IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF DELAWARE

NAGI ALOMARI, 8§
8 No. 456, 2011
Defendant Below- 8§
Appellant, 8§
§
V. 8 Court Below—Superior Court
8 of the State of Delaware,
STATE OF DELAWARE, 8 in and for New Castle County
8 Cr. ID 88006120DI
Plaintiff Below- 8
Appellee. 8

Submitted: December 13, 2011
Decided: December 28, 2011

BeforeSTEELE, Chief Justice]JACOBS, andRIDGELY, Justices.
ORDER

This 28" day of December 2011, upon consideration of theniy brief,
the State’s motion to affirm, and the record onegbpit appears to the Court that:

(1) The appellant, Nagi Alomari, filed this appdabm the Superior
Court’s denial of his second motion for postconuittrelief. The State has filed a
motion to affirm the judgment below on the grouhdttit is manifest on the face
of Alomari’s opening brief that his appeal is withanerit. We agree and affirm.

(2) The record reflects that a Superior Court jfiaynd Alomari guilty of
two counts of attempted murder and related charg@he Superior Court

sentenced Alomari to two life terms of imprisonmphts three years. This Court



affirmed Alomari’s convictions and sentences orectirappeal. In May 1991,
Alomari filed his first motion for postconvictiorelief, which the Superior Court
denied. Alomari did not appeal. In October 204l@mari filed his second motion
for postconviction relief, which the Superior Coagain denied. This appeal
followed.

(3) When reviewing the Superior Court’s denialpoftconviction relief,
this Court must consider the procedural requiremmenRule 61(i) before we may
consider the merits of any postconviction cldinin this case, Alomari's claims
were both untimely under Rule 61(i)(1) and repetitiunder Rule 61(i)(2).
Alomari failed to overcome these procedural hurdldgcordingly, the judgment
below shall be affirmed.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the judgmentttué Superior
Court is AFFIRMED.

BY THE COURT:

/s/ Henry duPont Ridgely
Justice
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