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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: State v. Lynch, 375 S.C. 628, 632, 654 S.E.2d 292, 294 (Ct. App. 2007) 



 
 

 
 

 

                                        

("In criminal cases, this [c]ourt reviews errors of law only."); id. ("An appellate 
court is bound by the trial court's factual findings unless they are clearly 
erroneous."); S.C. Code Ann. § 17-28-90(B) (2014) ("The court shall order DNA 
testing of the applicant's DNA and the physical evidence or biological material 
upon a finding that the applicant has established each of the following factors by a 
preponderance of the evidence: . . . (4) the DNA results of the physical evidence or 
biological material sought to be tested would be material to the issue of the 
applicant's identity as the perpetrator of, or accomplice to, the offense 
notwithstanding the fact that the applicant may have pled guilty or nolo contendere 
or made or is alleged to have made an incriminating statement or admission as to 
identity; (5) if the requested DNA testing produces exculpatory results, the testing 
will constitute new evidence that will probably change the result of the applicant's 
conviction or adjudication if a new trial is granted and is not merely cumulative or 
impeaching; (6) the physical evidence or biological material sought to be tested 
was not previously subjected to DNA testing, or if the physical evidence or 
biological material sought to be tested was previously subjected to DNA testing, 
the requested DNA test would provide a substantially more probative result . . . ."). 

AFFIRMED.1 

LOCKEMY, C.J., and KONDUROS and MCDONALD, JJ., concur. 

1 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR. 


