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PeXitiorter Fesioecﬂzu”y a5ks that this

Honorable Court) forgive my procedural
Debaul¥ due to edvraor dfnar/ crecums tances
that vere beyond +he Petitioners contro)

() Based on +he Covid-q fandemic,

Q)T nski hebional Locydoin 5 , and

(;3>Wal'+l'ﬂ9 on a responde from the QQSP@ndenfs -

The ¢, 3 upreme Court is5ned an order of

‘Pof’gfveneﬁs,.oﬁ Procedural Defuults since
March [3th 2030,due Yo the Covid -)g Fandemc .

l




On Januar}/ 19,208| by order of the Court;
Feritioners /’}ppea] was dismissed ) under the ﬁol\obiry
Court Rules. Rule QHB(IO)OP SC/?C)Q.; ule 203 (d)
GXB)} 5cACR 5 Failure +o ﬁm@ly file Notice of Appeai
with the Clerk of Hﬂeﬁfopencn% Court mthin )Oddzys
after the Notice of Appea/ 15 Served,and Ryle

207(a)schck ( re%ul‘m‘nj H’fmﬁ of pro of that the
transcript as ordered 1ithin | 0 days atter the
date of Service of Hhe Notice of Alppeq/ ,

Petitioner, can only state Hhat in an effort 4o
COmp’y with the sc 4cK. I ha&a’uay{; mMailed out
my Notice of Appea] or any other document +o the
Clerks of Court and espondent5.0n the same c)ay
ot the mailroom . T had requested that only the.
PCR transcript be reguined , however the Respordets
never ansijered that reguest.




Ao o resuly & (PeXitioner) did not o had not-
yej\' \C{\Qd pfooxc Oic oroiermg ‘fTansc;r,‘P+n

Conclysion”

As evideiced by the Court’s Order PeXitioners
Appea) was dismissed based on Procedu vyl DewcauH;
this makes this Fppeal a prime candidate for Hhis

Courts Order on wcofg'ﬂ/emssa P&H\L'}onef prays Hﬂ;{*
this Court uill order an Orde, of Forg{u/e,ness- and

give the Petitioner an op por”runnLy +o have. the,
Merits of his appeal heard and thereby give |
Me the one complere bite of the apple. that N
L am entifled to.

OcYoher 5, 303\




