STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE SUPREME COURT

|

CERTIORARI TO CHARLESTON COUNTY
HONORABLE G. THOMAS COOPER JR., CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE

THE CHARLESTON COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

RECEIVED)
JUL 07 2020

S.C. SUPREME COURT

APPELLATE CASE NO. 2019-000398

SEQUOIA McKINNON,

PETITIONER

. Raog,,
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

RESPONDENT

AFFIDAVIT OF FACTS GIVING JUDICIAL NOTICE; MOTION
TO STAY AND OR HOLD IN ABEYANCE CASE 2019—000398;
MOTION TO CHALLENGE THE S.C. SUPREME COURT'S
JURISDICTION AND MOTION TO MOTION THEREFOR

ALSO IN RE: TO PCR CASE NO. 2020-CP-10-2523 ET. AL.,
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TO: THE S.C. SUPREME COURT,
THE S.C..ATTORNEY GENERAﬂ/
THE APPELLATE WANDA H. CARTER,
THE CHARLESTON COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS ET. AL.,

HERE THE COURT AND PARTIES WILL FIND:
(A) A COPY OF EXHIBIT, "2020-CP-10-2523"

THE PETITIONER GIVES THE S.C. sUPREMEl COURT AND ALL
PARTIES JUDICIAL NOTICE. A SUBSEQUENT PCR HAS NOW BEEN FILED IN
THE CHARLESTON COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS ESTABLISHING CASE
2020-CP~10-2523. DUE TO THIS RECENT FILING I AM RESPECTFULLY
PETITIONING AND OR MOTIONING BEFORE THE S.C. SUPREME COURT TO
STAY AND OR HOLD IN ABEYANCE CASE 2019-000398. THE PETITIONER
SEEKS THIS FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

(1) IN REGARD TO THE FINAL ORDER ISSUED 1IN CASE
2017-CP-10-2656, THERE IS NOW CONSTITUTIONAL CHALLENGE TO THE
ORDER'S VALIDITY WHICH IS JURISDICTIONAL IN NATURE AS WILL BE
ELABORATED ON FURTHER IN THE AMENDED PCR FORTHCOMING UNDER CASE
2020-CP~10-2656 SINCE THE FINAL ORDER ISSUED IN CASE
2017-CP-10-2656 BY THE LITIGATION INTENDED TO BE PRESENTED WOULD
BE DEEMED UNCONSTITUTIONAL AND VOID AND WILL BE AS IF THERE WERE
NO FINAL ORDER ISSUED AT ALL. THIS WOULD ‘AUTOMATICALLY CONSTITUTE
A CHALLENGE TO THE S.C. SUPREME COURT'S JURISDICTION UNDER CASE
2019-000398. THE FINAL ORDER ISSUED IN CASE 2017-CP-10-2656 IS A
JURISDICTIONAL PREREQUISITE TO THE S.C. SUPREME COURT
ENTERTAINING JURISDICTION UNDER CASE 2019-000398. THUS, ANY
RULING COMING OUT OF CASE 2020-CP-10-2523 WOULD HAVE A DIRECT
IMPACT ON ANY DECISION THAT WOULD POTENTIALLY COME OUT OF CASE
2019-000398 WHERE THE CONSTITUTIONAL ACTION INTENDED TO BE ARGUED
WOULD VOID THE S.C. SUPREME COURT'S JURISDICTION AB INITIO,
FORTMILL v. FITZGERALDA S.E.2d., 2014 WL 7339453(S.C.App.2014);
CALDWELL V. WINQUIST, 402 S.C. 565, 741 S.E.2d.
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583(S.C.App.2013); MARTIN-EVANS v. CHESAPEAKE APPALACHIA, LLC,
F.Supp.3d., 2015 WL 6681185(N.D.Va.2015); BARTELS BY AND THROUGH
BARTELS v. SABER HEALTH CARE| GROUP, LLC., 880 F3d.
668(4th.Cir.2018).

