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PER CURI AM

Peter Errol Coonmbs appeals an order denying his notion for
post convi cti on DNAtesting under Fl orida Rul e of Cri m nal Procedure
3. 853.

Def endant - appel | ant Coonbs states that for purposes of his



1995 nmurder trial, DNA testing was performed on stains on a green
cap owned by the defendant. According to defendant, the DNA
testing was inconclusive as to whether the results matched the
victimor the defendant. The defendant contends that under newer
DNA testing techni ques, a concl usive result coul d nowbe obt ai ned.
See Fla. R Crim P. 3.853(2).

We agree with the trial court’s denial of the notion. The
not i on does not contain the required statenment “that the novant is
i nnocent and how the DNA testing requested by the nmotion wll
exonerate the nmovant of the crime for which the novant was
sentenced, or a statenment how the DNA testing will mtigate the
sentence received by the novant for that crime . . . .7 I|d. R

3.853(3). See Galloway v. State, 802 So. 2d 1173, 1174 (Fla. 1st

DCA 2001).
Af firned.



