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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA SEP 28 2026

IN THE SUPREME COURT
S.C. SUPREME COURT

Appeal From Greenville County Court
of Common Pleas, Jessica Ann Salvini,
Chief Administrative Judge

Case No. 2024-CpP-23-2218

William J. Henryeeceeoooooeo ceccsesssccceccscsssasssAppellate
vS,

State of South Carolin@...o..cceecececccsasscssecnsoans Respondent

NOTICE OF APPEAL
I certify that I served Notice of appeal from the Final Order of

Dismissal that was signed on September 4, 2026 and received by me

on September 9, 2026.
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Willaim J.' Hepry
Ridgeland Corr. Inst.
P.O. Box 2039
Ridgeland, SC 29936
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEf@%

|

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE ) THE THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT & o, >
) 07‘!::»«4
William J. Henry, #276767, ) CASE NO. 2024-CP-23-2218 & g
. e
Applicant, g %‘ E
Ly
v. ) FINAL ORDER OF DISMISSAL =35
) IE
State of South Carolina, ) f:;” A
) i
) 3
)

Respondent.

This matter comes before this Court by way of a post-conviction relief (PCR) action filed
by William J. Henry (Applicant), on April 10, 2024. Respondent, the State of South Carolina,
made its return and moved to summarily dismiss this application as untimely, barred_by the statute
of limitations, s-'iicc‘:’é's‘sive"'to‘Applit:aht's'previbQS'épplication, "batre.:‘d by the equitable doctrine of
res judicata, barred by the equitable doctrine of Jaches; and for fai‘fihg to comply with the Uﬁ.i'fdr‘lﬁ
Post-Conviction Procedures Act, 'S.C..Code Ann, §17-27-10 ¢t s‘eq."(2’014). S |

Pursiant to this request, and after reviewing the pleadings in this matter and all of the
records attached thereto, 'thié Couft'iséﬁ'ed a Conditional Ofder' of Dismissal filed on March 11
2026, prov1sxonally denying and dismissing this action while gwmg Appllcant twenty days from
the da.te of service of said order'in which to show why thc Condmonal Order of" Dlsmlssa] should™

not becomc final. -Attached'to this Final Order and incorporated herein by reference is'an affidavit
of service dated Jaly 14, 2026, indicating the State served the abé%-rﬁentioﬁéd‘Cohditidnal Order
of Dismissal on Applicant; ”

- ‘Applicant filed a document “OBjections to the Conditional Order of Dismissal” on August
6, 2026. This Court has reviewed its prior Conditional Order and finds Applicant has failed 16
show cause as -t why ‘the Order should not become final. Applicant-has presented no specific

Pagedd df 3



factual or legal reasons on the timeliness of the issue. Applicant was sentenced on February 4,
2009, and the Rerﬁittitur from his direct appeal was returned on or about December 12,2011, As
such, a timely application should have been filed on or before December 12,2012, This application
was not filed until Apfil 10, 2024, well beyond the statutory filing period. Applicant acknowledges
that he filed a prior PCR action and has not provided a valid reason why this clai’rﬁ could né)t have
bgen raised in that action. He further provides no explanation as to why no action was_pu;sued that
W‘;)uld require records to bé p;rése;rved, as such, this action is b_arred by,t,he,dog:tl:i-n&.ofﬁlac'hes.»g e
After areview of Applicant's ﬂ}ing, this Court reasserts its finding in the Conditional Order
of Dismissal that the current PCR application must be dismissed ‘because it is untimely, barred by
~ the statute of limitations, successive to Applicant's previous PCR applications, barred by the
doctrine of res Judicata, and for failing to comply with the Uniform Post-Conviction Proced’ures'
Act, S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-10 et seq. (2014). Before the Court will hold an evidemia:;y hearing,

Applicant must make a prima facie showing that he is entitled to relief, Welch v. MacDougall,

246 S.C. 258, 143 S.E.2d 455 (1965); Blandshaw v, State, 245 S.C. 385, 140 S.E.2d 784 (1965).
Applicant 'has failed to make such a showing based on the information before this Court, and,
therefore, he is not entitled to an evidentiary heafing in this matter. Accordingly, this Court finds
Io Teason Why the Conditional Order of Dismissal should not become final.
ﬁ .IT fS THERIIZFOINIE ORDERED that fdr ihe; rcaso;ls«;et for;h- in ¥he éoﬁn‘; conditioﬁai ' -
order of dismissal, the Application for post-conviction relief is hefeby DENIED AND
DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.
- This Court hereby advises Applicant that he must file and serve a notice of appeal within

 thirty days of the service of this Order to secure appellate review. See Rule 203, SCACR.

Applicant's attention is directed to Rule 243, SCACR, for the procedures following the filing and
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service of the notice of appeal.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this # day of xs g?gg,vd-—(/* . 2026.

JESSICA ANNSALVINI
Chief Adminitgtrative Judge
Thirteenth cial Circuit

@’UJW“'V . South Carolina.




William J. Henry,# 276767
Ridgycdanau Corc. last.
P.O. Box 2039

Ridgeland, SC 29936

The Supreme Court of South Carolina
patrica Howard, Clerk

géi;mii;, lé3(32029221 RECEIVED
SEP 28 2026
S.C. SUPREME COURT

spbelogboyypyidJylydygey Jd 00 oss Dol pefyeog o

i3
Y
Pate
b
&
s
9
G}
3
il
1
0
i}