(2)THE PETITIONER IS AWARE THAT IN ADDRESSING THE
ISSUE OF SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION. IT CAN BE BROUGHT UP FOR
THE FIRST TIME ON APPEAL. BUT THERE ARE MORE CRUCIAL ELEMENTS AND
OR FACTS THAT EXIST IN THIS CASE, THAT SUCH CIRCUMSTANCES AS THEY
PRESENT THEMSELVES, ALSO IN FUNDAMENTAL FAIRNESS TO THE STATE,
AND TO GIVE THEM A FULL, FAIR AND PROPER OPPORTUNITY TO RESPOND.
IT WOULD BE MORE APPROPRIATE TO RAISE THE .CLAIM IN THE PCR COURT
FIRST. THIS IS ALSO DUE TO THE FACT THAT ONE OF THE CLAIMS BEING
ASSERTED IS FRAUD UPON THE COURT. UNDER THE INDEPENDENT ACTION
RULE. IT IS MORE APPROPRIATE TO BRING THE ACTION IN THE COURT
WHERE THE FRAUD UPON THE COURT IS ALLEGED TO HAVE OCCURRED AND IN
THIS CASE, IT IS THE PCR COURT. IN SUCH, IT WOULD BE MORE PROPER
TO FILE IN THE PCR  COURT AND STAY THE S.C. SUPREME COURT CASE
UNTIL THE MATTERS ARE ADDRESSED IN THE LOWER COURT WHERE ANY SUCH
RULING WOULD OF COURSE HAVE A DIRECT IMPACT ON ANY RULING THAT
MAY POTENTIALLY EMERGE FROM CASE 2019-000398 DUE TO THE
VIOLATIONS OF DUE PROCESS THAT HAS OCCURRED BEFORE THAT COURT,
ASTERBADI v. LEITESS, 176 Fed. Appx' 426 CA4 (Va.2006):; ALADEKA,
2010 WL 4054267 (2010); SOUTH CAROLINA DEPT. OF SOCIAL SERVICES
v. TRAN, 418 S.C. 308, 792 S.E.2d. 254(S.C.App.2016); Mr.T v.
MRS.T, 378 S.C. 127, 662 S.E.2d. 413(S.C.App-2008); S & E
CONTRACTORS, INC. v. U.S., 406 U.S. 1, 92 s.Ct. 1411(U.8.1972);
COX v. FLEETWOOD HOMES OF GEORGIA, INC., 334 S.C. 55, 512 S.E.2d.
498(8,0.1999); ROBINSON v. ESTATE OF HARRIS, 388 S.C. 630, 698
S.E.2d. 222(8.C.2010); WELLS FARGO BANK N.A. v. FARAG, 2016 WL
2944561 (N.C.2016); ELDERBERRY OF WEBER CITY, LLC. v. LIVING
CENTERS-SOUTHEAST, INC.,--F3d.--, 2015 WL 4430836 CA4 (Va.2015);
WELLS FARGO BANK N.A. v. H.M.H. ROMAN TWO N.C., LLC., 859 F3d.
295(4th.Cir.2017);. MOSLEY v. UNITED STATES, 2018 . WL 1187778
(W.D.N.C.2018); MILFORD v. MIDDLETON, 2018 WL 348059 (DSC.2018) .

