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PER CURIAM:  Petitioner seeks a writ of certiorari from the denial of his 
application for post-conviction relief (PCR). 



 

 

 

 

 
 

 

                                        

Because there is sufficient evidence to support the PCR court's finding that 
Petitioner did not knowingly and intelligently waive his right to a direct appeal, we 
grant certiorari on Petitioner's Question One and proceed with a review of the 
direct appeal issue pursuant to Davis v. State, 288 S.C. 290, 342 S.E.2d 60 (1986). 
We otherwise deny the petition for a writ of certiorari.   

Petitioner asserts the plea court erred in accepting his guilty plea without requiring 
an admission of guilt.  We affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the 
following authorities: State v. McKinney, 278 S.C. 107, 108, 292 S.E.2d 598, 599 
(1982) ("Absent timely objection at a plea proceeding, the unknowing and 
involuntary nature of a guilty plea can only be attacked through the more 
appropriate channel of [PCR]."); In re Antonio H., 324 S.C. 120, 122, 477 S.E.2d 
713, 714 (1996) (finding an issue was procedurally barred when it "was not raised 
at the time of the plea, nor was it raised to the [court] at the dispositional hearing").   

AFFIRMED.1 

WILLIAMS, GEATHERS, and McDONALD, JJ., concur. 

1 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR. 


