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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS W
) NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT -
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON ' ) .
: ' 2 A
LARRY G. HARVIN, # 253468, ) 2010-CP-10-4462 - 25 ~ 7\ |
) P % - L
Applicant, ) \ Do 2 S\
) = % \mo
: o X' Bt
v. ) ORDER 2% : -
State of South Carolina, ; a% {’, s
Respondent. )
)

THIS MATTER IS BEFORE THE COURT on Applicant’s Motion for Relief from
Judgment dated January 31, 2012. The Applicant_ filed a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus on June 1,
2010. The Court issued a Cond'itional Order of Dismissal signed November 2, 2011 and filed
November 8, 2011, provisionally denying and dismissing this action. Subsequently, the Court issued a
Final Order of Dismissal signed December 8, 2011 and filed December 16, 2011.

In the Motion currently before the Court, the Applicant requests that the Court vacate its
Conditional Order of Dismissal and Final Order and hold an evidenﬁary hearing on the Petition for
~Writ of Habeas Corpus. Upon review of the Motion for Relief from Judgment, the Applicant’s
Memorandum in Support, as well as tﬁc original pleadings and the records attached thereto, the
Applicant’s Motion for Relief from Judgment is respectfully DENIED.

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Defendant’s Motion for Relief from

Judgment is DENIED.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
A AAA A
e Hondsdble Kris@. Hirsington
Piesiding Judge, Niath/Judicial Circuit
February 2013 _

Charleston, South Carolina
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