INSOMUCH, SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION CAN BE - RAISED AT ANY
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TIME, AT ANY STAGE, EVEN AFTER A FINAL ORDER HAS BEEN ISSUED,
EVEN FOR THE FIRST TIME ON APPEAL AND THE S.C. SUPREME COURT
SHALL NOT FAIL TO TAKE NOTICEY WHERE THIS JURISDICTIONAL
CHALLENGE, DUE TO THE CONSTITUTiON%LITY OF THE ORDER EMERGING
FROM CASE 2017-CP-10-2656 BEING CALLED INTO QUESTION, MUST BE
ADJUDICATED UNDER THE DUE PROCESS PRONG TO SUBJECT MATTER
JURISDICTION. IN SUCH, THE COURT BEING GIVEN JURISDICTION BY
STATUTORY PROVISIONS DOES NOT PREVENT REVIEW WHERE THESE MATTERS
ARE BEING ARGUED UNDER THE DUE PROCESS PRONG TO SUBJECT MATTER
JURISDICTION, HILL v. S.C. DEPT. OF HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL
CONTROL, 389 sS.C. 1, 698 S.E.2d. 602(S.C.2010); GURNEY v. CONAN,
LIEBOWITZ & LATMAN P.C., F.Supp.3d., 2015 WL 4460868
(S.D.N.Y.2015); STEEL CO. v. CITIZENS FOR A BETTER ENVIRONMENT,
523 Uy.s. 83, 118 S.ct. 1003 (U.sS.1998); TAMM v. CINCINNATI
INSURANCE COMPANY, 2020 WL 60932(S.D.N.Y.2020); CHASE v. ANDEAVOR
tOGISTICS L.P., 2019 WL 5847879 * 2 W.D.Tex.; UNITED STATES v.
VALLADARES, 2019 WL 4888629 * 1, W.D.Tex.; ARBAUGH v. Y & H
CORP., 546 U.S. 500, 126 S.Ct. 1235(U.S8.2006); STEVENS E. HECKER,
PLAINTIFF v. THE STATE OF WASHINGTON, DEFENDANT, 2020 WL 134168
(Fed.c1.2020); HICKS v. HEART OF HOSPICE, LLC., 2019 WL 6255496
(N.D.Miss.2019); XRIKORIAN V. FORD MOTOR COMPANY, 2019 WL
7042939(S.D.Ala.2019); HENDERSON v. SHINSEL, 131 s.ct. 1197,
1198+ U.S.:; BURGESS v. UNITED STATES, 2019 WL 7293400 * 1 D.Md.:
BARNES v. GIVENS, 2019 WL 5579543, *3, W.D.Tex.; WALLS v. BOEING
COMPANY, 2019 WL 4931365, * 2 DSC.; JEFFERS v. J.P. MORGAN CHASE
& CO., 2019 WL 6255311, * 1, S.D.Tex.; ANTHONY W. HALL, PLAINTIFF

v. FRENKEL, LAMBERT,..., 2020 WL 136658, * 2, E.D.N.Y.; DAVIS v.
PALUMBO, 2019 WL 6915949, * 1 W.D.MO.; SORRINGWIND ENERGY, LLC.
v. CATIC U.S.A. INCORPORATED,--F3d.--, 5TH. Cir.(Tex.); 460 S.

LAKE AVENUE, LTD. v. APPLETON, 2019 WL 7184737, * 1 C.D.Cal.;
SLAYTON v. JOHNSON AND JOHNSON, 2019 WL 7208414, * 1 C.D.Cal.

(3) INASMUCH, THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT RECENTLY
ADDRESSED THE PETITIONER'S CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS .IN PART WHERE IT
DETERMINED THAT A DEFENDANT IS CONSTITUTIONALLY GUARANTEED
PERSONALLY THE RIGHT TO MAKE HIS DEFENSE, SPEAKS TO THE
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"ASSISTANCE" OF COUNSEL, AND AN ASSISTANT, HOWEVER EXPERT, IS
STILL AN ASSISTANT AND THE DEFENDANT'S CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT OF
AUTONOMY CANNOT BE DISTURBED OR| IT WOULD CREATE A CONSTITUTIONAL
STRUCTURAL ERROR WHICH WOULD VOID THE COURT'S JURISDICTION FOR
SUCH UNCONSTITUTIONAL ACTION. SINCE BY THE INDEPENDENT ACTION
RULE FOR FRAUD UPON THE COURT IT WOULD BE APPROPRIATE TO FILE THE
CASE IN THE COURT WHERE THE FRAUD ALLEGEDLY OCCURRED, COUPLED BY
THE . PETITIONER'S CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT OF AUTONOMY WHERE HE
CHOOSES BY THAT RIGHT TO EXERCISE THAT INDEPENDENT ACTION IN THE
PCR COURT. THAT CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT OF AUTONOMY CANNOT BE
DISTURBED OR DENIED OR IT WOULD VOID ‘THE S.C. SUPREME COURT'S
JURISDICTION FOR SUCH UNCONSTITUTIONAL ACTION, BROADNAX v. STATE,
2019 WL 1450399 (Tenn.2019); DAWN v. UNITED STATES, 411
F.Supp.3d. 90, 98 D.Mass.; McCOY v. LOUISIANA, 138 s.Ct. 1500,
200 L.Ed.2d. 821(U.8.2018).

