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WRIT DENIED 

  
Relator, Darren Robinson, seeks review of the trial court’s February 4, 2026 

denial of his supplemental application for post-conviction relief (“APCR”).   In the 

supplemental APCR,1 Relator asserted that he had newly discovered evidence in 

support of his claim challenging the validity of his predicate convictions used to 

enhance his sentence as a habitual offender.2  The trial court denied relief, stating: 

 
1 By way of background, on October 9, 2025, Relator filed an APCR with the trial court in which he 

challenged the validity of the predicate convictions used to enhance his sentence as a habitual offender.  On October 

16, 2025, the trial court denied the APCR as untimely, citing La. C.Cr.P. art. 930.8(A), which provides in pertinent 

part: “No application for post-conviction relief including applications which seek an out-of-time appeal, shall be 

considered if it is filed more than two years after the judgment of conviction and sentence has become final.”  On 

January 30, 2026, this Court denied Relator’s application as deficient.  See State v. Robinson, No. 26-KH-22 (La. 

App. 5 Cir. 1/30/26), 2026 WL 252632.   

  
2 See, State v. Robinson, 11-12 (La. App. 5 Cir. 12/29/11), 87 So.3d 881, writ denied, 12-279 (La. 6/15/12), 

90 So.3d 1059 for the underlying facts. 
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The court finds that petitioner does not provide or meet any of 

the exceptions for filing an untimely application, as provided under La. 

C.Cr.P. art. 930.8(A).  Furthermore, as a supplemental application, the 

court finds his application procedurally barred pursuant to La. C.Cr.P. 

art. 930.8(E).  

 

The petitioner’s Supplement to his APCR is untimely and thus is 

procedurally barred from review at this time. The court will not review 

the merits of petitioner’s claims, as this APCR is procedurally barred 

from review.  On the showing made, this APCR will be denied. 

 

La. C.Cr.P. art. 930.8(A) provides in pertinent part: “No application for 

postconviction relief including applications which seek an out-of-time appeal, shall 

be considered if it is filed more than two years after the judgment of conviction and 

sentence has become final.” 

In the instant case, Relator’s convictions and sentences have long been final.3  

Thus, as the trial court found, Relator’s claim challenging the validity of the 

predicate offenses used to enhance his sentence is untimely.  However, in seeking 

post-conviction relief, Relator relies on the “facts not known” exception of La. 

C.Cr.P. art. 930.8(A)(1), which applies when the following requirement is met: 

The application alleges, and the petitioner proves or the state admits, 

that the facts upon which the claim is predicated were not known to the 

petitioner or his prior attorneys.  Further, the petitioner shall prove that 

he exercised diligence in attempting to discover any post conviction 

claims that may exist.  “Diligence” for the purposes of this Article is a 

subjective inquiry that shall take into account the circumstances of the 

petitioner. Those circumstances shall include but are not limited to the 

educational background of the petitioner, the petitioner’s access to 

formally trained inmate counsel, the financial resources of the 

petitioner, the age of the petitioner, the mental abilities of the petitioner, 

or whether the interests of justice will be served by the consideration of 

new evidence.  New facts discovered pursuant to this exception shall 

be submitted to the court within two years of discovery. 

 

According to Relator, recently discovered evidence confirms that no record 

exists of the Orleans Parish predicate offense used to enhance his habitual offender 

sentence.  Specifically, Relator submitted a response from the 24th Judicial District 

Court’s Clerk’s Office dated November 4, 2025, stating that his request for exhibits 

 
3 See State v. Robinson, 12-279 (La. 6/15/12), 90 So.3d 1059.  



 

 

from his Orleans Parish 2002 conviction “are not maintained by the clerk of court’s 

office and/or are not part of the court record[.]”  However, Relator does not provide 

any explanation for his delay in requesting the documentation.  In any event, the 

instant application contains some of the very documentation Relator claims does not 

exist from his Orleans Parish 2002 conviction, i.e., his 2002 guilty plea form and 

minute entry.  Furthermore, the transcript from Relator’s habitual offender hearing 

indicates that the State introduced into evidence the following documents from 

Relator’s Orleans Parish 2002 conviction: “a Boykin, waiver of rights, and a minute 

commitment,” along with a certified copy of fingerprints from that case.  Under these 

circumstances, Relator fails to make a showing of unknown facts under La. C.Cr.P. 

art. 930.8(A)(1), which would exempt his time-barred claim. 

Therefore, we find that the trial court did not err in denying Relator’s 

supplemental APCR.  Accordingly, the writ application is denied. 

Gretna, Louisiana, this 27th day of May, 2026. 
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