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SUPREME COURT OF LOUISIANA 

No. 15-KH-2339 

STATE EX REL. TERRY L. COOLEY 

v. 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

ON SUPERVISORY WRITS TO THE THIRTY-SIXTH 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, PARISH OF BEAUREGARD 

PER CURIAM: 

Denied.  On the showing made, relator presents no cognizable grounds for 

post-conviction relief.  La.C.Cr.P. art. 930.2; La.C.Cr.P. art. 930.3. We attach 

hereto and make a part hereof the District Court’s written reasons denying relator’s 

application. 

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 is final. Hereafter, unless he can 

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. 

http://www.lasc.org/Actions?p=2016-010
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TRIAL RESPONSE TO WRIT OF MAY D, 2015 

The application of Terry L. Cooley for Post Conviction Relief was cleniecl. qy this court on 

Octa ber 29, 2014. .By peremptory ·writ issued on May 13, 2015, the Coutt of Appeal, Third 
.. 

Circuit, remanded 'the matler 1\rith instructions for fue trial court io specifically address Claim III 

in the application which alleged that "evidence was not pr�sented tending to show his accusers 

lied". Altl1ough the identity of the "acctisers"me11tioned in tiiat 1Jaragraph is not g.iven, it can be 

assumed. tlmt the reference is to the victims of the crime·s of Aggravated Incest, _Sexual Ba:tt�ry 

and Molestation of a Juvenile for which applicant was convicted, and all of whom testified in the 

trial. The evidence presented by the State in the trial was based nlmost exclusively on the direct 

testimony o:fthe victims. 

On May 19, 2015, following U1e issuance 'of the writ, a telephone conference was 

conducted between the uncle�·sigued judge, Assistant District Attorney Richard A. Morton, and 

defense counsel Dmitric Burnes. As a result of the conference, the juclge-directecl the State to file 

a formal response on the question.raise9 by Um writ, and specifically whether the court can grant 

or deny relief without further proceedings. C. Cr. P. Art. 929 (A). 

The response of the State \:vas filed on May 29, 2015, in which the State makes both a 

.procedm'al objection, and an argument against the need fi?l' an eviclentiary hearing. This double 

response alleviates tb.e·need. to decide the procedural question sepmately and beforehand. C. Cr .. 
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