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1. APPEAL & ERROR — NO AUTHORITY FOR INTERLOCUTORY APPEAL. —
There is no authority for an interlocutory appeal of the denial of a
motion for speedy trial.

2. PROHIBITION, WRIT OF — PETITION FOR WRIT MUST BE FILED BEFORE
RECORD. — Where a writ of prohibition is the remedy sought, fil-
ing of the record is premature where the petition for such writ has
not been filed.

3. APPEAL & ERROR — PETITION UNCLEAR — RECORD RETURNED TO
APPELLANT. — Where appellant’s motion to dismiss for lack of a
speedy trial was denied, notice of appeal was filed, the record was
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lodged with the appellate court after some difficulty concerning
form, a writ of certiorari was requested to require the court reporter
to put the record in proper form and assure that all necessary por-
tions of the trial proceedings to date have been included, but appel-
lant’s petition characterized the proceeding as “an interlocutory
appeal pursuant to Rule 28.1(d), Ark. R. Crim P. (petition for writ
of prohibition),” and appellant’s counsel doubt the completeness
and proper form of the record he submitted, the writ of certiorari
was denied and the Clerk was instructed to return the record to
appellant.

Petition for Writ of Certiorari denied.
C.S. “Chuck” Gibson II, for appellant.
No response.

PErR CURIAM. Ronald Wade Gammel was accused of drug
offenses. His motion to dismiss for lack of a speedy trial was
denied, and he filed a notice of appeal and attempted to lodge the
record with this Court. The record eventually was filed after some
difficulty concerning proper form.

Mr. Gammel now seeks a writ of certiorari to require the
court reporter to put the record in proper form and assure that all
necessary portions of the trial proceedings to date have been in-
cluded. In his petition, he characterizes the proceeding here as
“an interlocutory appeal pursuant to Rule 28.1(d), Ark. R. Crim. P.
(petition for writ of prohibition).”

[1, 2] There is no authority for an interlocutory appeal of
the denial of a motion for speedy trial. Assuming the writ of pro-
hibition is the remedy sought, we have yet to receive a petition
for such a writ, thus the filing of the record is premature.

[3] In view of the circumstances, including Mr. Gam-
mel’s counsel’s doubt as to the completeness and proper form of
the record he has submitted, we deny the writ of certiorari and
instruct the Clerk to return the record to Mr. Gammel.



