From: Sineath, Christina

To: dayne@pricebenowitz.com; "agwilson@scag.gov"; mfarthing@scag.gov; willrogers@solicitor4.com
Cc: courtney@pricebenowitz.com; Caroline Collins; dridings@scag.gov

Subject: The State v. Marc Y. Mckeiver 2022-000324

Date: Wednesday, July 23, 2025 3:09:00 PM

Attachments: State v. Mckeiver - Order.pdf

Good afternoon,

Attached please find correspondence from the Court of Appeals. Any parties not included in
this email will receive the attached correspondence via US Mail.

Please do not respond to this email. Send all correspondence to ctappfilings(@sccourts.org.

Christina Sineath

Senior Appeals Specialist
South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Filings: ctappfilings@sccourts.org
Phone: (803) 734-1890
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The South Carvolina Court of Appeals

The State, Respondent,
V.
Marc Yasin Mckeiver, Appellant.

Appellate Case No. 2022-000324

ORDER

On June 6, 2025, Appellant filed a motion to hold the appeal in abeyance and
remand for a hearing on a motion for a new trial based on after-discovered
evidence. Respondent filed a return, opposing the motion. Appellant did not file a
reply but filed an additional affidavit of Appellant. After careful consideration,
Appellant's motion to hold the appeal in abeyance and remand for a hearing on a
motion for a new trial based on after-discovered evidence is denied. See State v.
Prince, 316 S.C. 57, 69, 447 S.E.2d 177, 184 (1993) ("In order to obtain leave to
seek a new trial based upon after-discovered evidence, an appellant must make a
prima facie showing before this Court of the following elements: '(1) the evidence
is such as will probably change the result if a new trial is granted; (2) the evidence
has been discovered since the trial; (3) the evidence could not have been
discovered prior to trial by the exercise of due diligence; (4) the evidence is

material; and (5) the evidence is not merely cumulative or impeaching." (quoting
State v. Ford, 301 S.C. 485, 392 S.E.2d 781 (1990)).
" FOR THE COURT
Columbia, South Carolina
- FILED
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