132 5. ¢ 1309 (2002), held t+hat, 1n

_Aimited circumstances, “inag dlequate Assistance df Cousel.
0r_ObSeace Of Counsel Ot _initial collateral cevien ]

: /,')rOCc,tD//hﬂj may establish Cause for A4 prisonesls proc-.
cdlural o/cr”am/f 0Ff 8 Clarm OF Ineflective QSsistance
Qf ol ” I - 3

 Petitioner Contensls that be. fat o a.rightte. aa’e9aa te
7




_ QSS/staace oFf Counsel QF Ars 1777787 - reviemw Collateral
__.pro Céﬁd[{)ﬂ.h&f/_flbﬂﬁﬁ_C.Oi_/)f_enOZJ that bhe Qlso had o
/‘ig htto O 0isin feﬁ:sfgddkaak/jr; I Ais tnitial-review

. Collatera/ ,Ocqc_f;a__/f).zg‘._ See Lopezv. Voaolermwater, &20

L F 201229 (1930), " judge Selects andl preparces. the

. Criminal CAharge Oncl prepares the Gurlty plea Form,
—dnre Marchison, 399 U.S. 133.(1955), ”J}”Q/ﬁe 10/ tiartes
- fresecation 6}/ 0.6%/’/5 as Oﬂt’_—‘:m_ﬂﬂ,ﬁ/ﬂﬂ_@éjéfcy.” Sevierv.

I

- Aucner, 742 F 20 262 (1939), “Ne holod that Judlge Tarner
INVelyement 14 101110 7‘1}\1?_ both. the. Criminal IOF_OSCCZ/;/'/'O/?
- Andl the cryil Contemptt Proceedling 4G asst Sevier, /'#

Proven, Would Constitute nog udicsal ets expPosIng

- _them o //'aé/.'//'f}/ Ffor resulting daméye\x,”,'é'ee 0/30_/_(_,@
V. Love, Tbb F. 200 962.((955); Tumeyv. Ohio, 273 U.S.
810, 475.¢+.437.(1921), " his Olue process right to 4
d' uolgc Who hadf not pffjuqﬁf his case,” US. v. Grinnell

- Lorp., 334 U.5.563, 36 5. ¢t. (695 (1966), “Alleged bias

- Cndl prejudice, elaim to Oisquaalify judge, must Stem

from Gn fxf’fﬂd'éfﬁ//'c/'ﬂ/SoafCe oaol reSult 14 on Oprason
on the merits om Some basis Other thaon nwhaet +4 ed'aa/je
Nearned from bi's partieipation 1 the Case. Bfrﬁex‘ v. U.S.
255 (.5, 22" |
- Petitioner Contendls that his case /s ol)stinguishes
_ pﬁfam Gf/n/le//,l Nhercm/ \}/oza/ﬁc_ Cartis Was OnGre 0¥
the trouclulent representation o F £ /ecnor c/eé'r;/ Qncy
- Now It Violateol Petitiones rights, ond forceo! that fraud-
~Ulentrepresentation on Pet/tioner. Whieh lead to onm
- Opiaion in Petitiones's Case Whieh Stem from On extra-

3



—judlicial Soucce, hhereds, Lﬁ/dﬁe Certs's frew the
_ Merits 0 het Soucce Qs 10_Fet/tlonerls Case was.
False Ondl 1nqecerate. Petitiones's Conteacls #hat +he
_Cag/fir_ ofeers)on Lyény/'/ig P&ﬁ'f/‘dﬂe/ir maotions Voes Mo+
. 8tem from the facts of his Case | evidlence, Gnof Cleack
_eStablished [an Whieh Sgpoorts these facts. Flowevers,
ﬁhﬁ_._,faa/f.’f.,0(0/8(_0/_01}//517 rheSe mari'ons 15 based! on the
__88me_eXtra)udlicial Source Persuont 1o the frowolilent
OcCtiens of the Offcers 6F #he Cowrt 1n /7/3‘ )it al -
. revie ca//a%era/,orocwa,,zﬁ S o
Ex pLarte V/r_olm/c? (00 U.5. 339 //3 7?’) “ The rule thot
0 habeas corpus may be 9ranted tn Favor oF lrberty, r1of
Necessorily £6 review the whole Case, but fo examine
the Quthority OF the Couct to Qct at 0/, applied on
P et'tion oF 0 C’OMnnyue/gf 1nolicted Gnol in ,Cusfao’y on
0O ,C_l’l_arg_c_of ex c/brm'nj Colored Citizens (n his Selection
of J‘urors The Qct 6F 0 caanfydUD/ﬁﬁ In Sa/ecfmﬂ
J Urors 1s 0 miraiSters al, na/JuM ctd/; anof O/f/wz/o,é
he Olerives his authori f}/ from the 57‘@7‘6, he is 604/,/10/,
tn the olischacge of that Oluty, 6 0bey +he teolera /
Constitution 0t the /aws in PLrsatnce there OF,
. Fé/’l'fl‘Onef Con tends that ot én/}/ nNas %&Xﬁc Seals Sub-
Stitution of Counsel Quthorized! withou ’l_/’ tiriSOliction.
) __/;Mc/}qj froudulen t 1 epresSenttion On Petitioner ere Aot
; Uudl'c/a/ petsl On October o, 2008 Chief Justice Toal's
010/miniStrative Orgler Dlirected that instead oF #be PCR
i xJ“HD/g.C , the /’4ﬁ0rne)/ Gm:ra_/’J O ce Wil oeci’de whether
- Or ot a PCR Opplicant 1S Gppornted counse/,( wiho (s the
inmates _aa’vcrsary) for inmates Who € annot Offore! Counsel.
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Petitioner 06 hjects 7o Fhe Courts Orofer O/ﬁﬂy/f\lg 015

