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BeforeSTRINE, Chief JusticeHOLLAND, andRIDGELY, Justices.
ORDER

This 21st day of July 2014, upon considerationhef motice to show
cause and the appellant’s response thereto, ieappethe Court that:

(1) The appellant, Alem Lopez , filed this appeahi a decision of
the Superior Court, dated May 5, 20t4nying his motion for appointment
of counsel. The Senior Court Clerk issued a naticecting Lopez to show
cause why the appeal should not be dismissed fsr Gourt's lack of
jurisdiction to entertain an interlocutory appeahicriminal matter.

(2) Lopez filed a response to the notice to shause on June 27,
2014. The response addresses the merits of hismmotr counsel but does

not address the interlocutory nature of this appeal



(3) Under the Delaware Constitution, only a fipelgment may be
reviewed by the Court in a criminal cdsélhe Court has no jurisdiction to
entertain an appeal from an interlocutory ordex oriminal mattef.

(4) The Superior Court's May 5, 2014 order denylmapez’'s
motion for appointment of counsel is an interloecytorder. The denial of
the motion for appointment of counsel is not apalelal as a collateral order
before the entry of a final judgment on any postwcion motion that
Lopez may file?

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that this appeal erdby
DISMISSED.

BY THE COURT:
/sl Leo E. Srine, Jr.
Chief Justice

! Del. Const. art. IV, § 11(1)(b).
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