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1. The Cour? O\.‘-‘]Appeals should have held hat the Cireuit Court A

was required +o conduct an on-the-record analysis and balanu’nj
fes+ PW"SM(AfH' {0 Rule 404 (b)i and Rute I.{Ogl SCKEJ State Vi
SpearsH03 $,C. 07,743 S.€,234 873 (R013Y, State v, King; Y1l
3$..93,784 S.E.2d 252 {206ib); State v, King,HaY s, ¢, 183,8/%
S,E.2d 304 (3018).

Conclusion 2
CerHificate of Service

Certificate of Counsel

Petitioner cer+ifies that +he Appeal was made and finally vuled upon

by the Court of /iPPeC‘IS on June Jlo 01, PetiHoner #YurH)er cePrmies
Hot e Pedition For Rehearing was made and finaily ruled upon by
e Courd of Appeals on Au9jus+&3,90 al. |

Question Presented

1. Did dhe Court of Aopeals err in holding that the drcuit court was
,\Of'ée f,re;rq,o wnp uct an on-the-rezord analysis and balancin

4‘65% by dismissing +he appga) pursuan+ ts Anders V. Cal}-Forﬁiq,
326 U,S. 738,37 ?.C)G,/g%, 19 L.Ed.2ad H93(196"T),

Statement OF The Case

On Seplemberls,; 2081, Tohnnie Lee McKnight brought +his action
afier -lg\e. Court o*f'!APpeoltls dismissed his appecﬁq and cle.n'fz-d his petition
for rehearing. The Cour+ of Appeals overlooked precedents which ave
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Condroiling authorihy, requlring an on-the~record analysis and halancin
test by FRe circuhLJrZ'oui(L—F which determines whether prior bad acts 9
evidence s admissible or not,

The Courk of Appeals affirmed +the judgmend of the circuit cour,
sra.).léov, 'johﬂnfé) Lee McKnight, Op. N)/a.dgoal“UP- A0 (S-C. L+ App-
filed Tune 16,2030, The éour—l- of App&als denied the Petition
For Rehearing on August 23,2021, "The petitioner now seeks
a writ of cerhorari 4o review this decision,

Argumen%

T. The Court of A_ﬁpeak should have held Hhat the cireit court was
re(_-[/u]red +o conduet an on-the-record analysis and balancing +est

ursuant o Rule 40U (b);and Rule qO?},S%.RE. State v %geaV‘S; Ho3
E.c, 47, TH3. S.E, 24 378 (R013), State . }{;89, Hib 5.0, 92,784 S.E.ad
352 (201); State v. King, HaH $.C.138, B3 S.L2ad 4 (20i8).

Conclusion

For the reasons stated herein, +he petitioner asks the Court +o
grant the petition for writ of certiorari,

Respec#ully Submitted,
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