IN CONCLUSION, BY THE AFOREMENTIONED, THE PETITIONER
RESPECTFULLY CHALLENGES THE S.C. SUPREME COURT'S JURISDICTION AND
RESPECTFULLY SEEK THAT CASE 2019—000389 BE STAYED AND OR IN THE
ALTERNATIVE, IT BE HELD IN ABEYANCE UNTIL THE MATTERS IN THE
PROCESS OF BEING AMENDED IN CASE 2020-CP-10-2523 COME TO THEIR
CONCLUSION AND THAT ORDER, IF NECESSARY, IS THEN APPEALED AND
BROUGHT BEFORE THIS COURT. THE PETITIONER PRAYS FOR THIS RELIEF,
TO INCLUDE ANY AND ALL OTHER RELIEF THE COURT WOULD DEEM JUST,
FAIR AND PROPER, 24 SENATORIAL DIST. REPUBLICAN COMMITTEE V.
ALCORN, 820 F3d. 624 (4th.Cir.2016); CALSON v. SOQUTH CAROLINA
STATE PLASTERING, LLC., 404 S.C. 250, 743 S.E.2d.
'868(S.C.App.2013); LIBERTY BUILDERS, INC. v. HORLERT, 336 S.C.
658, 521 S.E.2d. 749(S.C.1999); COX v. WOODMEN OF WORLD INSURANCE
CO., 347 S.C. 460, 556 S.E.2d. 397(S.C.App.2001); DOE v. DUNCAN,
S.E.2d., 2008 WL 9846820 (S.C.App.2008); THOMPSON v. WATTS, 278
S.c. 230, 294 S.E.2d. 245 (S.C.App.l1982); PACE v. DiGUGLIELMA,
544 U.S. 468, 416 (2005); JACKSON v. ROE, 425 F3d. 654
(9th.Cir.2005); BLAKE v. BAKER, 745 F3d. 977 (9th.Cir.2014);
MARTINEZ v. RYAN, 132 S.Ct. 1309 (2012); RUNER v. CRAWFORD, 415
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F.Supp.2d. 1207 (D.Nev.2006); MDC INNOVATIONS, LLC. v.
NORTHERN , --Fed. Appx'--, 2018 WL 1129607 (4th.Cir.2018); HAMER v.
NEIGHBORHOOD HOUSING SERVICES OF CHICAGO, 138 S.Ct. 13, 199
L.Ed.2d. 249(U.S.2017); MYLES v. DOMINOS PIZZA, LLC., 2017 WL
238436 (D.C.Miss.2017).

SEQUOIA DONTEL McKINNON
#368688 F3B RM. 2216

LEE C.I. 990 WISACKY HWY.
BISHOPVILLE, S.C. 29010

JUNE 25, 2020
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE SUPREME COURT

CERTIORARI TO CHARLESTON COUNTY
HONORABLE G. THOMAS COOPER JR., CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE

THE CHARLESTON COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

RECEIVED

APPELLATE CASE NO. 2019-000398 JUL oY 2020

S.C. SUPREME COURT
SEQUOIA McKINNON,

PETITIONER

Vs.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, . OfAP,Dea/s‘

RESPONDENT

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

I, SEQUOIA D. McKINNON, DO HEREBY CERTIFY, THAT I HAVE
MAILED AND OR SERVED A COPY OF AN AFFIDAVIT OF. FACTS GIVING
JUDICIAL NOTICE; MOTION TO STAY AND OR HOLD IN ABEYANCE CASE
2019-000398; MOTION TO CHALLENGE. THE S.C. SUPREME COURT'S

JURISDICTION AND MOTION TO MOTION THEREFOR, ON THE S.C. SUPREME
COURT P.O. BOX 11330 COLUMBIA, S.C. 29211, THE S.C. ATTORNEY
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GENERAL P.O. BOX 11549 COLUMBIA, S.C. 29211, ATTORNEY WANDA H.
CARTER P.O. BOX 11589 COLUMBIA, S.C. 29211-1589 AND THE
CHARLESTON COUNTY ‘CLERK OF COURT 100 BROAD STREET SUITE 106
CHARLESTON, S.C.' 29401-2258, BY U.S. MAIL POSTAGE PREPAID, BY
DEPOSITING IT IN THE INSTITUTIONiMAILBOX ON JUNE 26, 2020.