_ Mation et /’equesf rAct this Court QlFfer Qno/ Amrendy
I'Hs Order Qnd/ State Facts Speci8lly OQnd Stare Seper-
ately Sup/oo.rh:zﬁ WIlth €vitlence OF #he recordy Gac/

[Ow 05 to how Oned/ /")A}/ hrs Case 1S ,Cl//lsﬁlzﬁafxls/rea/
trom the Coses he Suypports thi's motion wi'th. Fetr?tion-
- er. request thot the Courts Cons/der the facts thot!

— there I'S rio Ffee Pﬁfcemcnﬁr Or release olocements wirth
Petitaner's 11 Pormect! COASe'ﬂf’QJn hnﬁ WhereQs Petitroer
ﬂﬁ:/ef.SigﬂeQ/ these of/Ocuments hich Was Seat o Hiw
by /4/’fame}/ O Fler She WJGs O/feo:n’)/ Substituted. Petitione
expltined o /4ffome/ ﬁ/mr;/ hedlicd nof Ogree to e
representetion Qad Fo re furn Als mio ther's Femals. Httorn-
ey C [eary refused to retarn the Fenclk_to Petitione s |
Mo ther. o o

T there Ore no Motions Or Petition. pubyeh exrst o

.SU,QOO/fd‘Uf/;YO//‘C//'OA to Quttorrze Flecaor C /eja//u Or

Leah B. Moooly's Substitutson.

_ipﬁﬁ'//'ader Contencls that the Caurts Oroler Lerseyent
o his Motien For Zmmeoliate Release Anof Motien 7o
Show Lack o Jurisdiction 1's 0/6/'#07\/ Onc! capries -
OUS Onol Cles piot FRKe Considlerftion OF +he r{ghts
Nhich were grovely Vid/ated . Zncorporate 0//3/40/
Motions )

Petitioner Con /eno/J %/;m‘ ;%c Cﬁb{/?z‘f £a) fure FO Cototress
- the miScontluct 0F these OFf ' cers OF the Cowrt Vio/artes
- SCACR 801, Tuoticial Conctasct Cars 3 (D) (1)(2), Conons ;
()20, Conns 3B (2),(3)(7) anf destroy's the public }

/0 ‘




Con 7[;‘67/5'165 I‘ﬂ the I‘n’l ”hﬁﬁf/’fy o f the J\ (49//!6/'-0(/ Ond r'ts ..
l‘mpa rtia h'f)/.
Mo t10q _Fo, Df&coa/erlv

le. Fetitioner has Supportect his Motion For Discovery
anol Laspection ondd Entire Cose File with Facts that

Ne Was convicted OFfter hawlzﬁ é)em‘,z:‘/en/ed prefr/'o/
Oliscovery +o Wwhich he was entitledf. Petitioner Cont-.
ends 1hat the ohisclosure OF éxcu/pafo/y Evidlence
Ofoes not end Oftrer D Verdliet 1's reaglereo! GF 70/, .

Kather the Prosectstion hos o COn_f/}/)ufnj uty 10 prov-,
i 0fe Gy evidence that nWas (/n/awﬁf//y Withheld, 1ac/y-

___0//':'73 In the context O0F pPost - Conyietion Pro ceeo/ahjs. .
Petitioner Contends thot the recored SHhows /’hm%hog;&

the G years 0f his /ncqceration. he hos went Gbove
Cnof bcyané}/ o Obtoin ¢ Complete 0//3’60(/6/}/ Laalf €Cse
File. For the L0St-conviction Courdto OfSO0 e e
Petitioner o c/x’scowzry auld Comp ound/ fhe State s
malfegsonce, See Motion For D/‘SCOUC/)/

Petitioner contends that Oenying him the right ta._
Obtain 0/4'8601/6/\/ ;'S ‘Z‘E/(?‘r/'m’/‘c Froudl " Ond/ Prevearts _~
him from zﬁav'r/y Qno/ fa//}, ethbh‘\nj his case, Onof
clepri'ves him 6¢ the Oppor teanity 7o be hearo. ,/?_O,Zlief_’_
v. Foref Motor Lo., 573 F 2e 1332015 78), Chewnisgu.
forel Mstor Lo, 359 S5.C. 72(2003), Ry v. Ry, 379
8.¢. 79 (2007), Hagy v. Fraltt, 529 S. £ zer 71 (2000)

. Bracly v. Marylana, 373 U.s. 33(197). o

____ —
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..Z:or the r%rfyor’/ﬁ.fea:on; Pef,‘h'oner. ffs,occ/'/a//y
- ff?ueJi‘ Fhe the_Courts. Octler s Altered! Gned Amencteds
- fo. stare 7%(’/2('&“5/0.( C/Olly Qnd State StZ/O.C/‘Q/'ﬁ/y Qn}/
Lonclusions 0F lam pesucnt to (ts. Ordler Q/fﬂy/\/'j

_ Pet'Honess motions

Date -23-20206 L _;\?esp.ﬁcf/h//y‘. Sabmi tfea]

. _.A,,Z;/mn ..D/ .z,z/e)/ _ ﬁﬁ'%@

Y460 Broga River R
Co lombia, S.C. 29210
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