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SUPREME COURT OF LOUISIANA

No. 15-KH-0268
STATE EX REL. LARRY MURRAY
V.

STATE OF LOUISIANA

ON SUPERVISORY WRITS TO THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL
DISTRICT COURT, PARISH OF EAST BATON ROUGE

PER CURIAM:
Relator does not demonstrate that he was denied the right to testify in

violation of Rock v. Arkansas, 483 U.S. 44, 51-52, 107 S.Ct. 2704, 2708-09, 97

L.Ed.2d 37 (1987). In addition, relator shows neither a contemporaneous objection
nor prejudice resulting from the admission of hearsay prohibited by Melendez-

Diaz v. Massachusetts, 557 U.S. 305, 310, 129 S.Ct. 2527, 2532, 174 L.Ed.2d 314

(2009). Finally, relator makes no convincing showing that any improper closing

argument by prosecutor in this case contributed to the verdict. See State v. Martin,

93-0285, p. 18 (La. 10/17/94), 645 So.2d 190, 200.

Relator has now fully litigated his application for post-conviction relief in
state court. Similar to federal habeas relief, see 28 U.S.C. § 2244, Louisiana post-
conviction procedure envisions the filing of a second or successive application
only under the narrow circumstances provided in La.C.Cr.P. art. 930.4 and within
the limitations period as set out in La.C.Cr.P. art. 930.8. Notably, the Legislature in
2013 La. Acts 251 amended that article to make the procedural bars against
successive filings mandatory. Relator’s claims have now been fully litigated in

accord with La.C.Cr.P. art. 930.6, and this denial i1s final. Hereafter, unless he can
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show that one of the narrow exceptions authorizing the filing of a successive
application applies, relator has exhausted his right to state collateral review. The

District Court is ordered to record a minute entry consistent with this per curiam.