SEQUOIA DONTEL McKINNON
4368688 F3B RM. 2216

LEE C.I. 990 WISACKY HWY.
BISHOPVILLE, S.C. 29010

 Quusia Mefoirar

JUNE 25, 2020
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EXHIBIT, "2020-CRIG-Z53"
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

CIVIL ACTION COVERSHEET

3@2@ Cp-10- 3 S22

"SC Bar #:
Telephone #:;
Fax #:
Other:
E-mail;

" NOTE: The coversheet and Information contained herein neither replaces nor supplements the filing and service of pleadlngs or other papers as
required by law. This form ig required for the use of the Clerk of Co

urt for the purpese of docketing, It must be filled out completely, signed, and

dated. A copy of this coversheet must be served on the defendant(s) along with the Summons and Complaine,
DOCKETING INFORMATION (Check all thas apply)
“if Action is Judgment/Settlement do nog complete

JURY TRIAL demanded in complaint,

[0 NON-JURY TRIAL demanded in complaint,

O
CJ This case is subject to ARBITRATION pursuant to the Court Annexed Alternative Dispute Resolution Rules.
[ This case is subject to MEDIATION pursuant to the Court Annexed Alternstive Dispute Resolution Rules.
(J This case is exempt from ADR. (Proof of ADR/Exemption Attached) '

NATURE OF ACTION (Check One Box Below)

Torts - Professional Malpractice

SCCA /234 (03/2016)

. Contracts Torts - Personal Injury Real Property
O  cConsuuctions (100) . O Dentnt Malpractice (200) O cConversion (310) 0O Chime Delivery (400)
0 Debt Coltection (110) O  Legu Malpmctice (210) 0  Motor Vehicle Accident (320) (O Condemnation (410)
O Genem (130) Medical Malpractice (220) 0 Premises Liability (330) ] Foreclosure (420) -
0 Breachof Contract (140) Previous Notice of Intent Case# 0  Products Liability (340) 3 Mechanic's Lien (430)
O  FraudBod Faith (150) 20_-Nl-_-_\ O Personal Injury (350 C1 Partition (440)
0  Failure to Deliver . -0 Notice/ File Med Mal (230) 00  Wrongful Death (360) 3 Possession (450)
Warranty (160) Other (299) O AssaulvBattery (370) O Building Code Violation (460)
8  Employment Discrim (170) 0O  SlanderLivel (380) O other (499)
O  Employment (150) O  Other(399) -
O owmerq 99)
@ . itlons . Administrative Law/Rellef ’ . Judgmenty/Settlements Appeals
BCK 0  Reinstate Drv, License (800) O Death Settlement (700) 0 Arbitration (500)
O Mandamus (3..)) O Judicial Review (810) O Foreign Judgment (710) 0 Magistrate-Civit (9) 0)
O Habezs Corpus (530) O  Relier(820) O Magistrate's Judgment (720) O Magistrate-Criminal (920)
O other(s99) O  Permanent Injunction (830) 0 Minor Settlement (730)' - O Municipal 30)
) O  Forfeiture-Petition (340) -0 Transeript Judgment (740) ] Probate Court (940)
a Forfeituro—Cansent Order (850) [0 LisPendens (750) O scopor (950)
0  Other(sg9) O Trensfer of Structureg O Worker's Comp (960)
. - Settlement Payment Rights Q). Zoning Board (970)
Application (760) O Public Service Comm, (950)
: o Special/Complex /Other [J Confession of Judgment (770) a Employment Security Comm (991)
O  Environmental (600) 3  Phammaceuticals (630) 3 Petition for Wotkers
O Automobile Arb. (510 . O Unfair Trade Practices (640) gompcvr:-(x;':g)swlmt 0] Other (999)
. . 7o
0O Medical(620) O Out-of State Depositions (650) 0 Otl'::r (799)
O  other(699) 0O  Motion to Quash Subpoena in an .
: o Out-of-County Action (660)
O Sexual Predator (510) O  Pre-Suit Discovery (670)
0 Permanent Restraining Order (680)
' Date:
Submitting Party Sigriature;

. Note; Frivoloﬁs civil proceedings may ve subject to sanctiong pursuant to SCRCP, Rulc 11, and the South Carolina Frivolous Civil
"Proceedings Sanctions Act, S.C. Code Ann. §15-36-10 et. seq.
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FORM 5

