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Fiest and Lotemost, Sean Fraacis Ceonin refused +o pecPect an appeal
Poe Pae, aven aFter Poe fequested hedo sa June &, 2013, Cronia 1S
<aying he saw no arguable 1ssue for appeal. ‘

Ceonia’s actions on Juae U, 2013 placed Poe tna situation of uir g
a letted of watent +o appeal s conviction. 0¢dee Praon Courtof Appeals
dated May 29, 2014 states +he Court requested necessacy documeatation
Peomn Cronun aad he blaataatly vefused, causing appeal to be dismissed, See
Exhibit | ‘ ‘

, Howe\/e(, on_August 22, 2614 Cranin has Piled o Motion For Correction
08 Record wth an aPPidavet 1 which asserts Hanarable Court 0F Appeals
0ffcials have lied 11 thed orded dated _May 29, 2014, Ceonin states |
htSﬁ_Dﬁ(d(NzF Live (11, that he was not asked Por copies of seateacing
sheet ““redacted” and a proof of secvice. Cravin Purther states he dud

not pdomise +o do so. | .

The vecard cleorly reflects Sean Ceonm's e LlLoctveness v his repre-
sensation on Poe’s behall and violation of his due process rights, aad
thecefare his e quest fol coerection must he deaed, and recard rema
Qs 1S, ' .

Moreaver, Poe seelis an acdec of peotection v Keeping Ceonmn Lecm
trymg to ‘Muddy the wated” so +o spealk by Ciling tnnec eScary
pleadings +u correct his ecvars, and Pucther delaying Poe's rights +o
fed(eISSmg 1A e@pech\/eness, wvald conviction, y

Ander V. State of Cal. 386 U.S. T3% 5. ¢t 1396, u.3. Cal 1967, “ Appownt-
ed counsel’s rale as advdcate reauwes that he supporks s clients
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appeal o the best of s abilidy. Defendant was deaied requiced Paue
pracedure and equality, |
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TEI)e South Caroling Court of @ppeals

The State, Respondent,

V.

Richard Keith Poe, Appellant.
Appellate Case No, 2013-001239
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ORDER = - SRR

Accordingly, this appeal is dismissed for failure to show timely service of the o
. notice of appeal in compliance with Rule 203(b)(2) of the South Carolina
Appellate Court Rules (SCAC’R)ﬁand failure to file a copy of the order challenged
on appeal as required by Rule 203(d)(1)(B)(ii), SCACR. Remittitur will be sent
according to Rule 221(b), SCACR.. v ' E |

FOR THE COURT
o . BY_Ce a. bt
~ | (f(,CLERK v

Columbia, South Carolina




cc:
Richard Keith Poe

Robert Michael Dudek, Esquire
Sean Francis Cronin, Esquire
Salley W. Elliott, Esquire
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Check whether a finding of guilty was made:

(a) after a plea of guilty

(b) aftera plea of not guilty

(¢ after a plea of nolo contendere

position of sentence‘7

Dxd you appeal from the Judgment of ponvxctxon or the i im

Ifyou answered “yes” to (7), list:

(a) the name of each Court to which you appealed:

iii.
(b)  the result in each such Court to which you appealed:

o N %

i. |

i |

(c)  the date of each such result: '

I N AL - ' '
i. |

iii.

(d) if known, citations of any written-opinion or orders entered pursuant to such

results: ' . L

S —

iii.

If you answered “no” to (7), state your reasons for not S0 appealing: "~ -~
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