SUPREME COURT OF GEORGIA
Case No. S17D1696

Atlanta, September 13,2017

The Honorable Supreme Court met pursuant to adjournment.
The following order was passed.

ERIC BERNARD SCOTT v. THE STATE

Upon consideration of the Motion to File 2nd Motion for Reconsideration filed

in this cuse, it is ordered tiat it ve heiehy demicd.
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF GEORGIA
Clerk's Office, Atlanta

1 certify that the above is a true extract from the
minutes of the Supreme Court of Georgia.

Witness my signature and the seal of said court
hereto affixed the Jday and yeur last above written.

, Clerk




Case No. S17D1696

SUPREME COURT*OF GEORGIA

Atlanta, July 12, 2017

The Honorable Supreme Court met pursuant to adjournment.

The following order was passed.

ERIC BERNARD SCOTT v. THE STATE

Upon consideration of the Motion for Reconsideration filed in this case, it is

‘ordered that it be nereby aenied.

All the Justices concur.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF GEORGIA
-Clerk's C.;-"ﬁce, Atlania

1 certify that the above is a true exéract from the
minutcs of the Supreme Court of Georgia.

Witness my signature and the seal of said court
hereto affixed the day and year last above written.

\j}\&u
, Clerk
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SUPREME COURT OF GEORGIA
Case No. S17D1696

Atlanta, June 22, 2017
The Honorable Supreme Court met pursuant to adjournment.

The following order was passed:
ERIC BERNARD SCOTT v. THE STATE
From the Superior Court of Chatham County.

Applicant, who was convicted of murder and other charges in 1991, see Scott
v. State, 263 Ga. 300 (432 SE2d 107) (1993), filed a document here seeking review
of the trial court’s March 9, 2017 order denying his motions in arrest of judgment and
for appointment of counsel. It is difficult to determine the exact nature of the claims

applicant raised below, but presuming that they were of the type properly raised in a

- motion in arrest of judgment, see Lay v. State, 289 Ga. 210 (710 SE2d 141) (2011),

 this Court would have subject matter jurisdiction over the appeal due to applicant’s
murder conviction. See Ga. Const. of 1983, Art. VI, Sec. VI, Par. I (8).

Nevertheless, since this filing is untimely from the March 9 order, the application
must be and hereby is dismissed. OCGA § 5-6-38 (d).

All the Justices concur.

SYTOTTIRAD SOEIDT AT TYIRE ST ATE OF QAR IT
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Clerk’s Office, Atlanta

- Lcertify that the above is a true extract from the
Minutes of the Supreme Court of Georgia.

Witness my signature and the seal of said court hereto
affixed the day and year last above written.

iA/. c ' % , Chief Deputy Clerk




