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The Supreme Court of South QEaru‘Iiﬁa ;

DANIEL E. SHEAROUSE POST OFFICE BOX 11330

CLERK OF COURT COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA
29211
BRENDA F. SHEALY 1231 GERVAIS STREET

CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
- . TELEPHONE: {(803) 734-1080
FAX: (B03) 734-1499
www.sccourts.org

December 12, 2012

Mr. James W. Hancock, Jr.
PO Box 2851
‘Rock Hill SC 29732

Re: Miguel Robinson v. State
Appellate Case No. 2012-213556 _
Lower Court Case No. 2011-CP-46-03821

Dear Counsel:

Enclosed is a pro se notice of appeal filed by your client. I remind you that you
remain his counsel of record in this matter. Rule 71.1(g), SCRCP.

Upon reviewing the pro se notice of appeal, the following deficiencies have been
noted under the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (SCACR):

e The accompanying proof of service is not in compliance with the SCACR. It
does not indicate the date on which service was accomplished. Also, the
proof of service indicates service was by-hand-delivery but then mdlcates
service occurred at a post office box. Therefore, you will need to clarlfy this
by advising whether this notice of appeal was served by hand- dehvery, by
mailing with the US Postal Service or by being placed in the interagency
mail, and by providing the date of such service. L

e The notice of appeal is not accompanied by the order from which the appeal
is taken. Therefore, you will need to provide a copy of this order. ‘



Further to determine the timeliness of this appeal, it will be necessary for you to
advise this Court of the date on which you received written notice of entry of the
order on appeal. :

Accordmgly, it will be necessary for you to correct the above deficiencies and
prov1de this additional information within ten (10) days of the date of this létter.

b

Very truly yours,

CLERK

cc:  Harrison David Brant, Esquire v |
Mr. Miguel Sauceda Robinson, #327754 {




