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PER CURIAM: This court previously issued an order granting certiorari on the
question of whether Petitioner was entitled to a belated direct appeal pursuant to
White v. State, 263 S.C. 110, 208 S.E.2d 35 (1974), and directing the parties to



serve and file the appendix and briefs as provided by Rule 243(j), SCACR.
Subsequently, Petitioner's appellate counsel filed a supplemental appendix and an
Anders' brief that included a petition to be relieved as counsel, and Petitioner filed
a pro se Anders brief. The State has not objected to any of these filings; therefore,
this court (1) grants Petitioner a belated direct appeal of his conviction pursuant to
White, (2) accepts the Anders brief filed by Petitioner's appellate counsel and the
pro se Anders brief filed by Petitioner, (3) dispenses with further briefing, and (4)
will proceed with a review of the direct appeal issues pursuant to Davis v. State,
288 S.C. 290, 342 S.E.2d 60 (1986).

After consideration of Petitioner's pro se brief and review pursuant to Anders, we
dismiss Petitioner's direct appeal and grant counsel's motion to be relieved.

APPEAL DISMISSED.?

WILLIAMS, C.J., THOMAS, J., and LOCKEMY, A.J., concur.

U Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967).
2 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR.



