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SC Court of Appeals




Office of the Clerk of Court

Greenville, South Carolina

- - Paul B. Wickensimer
EI"EQE'EVIHE ' ‘Clerk of Court
County

Circuit Court Division
Greenville County Courthouse
305 East North Street
Greenville, South Carolina 29601

(864) 467-8551
September 6, 2022.

Nathaniel Glenn #303563
Kershaw Correctional Institution
4848 Goldmine Hwy

. Kershaw, SC 29067
Dear Mr. Glenn:

Your attorney requested that a copy of the judge’s Order Denying Motion for New Trial and
Motion for Computation of Credits be sent to you. The copy is enclosed.

Sincerely,
Clerk of Court

Greenville County General Sessions

Circuit Court Division e Greenville County Courthouse e 305 E. North St. eGreenville, SC 29601 o



L STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA | IN'THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS _,

- COUNTY OF. GRE :NVILLE I CIRCUIT

THE STATEOF SOUTH CAROLINA R Ind1ctment# 200265238529

| l?i-;NathamalGlennJr T | E RECE A:4

FOR THE THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL

H198003 -
ORDER DENYIN G MOTION FOR NEW
TRIAL AND MOTION FOR
.COMPUTATION OF CREDITS

Defendant

SEP 1 9 2[]22

| - SC Court of Appe
Thrs matter comes before the Court upon two separate Motions filed by the Defend P als

| _'Nathanlel Glenn Jr.on May 4,2022. Defendant’s ﬁled Motions are: 1) Motion for New tr1al
| based on Proseeutor Mrsconduct and Juror Tampering of Aﬁer-D1scovered Ev1dence pursuant to
o Rule 29(b) SCRCrlmP and 2) Motion for Computat1on of County Jail Credlts and Momtored
- 'House Arrest Due to the nature of the Motlons and issues raised by the Defendant the Court

11 address these Motrons herein w1thout a hearing.

As to the Motlon for New Trial, the Defendant has not set forth sufﬁment grounds for a

' New Tr1al Further as set forth in Defendant’s Motions, these issues have been raised in one or

- - more prevrous proceedmgs i.e: Appeals PCRs, and a Writ of Habeas Corpus in Federal

Court All of thezissues have been thoroughly vetted by both State and Federal Courts. Rule

. ) ;29(b), SCRCrlmP provrdes that a11 motions for new trials must be filed within 1 year of the

i :d1scovery of such £

'“

new ev1dence” Based on the Defendant’s Motlon he previously filed a

| ,Motron for a New Tnal on December 9, 2019 which was denied and an appeal filed. Based on
e ) Defendant S Motlon the Court of Appeals dlsmlssed hrs appeal and now Defendant has refiled
ok hlS Mot1on for a New Tnal wnhout asserting any new: grounds for the Motion. The Defendant

g S ,:was sentenced on th.lS charge on July 13, 2004. As set forth in the Defendant’s Motion, any




alleged after ctiécOveteg evidence was presented during'P'CR' éndjg\'/rit of Habeas Corpus several
: years}‘ ago : "and'the 'grounds for his tnotiort heve been addressed and dismissed by the various
v courts Therefore the Defendant has not met the threshold needed fora hearing or new trial and
4 the Motion i is respectfully demed
'_ - As to the Motion for recalculation of the Defendant’s credit, this Court is not the proper

o ‘_Venue for. any‘adJustment to the credit avallable to Defendant. As far as the Motion requesting a

[ )

) ~recon51deratxon of the sentence, this Motlon would also be out31de the time requlrement prov1ded

’“'a :

, N

by Rtﬂe 29(a) SCRCrlmP whlch provides that any post-trlal motions should be filed within 10

- days of the “1mpos1t10n of the sentence”. Therefore, this MOthIl is demed as well.

It is so Ordered.
| Perry H. Gra\/ely
Chief Administrative J udge General Sessions
Thirteenth Judicial Circuit
June 30, 2022

_Greenville, South Carolina