‘

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Gty

INSTRUCTIONS ~ READ CAREFULLY

. Inorder for this application to receive consideration by the Court, it shall be in ’wri.ting (legibly
handwritten or typewritten), signed by the applicant and verified (notarized), and it shall set forth in
concise form the answers to each applicable question, If necessary, applicant may furnish his answer to a

particular question on the reverse side of the page or on an additional page. Applicant shall make clear
which question any such continued answer refers, | ' '

Since every application must be sworn under oath, any false statement of a materia] fact therein

may serve as the basis of prosecution and conviction for perjury. Applicants should, therefore, exercise
care to assure that all answers are true and correct. o '

.' Ifthe application_ is taken in forma pﬁupéris, it shall include an affidavit (attached at the back of.
the form) setting forth information which establishes that applicant will be unable to pay the fees and

costs of the proceedings. When the application is completed, the original shall be mailed to the Clerk of
Court for the County in which the applicant was convicted. ' .

1. - Place of demtien

3
4, © The indictment number or numbers (if knoWn) upon which and the offenses for which
~ sentence was imposed:
() '
(b)

?N‘h-_

-5



(¢) ke ¢

The date upon which sentence was imposjed and the terms of the sentence:

@ _ v
0 i
© | u

Check whether a finding of guilty was made:
(@)  after a plea of guilty

o
(b)  after a plea of not guilty: 7]
u

(c) after a plea of nolo contendere

Did you appeal from the judgmeht of conviction or the \impositidn_of sentence?

U

If you answered “yes” to (7), list:
(@  the name of each Court to which you appealed:
i _

M

. _ u
it - S U
(b) the result in each such Court to which you appealed:
i T
ii. 1]
i, _ | _ u
(c) . thedate of each such result; |
i B |
i, | | | 0___ |
@ if knowh, vcnifations of any written‘opinioxi or orders entered pursuaﬁt to such
| results: .
i | - Y
. .
i, _ 4

If you answered “no” tg (7), state ybur reasons for not so appealing:

@ S
g Rof A3



10.

11.

12,

13.

iv.

State concisely the grounds on which you base your allegation that you are being held in

(b) ,

and In'the sahde order Lacsw

(©)
custody unlav wfully. :
- (a T
& \lo|ftinkt
(©)
State ¢
in (10):

céﬁm

)

Prior to this application have you filed with respect to this conviction:
(&) any petition in a State Court under South Carolina Law?
(b) any petition in State or Federal C

relief?

ath, 1

/

»

5

support each of the grounds t%-

z

Ues

ouis for habeas corpus or post-convictions

(¢)  -any petition in the Umted States Supreme Court for certmran other than petmons

if any, already specified in 8)?

!
(d  any other petitions, motions or apphcatlons in this or any other Court?
If you answered “yes” to any part of (12),

application:

ii.

() the specific nature thereof:

list with respect to each petition, motion or

fii,

iv.

i

(b)  the name and location of the Court in which each was filed:

ii, U
ifi, U
U

» 3o 23



14,

13.

©)

ii.

il U

iv. ‘ ' Y

(d) the date of each such disj)ositidn:

i o U

i, ¥

i, )

iv. Yy

(e if known, citations of any written opinions or qrderé entered pursuant to each such
disposftiori: o

i . < [

i ‘ | u

i , ' Y

iv. : - u

Has any ground set forth in (10) been préViously presanted to this or any other Court,
State or Fi ederal, in any petition, motion or application which ydu have ﬁled?

o
W

If you answered “yes” to (14) identify:
(@  which grounds have been presented;

)

ii. | | U
| | U

v

iti.

iv.

(b) " the proceédings in which each ground was raised:

i : _ﬂ’;

. : ' Y
i, R |

Lf,@f 23 Rovised 3/2003
o U



16, If any ground set forth in (10) has not previously been i)resented to any Court, State or _
Federal set forth the ground and state concisely the reasons why such ground has not

_ prevmusly been presented

17.  Were you represented by an attorney at any time durmg the course of:

~Sile AsiE Jou)-cp- t@wi@Sé)
(b)  your trial, if any? H.'
(c) . your sentencing?

(8  your arraignment and plea?

(d  your appeal, if eny, from the judgment of conviction or the imposition of
sentence? o 7]

(6) preparation, pfesentation or consideration ef any petitions, motions or
applications with respect to this conviction, which you filed?

