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SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON INDIGENT DEFENSE

Division of Appellate Defense : Robert M. Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender -
1330-Lady-Street,-Sulte-404 —W.

Post Office-Box 11589 .
Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1589

Telephone: (803) 734-1330
Facsimile: (803) 734-1397

RECFWED

APR €9 2015

March 17, 20_15

Alan L. Burns, #143218
Lee Correctional Institution
990 Wisacky Highway
Bishopville, SC 29010

Dear Mr. Bumns:
Today, I received your letter dated March 13, 2015. Your letter requests that I send you

“a copy of any and all requests for extensions of time filed by [me] and the state.” Please find
those documents enclosed. fX‘O“ﬁ"i"-f?l”é“tféffféiéifsﬁlWHﬁ?’F‘afdf'ﬁiéFiﬁéIﬁdélthéitéﬁif€ﬁﬁl»?jﬁ?‘i"éﬂi’éti'o"_ﬂ;i's_su‘eil

- in-the brief-lfiled™After reviewing-the-record;-case-law;-and-applicable-statutes;I-selected-ans:

~issie Fbelieved-was'the*strongests Finally, I have enclosed a copy of your March 13,2015 letter;
rper your request.|

Sincerely,

YU d. Sbichert s

Susan B. Hackett
Appellate Defender

Enclosures:  Email extension request dated June 9, 2014; Email extension request dated July 9,
2014; Extension request dated August 8, 2014; Extension request dated September 8, 2014;
Extension request dated October 8, 2014; Email extension request dated December 15, 2014;
Email extension request dated January 14, 2015; Extension request dated February 13, 2015;
copy of your March 13, 2015 letter.

SC Court o1 Appeals
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

R. Markley Dennis, Jr., Circuit Court Judge APR 09 2015
_ THE STATE, SC Court of Appecls
RESPONDENT,
v. |
ALAN L. BURNS, R Efﬁgv
| APPELLANT AR 03 2015
| © Court of Appess
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

. The undersigned attorney hereby certifies that a true copy of therlhitial-Brief-of’
tAppellant-and-Pesighation-ef-Matter-in~the- above-refereniced-case-has: beeii- served-uporr;.
Salley W. Elliott, Esquire, at the Rembert Dennis Building, 1000 Assembly Street, Room
519, Columbia, SC 29201, and‘Mr:-Alan:Biitns#:143218:at Tsee- Cortectional Institution 7
¥990-Wisacky-Highway; Bishopville;S€:29010; this-30th-day-of October;2014x;

b Meded

Susan B. Hackett “ *
Appellate Defender

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me
this 30th day of October, 2014.

Sl —

ublic for South Carolina
My Commission Expires: October 30, 2022.




The South Carvolina Court of Appeals

| The State, Respondent,

v.
Alan L. Burns, Appellant.

Appellate Case No. 2012-212760

"ORDER . REBewy

Appellant has filed a letter, which we construe as a motion to relieve Ap@@leag&
counsel. Appellant asserts he intends to retain private counsel. It of Appeals

Newly retained counsel shall file a notice of appearance within thirty days. Upens.
Jreceipt;-of the-expiration-of-thirty-dayssthis-court-will-considerAppellant's:metion /

sto-relieve-counsels.

7 ¢
AU oy

¥
-l

FOR TLIE

Columbia, South Carolina

cc:
Alan McCrory Wilson, Esquire
Susan Barber-Hackett; Esquire
Deborah R.J. Shupe, Esquire
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MAR — 9 7015
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