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WRIT DENIED 

  
The relator, Eddie Harrison, seeks review of the trial court’s denial of 

his recent applications for post-conviction relief and his motion to correct an 

illegal sentence.1  The trial court found, and the relator acknowledges, that 

he pleaded guilty to two counts of armed robbery on May 10, 1999, and was 

sentenced to two concurrent five-year sentences.  The trial court denied the 

relator’s pleadings, in part, because his five-year sentences had already been 

served, and he was no longer in custody for those offenses.  

 
1 Specifically, it appears that the relator is seeking review of the trial court’s April 16, 2026 denial of his 

application for rehearing from the trial court’s previous denials of his applications for post-conviction relief and 

“hybrid motion to correct an illegal sentence.”  
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La. C.Cr.P. art. 924(1) states that an application for post-conviction relief is 

a petition a person files when in custody after being sentenced for a conviction, 

seeking to have the conviction and sentence set aside.  La. C.Cr.P. art. 924(2) 

explains that “custody” includes detention, confinement, probation, or parole 

supervision after sentencing for a conviction.  The supreme court ruled that a 

defendant cannot file an application for post-conviction relief after satisfying the 

sentence. See State v. Smith, 96-1798 (La.10/21/97), 700 So.2d 493. 

The application does not provide evidence of the start and end dates or the 

custody status for his 1999 convictions, so we cannot refute the trial court’s 

conclusion that the relator completed his sentences in 2004.  Therefore, there is no 

basis to reverse the trial court’s finding that the relator is now precluded from 

seeking post-conviction relief.  Additionally, although the trial court did not 

address the merits of the relator’s claim that his 1999 pleas were involuntary, it 

correctly noted that the relator’s motion did not provide a basis for relief under La. 

C.Cr.P. art. 872.  Only claims relating to the legality of the sentence itself under 

the applicable sentencing statutes may be raised in a motion to correct an illegal 

sentence.  See State v. Parker, 98-0256 (La. 5/8/98), 711 So.2d 694, 695. 

 Accordingly, on the showing made, we deny the relator’s writ application.  

Gretna, Louisiana, this 8th day of June, 2026. 
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