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STATEMENT OF I SSUES ON APPEAL
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On June 9, 201b +he appellant wenl 4o Rrichlond (oundy Court of
Common Pleas for persensl propecty Fork claim. The agpetlant s
Case was dis missed on \)Uf\e 1Y, 2016. On June 22, 2016 the
Q{){)enon"’ filed o 59(e) motion Lar Jhe Circuit court Jvdge to
feconscder his )udc)mcf\l So the ﬁppe//w\l’ could resecve hes

i syues for ap,;ﬂ/mle review. The Cou -t of Commen f[f“-’ never
Fuled on the appelicte’s properly {iled S9 (€} metion and The
q/)/)fumle wrode Several dimes Fo Chect on the di‘}/o:/:{r‘br\ ol

this metion. On Avgust o, 200k the Hppollate filed o nedice

of appeal with the Cout of H—I)/)(a./J



FAcCTS

The o.{;,,eum\#'; Cere wus dismisied on dune 1Y, 2016. The appellont
FeCived writhn notice from the jrrtibbioncl marlrocm on June 2(,201b.
On June 22, 20l }he appell enk filel o Sq(e) mativn One Copy
with the Clecll of Court Jeamesle M Bride and one Copy A Circard (auet
Jud7¢ 0. Crc..‘7 Brown. The Covrt of (Common plecs Never reled o

the appeticnts timely fLilel motion and 0n Auyusl /0, 20l the
Ppell ant filed thes nodice of ap/-ea/.



NRGUMENTS

Issue !

The Court of Common Pleas failed fo rule o the appellant’s "’fmely
£iled S9(e) mekion . The app ellant went +o Hhe Courk of Commun pleas
on June q, 2010b. The Q{)’peuaq+‘} Case was dis missed on June 1Y, 2016,
The appellent re(eived Hhis notice from the institctional mailroom 0n June 21,
2016. The agpellant £iled hiy ST(e) maokion on June 22, Zolb bedure the fen
doy dead line was up- The appell anl wrofe o the court of compmon pleas

Numerous fimey and wes fold the case woas dismissed. Afle ﬁur*y -nine dc.7_;
And no (ul\‘r\) the “Ppei"w\‘— LileJ ’\U netice ol C«/)/)ea! 6n Av?u;i— 1o, 2016.

TssuE 2

On Au3u3$ 2%, 201b the anwouc Cew} ol APJ”“L‘ dis missed the qﬁf'""“""’
Case pursuant +o Hudson -v- Hudsen 3Y9 SE2d 341. The APF?“GA"’ received
notice from the instibtiona! mailroom on Avqust 30, 2016 The Honoraéfé
Couebs used Hudson -\- Hudson, but the mundates of Hudsen dont apply
to the appellant. The appellant filed his fo)/ fricl motion before his notice of
Ppeal: The Lok of common pleas cedured + ruie on a prope-ly {iled
59(eY motion. Tn Hudson the notice of appeal was filed fiest +hen atbes
the fact the Fos} drial motion was filed. From the b??i:\ni(\c} Hhe qpp<ilant
wonted the (ouk ot Appeals f ke[,, him geba rling on his +:me/7
Piled 59 (e) motion but fhe Hw“u,[wﬁ oF preo/J (nshrvcted the
Appe‘llw\l» + file hos nokice of qppeq(. The Qppel,/o»l wanted his 9Ce)
Mmotion ruled on sc his (ssues wocld be fre>cr~/"d for q/’/"’”“""
feview. OHen-V-Dtten 337 SE2d 207 or Wicke -V~ Anderson Covndy



Council 347 SE2d 9L moce apply o the Apoellant. The Agpellank
wanky the Cocrl ob Appeab to remand this SQle) isrve for the
Covel of Comemon Pless o rule on so tha the appeilant can have
Q{)Peqln\o(e 1SS0 6> Prew(ueJ AN appell ate review .

CDNCLusIOM

For the reason S-iba{—e(}' +he AP{)e”r—JrC asi 4"\04 H\is 5G(e) Le.
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