.18, Ifyonanswered “yes” to one or more parts of (17), Hsts

(@  the name and address of each atforney who represented you:

i SRS U
i, U . -
i
. Y
U
. (b) the proceedings at which each such a&omey represented yeu:
Y
i o
\ iii.

U
Y
Y
..1'. . -5 % %

Revised 3/2003
® . v -
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20.

Are you now under sentence from an

y otlfer court that You have not challenged?

19.  State clearlylthe y

VERIFICATION

e

SWORN to and subscribed before me this 2 '3+ n
day of ﬂ/]p. ‘l ZO 7 O '

g “-‘_2‘,,‘,.;. ! .","‘I ''''' . c . ) '
<N ) 2.\ Notary Publie. R
_z))’ e v \ :‘..

IR 04’ ([ 7‘[)&0’

S

Ay C

- n
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Treenionyn
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APPLICATION TO PROCEED WITHOUT PAYMENT

OF COSTS AND AFFIDAVIT
IN SUPPORT THEREQF

» hereby apply for leave to

: urity thereof, In support of my
I penalty of perjury that the following fats are trye:

(@)

I am the applicant in this action and | believe I am entitleq to redress,

(®  Because of my poverty I am unable to pay the costs of sajd proceeding or give
security thereof,

X _
“Applicant T
s\\ 4

SWORN op affirmed to. and subscribed before me this

. Lee Corr,, Inst,, -
eSS, L, : | 990Wisacky Highway
s NMeay 25,20
' L3y .

Bishopville, SC 29010-1775
; u.,"' 2
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SEQUOIA DONTEL McKINNON
#368688 F3B RM. 2216

LEE C.I. 990 WISACKY HWY.
BISHOPVILLE, S.C. 29010

RECEIVED
~JUL 07 200

S.C. SUPREME COURT

IN RE: CASE 2019-000398

TO: THE S.C. SUPREME COURT CLERK,

PLEASE BE ADVISED. THE ATTACHED DOCUMENTS ARE BEING
FILED FOR THE PURPOSE OF SEEKING TO STAY AND.OR HOLD IN ABEYANCE
THE ABOVE CAPTIONED CASE. YOU WILL ALSO FIND TWO ADDITIONAL
SHEETSAFOR WHICH I AM SEEKING THAT THEY.BE CLOCKED STAMPED
AND RETURNED TO ME IN THE SELF. ADDRESSED STAMPED ENVELOPE.
CAN YOU PLEASE SEE THAT THIS IS DONE AND THEREUPON FORWARD
THE DOCUMENT TO THE COURT FOR PROPER ADJUDICATION. FOR-THIS
I WOULD BE VERY GRATEFUL. THANK YOU IN ADVANCERECE

5 WL 10 599
C0urt o Appegis

RESPECTFULLY, .
SEQUOIA DONTREL McKINNON

uégﬂéo**G”LCL ﬂﬂﬂéEQ;wJ4494\

JUNE 26, 2020



565&00/\0\ D. Mclinnon

2ges60z0  J

ioed20en
ILED FROMZIP COSE 29610

# 2L0 bhy 3B Rm 221
Lee CJZ.QQO(xﬂsack#l%wY

Eﬁskbwv&ﬂiw_SL 2ao 0

.Si;zgu@r@Mé Cooroh

PO. Boyw U320
. RECEIVED (olombia, SLaA3U
JUL 07 200
S.C. SUPREME COURT

Bt e il



ettt e

-~ D e s——— e e



o
TBARER L  § 002.400
X -__:'«,Eh:‘eounwauzu “JUN 262040

;u ALED FKOH ZiF GODE 29010

SQQUO\Q D. VVLL\éWW\OV\
i# ’5(9?) (ot‘jb FDB R 9200~
Lee [ . 940 . UJ\Scu,\c\{ L*Qw\/

—B\,b\’\()\f\\k\ < . 5(, OﬁL(DLO

RBCBIVLD '
UL 102020 S C. S vp rew e C@\JM»

"8G Coutt of Appesls
4 - . R Bo\o \/("S?)O

" RECEIVED C@\U\M bia, ”> Caasu
JUL 07 200
sc sﬂPREME Cot{m‘ )

.rw._.._.._'__...

AR R EURN RO

T




