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MOTIONS GRANTED.

PER CURIAM

Appellant Leon Jackson Rice filed in the trial court a timely petition for postconviction
relief under Arkansas Rule of Criminal Procedure 37.1 (2012) that challenged his conviction
for possession of a controlled substance with intent to deliver cocaine and resisting arrest.’
The petition was denied. Appellant has lodged an appeal of the order in this court, and he
now brings two motions in which he seeks a copy or use of the transcript of his trial and an
extension of time in which to file his brief.

In his motion requesting access to the trial transcript, appellant alleges that access to the
record is required in order to present documents related to his arguments in the brief.
Appellant is proceeding pro se, and access to the record is necessary in order to prepare his

brief. See Reed v. State, 2009 Ark. 423 (per curiam). We grant appellant’s motion requesting

'"The judgment challenged also reflects that appellant was found not guilty on a charge
of second-degree battery and that he was sentenced to an aggregate term of confinement of
360 months’ incarceration in the Arkansas Department of Correction.
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access to the record. Our clerk is directed to provide appellant with a copy of the record.
The copy of the record must be returned to this court when appellant’s brief'is tendered, or
the brief will not be filed.

Appellant’s request for an extension of time is the first such request by appellant in this
appeal. Appellant avers that an extension is required because he requires the trial transcript
in order to complete his brief. We grant the motion. Appellant’s briefis now due thirty days
from the date of this opinion.

Motions granted.



