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No. 356P17 TENTH DISTRICT
- Supreme Court of Porth Carolina

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
v.

BRANDON LEE

From Wake
( 15CR227741-42 )

ORDER

Upon consideration of the petition filed by Defendant on the 23rd of October 2017 in this matter for a writ of
mandamus, the following order was entered and is hereby certified to the Superior Court, Wake County: .

"Dismissed by order of the Court in conference, this the 1st of March 2018."

s/ Morgan, J.
For the Court

WITNESS my hand and the seal of the Supreme Court of North Carolina, this the 8th day of March 2018.

Amy L. Fundel;burk
_.Clerk, Suprgme Court of North Carolina

M. C. Hackneyp~—"""
Assistant Cl Supreme Court Of North Carolina,

o

Copy to:

Mr. Brandon Lee, For Lee, Brandon

Mr. Daniel P. O'Brien, Special Deputy Attorney General, For State of N.C. - (By Email)
Ms. N. Lorrin Freeman, District Attorney

Hon. Jennifer Knox, Clerk

West Publishing - (By Email)

Lexis-Nexis - (By-Email}
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