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Dear Counsel:

Attached please find correspondence from the Court of Appeals.

Please do not respond to this email. Send all correspondence to ctappfilings@sccourts.org.
Any parties not included in this email will receive the attached correspondence via US Mail.

Lynn Falin
Court Solutions Manager
SC Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street
Columbia, SC 29201
(803) 734-1895
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THIS OPINION HAS NO PRECEDENTIAL VALUE. IT SHOULD NOT BE
CITED OR RELIED ON AS PRECEDENT IN ANY PROCEEDING
EXCEPT AS PROVIDED BY RULE 268(d)(2), SCACR.

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

John David Sartin, Petitioner,
V.

State of South Carolina, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2019-001606

Appeal From Pickens County
Alex Kinlaw, Jr., Circuit Court Judge

Unpublished Opinion No. 2023-UP-320
Submitted September 1, 2023 — Filed September 27, 2023

APPEAL DISMISSED

Chief Appellate Defender Robert Michael Dudek, of
Columbia, for Petitioner.

Senior Assistant Deputy Attorney General Melody Jane
Brown, of Columbia, for Respondent.

PER CURIAM: Petitioner seeks a writ of certiorari from an order of the circuit
court denying his application for post-conviction relief (PCR) but finding he was

entitled to a belated review of his direct appeal issue pursuant to White v. State,
263 S.C. 110, 208 S.E.2d 35 (1974).





Because there is sufficient evidence to support the PCR judge's finding that
Petitioner did not knowingly and intelligently waive his right to a direct appeal, we
grant certiorari on Petitioner's Question 1 and proceed with a review of the direct
appeal issue pursuant to Davis v. State, 288 S.C. 290, 342 S.E.2d 60 (1986). We
deny certiorari on Petitioner's Question 2.

After careful review of Petitioner's brief and the record pursuant to Anders v.
California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), we dismiss Petitioner's direct appeal. Counsel's
motion to be relieved is granted.

APPEAL DISMISSED.!

THOMAS, KONDUROS, and GEATHERS, JJ., concur.

I We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR.
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September 27, 2023

Mr. Robert Michael Dudek, Esquire
PO Box 11589
Columbia SC 29211
Ms. Melody Jane Brown, Esquire
PO Box 11549
Columbia SC 29211-1549
Re: John D. Sartin v. State
Appellate Case No. 2019-001606
Dear Counsel:
Enclosed is the decision of the Court. The remittitur will be sent as provided by

Rule 221(b) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules.

Very truly yours,

CLERK

cc: John David Sartin






