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BeforeHOLLAND, RIDGELY, andVALIHURA, Justices.
ORDER

This 12" day of September 2014, it appears to the Coutt tha

(1) On August 6, 2014, the appellant, Wilmer L. Miltdied a letter with
the Court expressing his intent to file an appeahfthe Superior Court’s decision
on his motion for postconviction relief under SupeCourt Criminal Rule 61. On
August 12, 2014, Milton filed another letter stgtithat the Superior Court had not
yet issued a decision on his motion for postconwictelief.

(2) The Senior Court Clerk issued a notice under Suer@ourt Rule
29(b), directing Milton to show cause why the apsteuld not be dismissed for
the Court’s lack of jurisdiction to consider anernbcutory appeal in a criminal

matter.



(3) In his response to the notice show cause, Miltatedtthat the matter
should not be dismissed and that the Superior Gadtnot yet issued a decision
on his motion for postconviction relief. Under tBelaware Constitution, this
Court may only review a final judgment in a crinlicase: Based upon a review
of the Superior Court docket, there is presentlyfinal judgment subject to
review. Thus, this Court does not have jurisdittio review this appeal.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, under Supre@w=urt
Rule 29(b), that the within appeal is DISMISSED.

BY THE COURT:

/s/ Henry duPont Ridgely
Justice

! Del. Const. art. IV, § 11(1)(b).
2 Gottlieb v. Sate, 697 A.2d 400, 401 (Del. 1997).
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